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PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY
TRANS PORTATION DEPARTMENT

Traffic, Advance Planning & Permits Division

MEMORANDUM

DATE: April21,2015

TO: RMA - Planning Division
Attention: Brian Baca

FROM: Transportation Department

SUBJECT: APPLIGATION GOMPLETENESS
PROJECT NO: PL 13-0158 (cUP 3543)
PERMITTEE: Mirada Petroleum, lnc.
Property Owner: South Mountain Resources, LTD.
Subsequent Environmental lmpact Report (SEIR) for Miranda Petroleum Oil
and Gas Project located on Koenigstein Road in Upper Ojai (UOJ).
APN 040-0-220-165

Pursuant to your request, the Public Works Agency Transportation Department has
reviewed the draft SEIR for the Miranda Petroleum Oil and Gas Project.

The applicant requests that a Minor Modification of Conditional Use Permit (CUP) 3543 be
granted to authoiize the redrilling of one (1) existing oil wef I and the installation of three (3)
new oil wells. The drillsite is located approximately 2,800 feet north of State Route 150
and accessed via Koenegstein Road, a County-maintained roadway, The
applicanlpermittee has been using Koenigstein Road since 1995 when a storm washed
out the primary route over Sisar Creek. The previous access road entered State Route
150 approximately one (1) mile west of Koenigstein Road.

We offer the following comment:

Our comments dated December 4,2014 are still valid and applicable, We have reviewed
the Traffic Circulation and Safety Section of the Draft SEIR (Schedule No. 2015021045)
and we concur with the analysis and conclusions presented in the document.

ec: Anitha Balan, Permits
Jay Dobrowalski, RMA

TlPlanning\Land Development\County\PL 13-0158 (CUP 3543)-3.doc
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PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY
TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT

Traffic, Advance Planning & Permits Division

'MEMORANDUM

DATE: December 4,2014

TO: RMA - Planning Division
Attention: Jay Dobrowalski

FROM: Transpoftation Depart ment 3-*u-
S UBJ ECT: APPLIGATION COMPLETENESS

PROJECT NO: PL 13-0158 (cUP 3543)
PERMITTEE: Kate Neiswender for Mirada Petroleum, lnc.
Property Owner: South Mountain Resources, LTD.
Minor Modification to CUP 3543 for 2í-year time extension and oil well
drilling on 19.83-acre parcel off of Koenigstein Road in Upper Ojai (UOJ).
APN 040-0-220-165

Pursuant to your request, the Public Works Agency Transportation Department has
reviewed: (1) truck-turning movement videos from RMA, (2) the collision data for the
intersection of State Route 150 and Koenigstein Road, and (3) the bridge rating forthe
bridge over Sisar Creek nearest to the state highway.

This project is a Minor Modification to Conditional Use Permit (CUP) 3543 approved in
September 1977 for a25-yeartime extension with permission to redrillone (1) oilwelland
drill three (3) new oil wells. The private driveway to the site is accessed via Koenegstein
Road, a County-maintained roadway, approximately 2,000 feet north of the state highway.

According to RMA staff, the applicanlpermittee has been using Koenigstein Road since
1995, when a storm washed out the primary route over San Antonio Creek via a private
fire/access road that entered that state highway approximately one (1) mile west of
Koenigstein Road.

We offer the following comments

1 . We have reviewed the videos from RMA showing the relevant turning movements of
the proposed double-wide crude oil tanker truck to be used by the operation. The
video showed the relevant truck-turning movements, a westbound right turn and
southbound left turn.

With the existing curb return radius, a westbound right turn requires the truck driver
to enter the opposing lane of traffic. Given the low volume of daily traffic on
Koenigstein Road and the low number of anticipated trucks (to be reduced from 12
to 8 permitted trucks per 6-day work week), the potential for conflict is low. Such
truck-turning movements would not change the existing level of safety at the
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intersectíon

Furthermore, the crude oil tanker trucks have been using the current truck route
to/from Santa Paula since 1995. And according to the data obtained from the
Statewide lntegrated Traffic Records System (SWITRS), there have been two (2)
collisions within 200 feet of the intersection of State Route 150 and KoenigstèiÁ
Road in the past ten (10) years (2002 to r V 201312014) and none involving trucks.

We recommend that alltruck traffic occur during daylight hours and that no trucks
use Koenigstein Road during nighttime hours.

With regard to the bridge, the crude oiltanker trucks that plan to access the project
site will use Bridge #326 nearest the state highway. Bridge #326 was constructed in
1965 and ís '16.5 feet long. According to the latest Bridge lnspection Report for
Bridge #52C0185 dated August 14,2013, the bridge is rated for purple ioading
based on the Caltrans purple weight chart.

However, any truck whose dimensions orweight exceed the legallimits (Legal Size:
w = 8.5 feet, H = 14 feet, L = 40 feet; Legar weight: single Rxle: zo,obg þounds;
Total Vehicle: 80,000 pounds) as established by the Caliiornia Vehicie Code shall
apply for a Transportation Permit for Oversized Vehicles. The permittee shall
provide proof to the Transportation Department that all oversized trucks have a valid
Tra nsportation Perm it.

ec: Anitha Balan, Permits

T:\Planning\Land Development\County\PL 13-0158 (CUp 3543)-2.doc

2



Proposed Final

Subsequent Environmental lmpact Report

scH # 2015021045

Appendix D

Calculation of Cumulative truck traffic

On Koenigstein Road



Mirada Petroleum, PL13-0158

Evaluation of Cumulatíve Oil and Wastewater
truck traffic on Koenigstein Road
Fluid production data provided by Division of Oil and Gas and Geothermal Resources (DOGGR)

Haul truck
volume =

Year

180 BBLS/truck

Upper Lower
Koenigsteín Wells Koenigstein Wells

Net Export (bbls) Net Export (bbls)

Total annual

Net export
(bbls)

Annual truck
loads

Annual truck
trips

(2 trips/load)

Average

Daily

Truck trips
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Totals =

30982
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28801

17063

25499

20310

2r299
1s666

16086

13459

18898

77887

1.5764

11151

8515

10735

11061

8675

L2707

17558

L2820

L2050

17102

11091

120r8
10105

9L70

11983

9029

8728

952002

L077.7

447.3

669.6

649.8

484.5

576,2

612.2

504.9

568.8
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1995-2014 total = 67284 185857 247141-
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2002-2013 total = 30814 113488 1.44302 1603



Mirada Petroleum, PL13-0158

Evaluation of Cumulative Oil and Wastewater
truck traffic on Koenigstein Road
Fluid production data provided by Division of Oil and Gas and Geothermal Resources (DOGGR).

Haul truck
volume =

Year

L50 BBLS/truck

Upper Lower

Koenigstein Wells Koenigstein Wells

Net Export (bbls) Net Export (bbls)

Annual truck
loads

Annual truck
trips
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DailyTotal annual

Net export
(bbls) (2 trips/load) Truck trips
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Mirada Petroleum, PL13-0158

Evaluation of Cumulative Oil and Wastewater
truck traffic on Koenigstein Road
Fluid production data provided by Division of Oil and Gas and Geothermal Resources (DOGGR)

Haul truck
volume =

Year

L00 BBlS/truck

Upper Lower
Koen¡gste¡n Wells Koenigstein Wells

Net Export (bbls) Net Export (bbls)

Total annual

Net export
(bbls)

Annuel truck
loads

Annual truck
trips

(2 trips/load)

Average

Daily

Truck trips
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5136

1910

2820
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L4443

12315

10125
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9198
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73459
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17887
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970
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s85
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288

L7L
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203

213

L57
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135
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179
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1L2

86

L07
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r21
r/6
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t21
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t20
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9s2A

1939.9
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1205.3

1169.7
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7037,2
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908.8
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761.,4
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510.0
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313.3
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357.7

315.3

223.O
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2].4.7
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173.5
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L74.6
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67284 185857 247147 2471
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q?
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3.3

3.2
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3.3
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2.r
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0.9
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1.1
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0.9

0.9

0,7
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1.0

0.9

0.6

0.5

0.6
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0.5

0.7
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0.7
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0.9

0.5

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.7
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0.5
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0.7

0.7

1995-2014 total =

2002-2013 total = 30814 1L3488 144302 2886



Ojai Oil Field
Oil and Gas Production/lnjection wells

Koenigstein Road Area

Location API # Well Name and No Prod uction/injection
1.1.1.20475 Mirada, Nesbitt #1 P rod u ctio n
1-1120684 Mirada, Nesbitt #2 (until 1995) Prod uction
1 1121555 Mirada, Nesbitt #4 Prod uction
L1120661, Mirada, Lane Federal #L P rod uctio n
77120621 Mirada, ADP Federal #1 Prod uctio n

Upper Koenigstein
Road area

L1.1.20684 Mirada, Nesbitt #2 (2004-2013) lnjection
1Lr20696 Mirada, Agnew #1 Prod uction
1I720802 Mirada, new #2 Prod uction
L1t21_1.93 Mirada, Agnew #3 P rod uctio n
1.1_120744 R.K. Stone, Cougar #1 P rod uctio n

1L120872 R.K. Stone, Cougar #2 Production
LL100962 Silver Exploration, Silver #1 Production
1.1.100992 Silver Exploration, R-S #1 Prod uction
L1100993 Silver Exploration, R-S #2 P rod uction
tlro2202 Silver Exploration, R-S #3 Prod uction
1r_100965 Silver Exploration, Well #4 Prod uctÍon
11100966 Silver Exploration, Well #5 P rod uctio n
1.1.rOO973 Crazy J Oil, Keri-Nicole #1 P rod uction
11100963 CrazyJ Oil, Keri-Nicole #2 Production
11100964 Crazy J Oil, Keri-Nicole #3 Production

Lower Koenigsteín
Road

LL72011_9 Crazy J Oil, Keri-Nicole #4 Prod uction
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Re:

CONSULTING, INC. Confidential - Attorney Client
Prívileged Work Product468 Poli Street, Suite 2E . Ventura, CA 93001

Office (805) 275-t51-5 . Fax (805) 667-9t04

June 20, 2013

Kate Neiswender
Law Office of K. M, Neiswender
PQ Box246t7
Ventura, CA 93002

Noise lmpact Assessment
Mirada Petroleum Corporation - Agnew lease

Dear Ms. Neiswender:

This letter summarizes the Noise lmpact Assessment (NlA) prepared for Mirada Petroleum Corporation's
(Mirada) Agnew Lease (Facility) located off of Koenigste¡n Rd in unincorporated Ventúra County. This NIA has
been prepared in support of an application for Minor Modification of Conditional Use Permit (CUP) 3543, which
proposes to extend the CUP and allow the drilling of six (6) new oil wells over the next ten (10) years. This NIA
addresses the potential noise impacts associated with the future oil well drilling activities at this Facility - ít does
not address ongoing oil production operat¡ons.

Proiec!
The Facility is an active oil and gas production operation located approx¡mately 1.5 miles north of the
¡ntersection of Koenigstein Road and Highway 150 in unincorporated Ventura County. The attached Figure 1

shows the location of the Facility.

The proposed Minor Modification requests two primary changes to CUP 3543:
- Extend the CUP, which is currently set to expire in November 2013,for an additional 25 years; and
- Allow for the drilling of six (6) new oil wells over the next ten (10) years.

The proposed wells will be drilled on the existing well pad, near the existlng wells. When drilling a new well, it
will be necessary for the Applicant to conduct drilling operations 24 hours per day. This NIA addresses the
potent¡al noise impacts from these future drilling activities during the day, evening, and nighttime. This NIA
analyzes a hypothetical drilling operation that is meant to conservatively represent all six (6)future welt drilling
operations. ln addition, a general mitigation is proposed thet will be required for all six (6) of the future drilling
activities,

LNE02-Mirada Petroleum-Noise.docx Sespe Consulting, lnc.



Confidential - Attorney Clíent Privileged Work Product

Mirada Petroleum Corporatíon Noise lmpact Assessment
June 20, 2013

Back¡round Nolse Monltorinr
Starting on Tuesday May 7,2O!3, a 24-hour ambient noise measurement was obtained in order to characterize
backgroundnoiselevelsinthevicinityoftheFacilíty. ThelocationofthemeasurementisshownonFigure2.
The location of the measurement was chosen to best represent the noise environment at the nearby resldences.

The measurement was obtained with a Type 2 Quest Soundpro SE/DL sound level meter set to record noise
levels with a slow response and A-weighting. The noise measurements were logged in l-minute increments and
the noise meter was calibrated immediately pr¡or to use. The noise measurement log is attached.

Table 1 summarizes the background noise levels in the vicinity of the Facility.

Table 1- Background Noise tevels (dBA)

Parameter Day Evening Night Overall

Average Noise Level (L.o) 47.5 38.1 38.1 45.2

Peak Hour Noise Level (L"q1.H) 51.5 46.6 45.0 5L,5

CNEL 48.8

The abbreviations and terms employed in Table 1 and elsewhere in this NIA are defined below:

¡ Timeframes - For the purposes of this NIA:
. Day is 6 a.m, to 7 p.m.
¡ Evening is 7 p.m. to 10 p.m,
¡ Night is 1.0 p.m. to 6 a,m.

o A-Weighted Sound Level (dBA) - Sound pressure level measured using the A-weighting network, a filter
which discriminates against low and very high frequencies in a mannersimilartothe human hearing
mechanism at moderate sound levels. Ihe A-weighted sound level is generally used when discussing
environmental noise impacts.

¡ Equivalent Cont¡nuous Noise Level (L.o) - The average noise level over a specified time period.

. One Hour Equivalent Continuous Noise Level (L"oLH) - The average noise level over a one hour time
period.

o Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) - The long-term time average sound level, weighted as

follows:
¡ Daytime noise is not weighted;
¡ Evening noise is weighted by +5 dB; and
o Nighttime noise is weighted by +1.0 dB,

2NE02-Mirada Petroleum-Noise.docx Sespe Consulting, lnc.



Confidential - Attorney Client Privileged Work Product

Mirada Petroleum Corporatíon Noíse lmpact Assessment
June 20, 2013

Sirnlfi cance Thresholds
The Venturo County General Plon lJune 28,IOLL\ includes the following standards for noise generators
proposed to be located near any noise sensitive use:

Noise generotors, proposed to be locoted neqr ony noíse sensitive use, sholl incorporote noise control
meosures so that ongoing outdoor noise levels received by the noise sensitive receptor, measured at the
exterior wall of the building, does not exceed ony of the following standards:

a. LroTH of 55dB(A) or qmbient noíse level plus 3dB(A), whichever is greoter during ony hour from
6:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m.

b. L"o1H of 50dB(A) or ombient noise level plus 3dB(A), whichever is greoter during ony hour from
7:00 p.m. to 10:00 p.m.

o. L"o7H of 45dB(A) or ombient noise level plus 3dB(A), whichever is greater during ony hour from
70:00 p.m. to 6:00 o.m.

Since drilling ís a temporary activity, it may be appropriate to utilize the construction noise thresholds in the
CountyofVenturaConstructionNoiseThresholdCriterioandControl Plon(luly,2010). Thedaytimeconstruction
thresholds, which allow for higher noise levels for shorter duration construction activities, are presented in

Table 2. Note that the evening and night construction thresholds are the same as the General Plan evening and
night thresholds.

Table 2: Daytame Construct¡on Noise Thresholds

Construction Duration Nolse Thresholds (Ç1H, dBA)

0 to 3 days 75 or Ambient + 3 dBA

4 to 7 days 70 or Ambient + 3 dBA

1to 2 weeks 65 or Ambient + 3 dBA

50 or Ambient + 3 dBA2 to 8 weeks

[onger than 8 weeks 55 or Ambient + 3 dBA

While the exact duration of a well drilling event depends on many factors, it generally takes about 2 weeks to
drill a well. The Applicant proposes to drill 6 additional wells, resulting in a total drilling duration of 12 weeks
spread over the next L0 years, As shown in Table 2, for durations over 8 weeks, the daytime construction noise
threshold is equivalent to the General Plan daytime threshold.

Table 3 presents the noise thresholds applicable to this Facility. Since the ambient noise levels are below the
fixed noise thresholds in all cases, the s¡gnificance thresholds are not adjusted for arnbient noise levels.

Table 3: Project Noise Thresholds (dBA)

Parameter Day Evening Night

Peak hour (L.qLH) 55 s0 45

3N E02-Mirada Petroleu m-Noise,docx Sespe Consulting, lnc.
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Mirada Petroleum Corporation Noise lmpact Assessment
June 20, 2013

Nolse Source Characterlzation
A drilling rig includes many noise producing components and each drilling ríg can have different types and
quantities of these components. As such, this NIA utilizes conservative assumpt¡ons to determine an overall
drillingrignoiselevelthatisrepresentativeofthedifferentrigsthatmaybeusedattheFac¡lity. Forexample,it
isassumedthatdiesel generatorsareusedtopowerthedrillingrigratherthangridelectricity. Thisresultsina
larger estimate of drilling rig noise because large diesel generators produce high noise levels,

This NIA relíes on the extensive drilling rig noise characterízation done forthe Whittier Moin Oil Field Project
Environmentol lmpoct Report (Whitt¡er ElR, June 2011) to calculate noise impacts. The Wh¡tt¡er ElR, prepared by
Marine Research Specialists, utilized a hypothetical drilling rig component list to determine the overall noise
associatedwiththerig. Eachcomponentofthedrillingrigwasassignedasoundlevel andausagefraction. The
sound levels were based on a variety of sources, including other noise studies, manufacturer specifications, and
government agency guidance. The usage fractions were assumed to be 9O%forthe majority of essential
components, 20%for components associated with the crane, 500 one-second impulses per day for metal on
metal noise, and 1,250 two-second impulses per day for other incidental noises (voices, backup alarms,
annunciators, and drawline brakes). Table 4 shows the drilling rig components, sound levels, and usage fractions
forthehypothetical drill rigintheWhittierElR. Formoreinformation,includingthesourceofeachsoundlevel
assumption, refer to the Whittier EIR Noise Section.

Table 4: Drilling Rlg Component Breakdown

When these sources were combined in a computer model, the overall noise level is 85 dBA at 50 feet away from
therig(WhittierElR), ThisnoiselevelisusedasthebasisforcalculationsinthisNlA. Thisnoiselevelis
conservative when compared to other estimates of drilling rig noise levels found in a variety of sources:

o 83 dBA at 50 feet in the Bureau of Land Management's Draft RMPA/EIS for Federol Fluid
Minerals Leasing and Development in Sierrq and Otero Countìes (2001).

. 82 dBA at 50 feet in Arup Acoustics' Ploins Exploration and Production Compony, tnglewood Oit
Field. Noise lmpact Study (20041.

c 77 to 82 dBA at 50 feet in Los Angeles County's Baldwin Hills EIR (2009).

o 75 dBA at 50 feet in the Bureau of Land Management's Norse Analysís for the Pinedqle Anticline
Oiland Gas Explorotion and Development Project (1999).

4

Component Usage Fraction
Sound level
at 50'(dBA)

Vertical location

Mud Mixer 0.9 76 Ground Level
Mud Pumps and Diesel Engines (2) 0,9 69 Ground Level
Shackers (2) 0.5 59 Ground Level
60-ton Crane 0.2 81 Ground Level
Backup Alarms, Voices, Annunciators 0.030 94 Ground Level
Metal-on-Metal Noise 0.006 100 Ground Level
Metal-on-Metal Noise 0.006 100 Rig Floor (-20')
Metal-on-Metal Noise 0.006 100 Boards (-50')
Cutting Convevor 0,9 69 Rig Floor (-20')
Drill Rig Engine 0.9 84 Ground Level
Drawworks Engine 0.9 74 Rig Floor (-20')
Drawline Brakes 0.030 80 Rig Floor (-20')
Note: Based onthe Whittier Moin Oil Fíeld Project Envíronmentol lmpoct Report (Whittier ElR, June 2011). Currently
available at; http://www.cityofwh itti er.org/depTs/cdlmineralinfo/eirdraft.asp
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Noise lmpact Calculatlon
Noise impacts assocíated with well drilling have been calculated utilizing the source data described above and a
propagation calculation that determines how much the noise level is attenuated between the source and the
receptor. Thepropagationcalculationassumesthatnoiselevelsarereducedby6dBAperdoublingofdistance,
which is the noise attenuation associated with hemispherical propagation. This is the industry standard
propagation calculation and is included in the County of Venturo Construction Noíse Threshold Criteria ond
Control Plan. See the attached Noise lmpact Calculations for more information.

ln addítion to the noise attenuation from propagation, a separate terrain attenuation factor is included in the
calculations. This primarily represents the shielding provided by the terrain, as shown by the cross sections in
Figure 3. However, it is also meant to encompass attenuation due to atmospheric absorption, weather, ground
impedance, and vegetation, A terrain attenuation of 15 dBA is assumed for Receptor 1 because the source is

shieldeduptoaheightofatleast20feetbytheinterveningterrain. Aterrainattenuationof5dBAisassumed
for Receptors 2 and 3 because the source is only partially shielded from the perspective of these receptors,
These estimates of attenuation are conservatively low for the high degree of shielding and other forms of
attenuation present. For comparison, the Federal Highway Administration's Nolse Barrier Design Handbook
indicates that an attenuation of 10 - 15 dBA is expected from a well-designed noise barrier. The vegetated hill
shieldingthe drilling rigforthis Facility is expected to provide more attenuatlonthan a noise barrier.

Based on the calculations described above and attached to this NlA, Table 5 presents the unmit¡gated noise
impacts from drilling at the nearby receptors. The results are compared to the nightt¡me significance thresholds
because they are the most conseruative and because nighttime drilling will be necessary.

Table 5: Unmitigated Drilling Noise lmpacts

Perameter Receptor 1 Receptor 2 Receptor 3

Noise lmpact 44.4 54.9 55.0

N ighttime Significance Threshold 45,0 45.0 45.0

Significant? No Yes Yes

Required M¡tigation None 9.9 10

5NE02-Mirada Petroleum-Noise.docx Sespe Consulting lnc.
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M¡t¡sation
As shown in Iable 5, 10 dBA of mitigation is required to reduce the nighttime impact at Receptors 2 and 3 to less

than signlficant, Therefore, the following m¡tigation measure is provided:

NO-1 Prior to initiating well drilling operat¡ons, a sound barrier will be erected around the drilling rig,
The sound barrier will be in place for the entire duration of drilling rig activities. The sound
barrier must be sufficiently tall and appropriately located to break line of site between the
primary drilling rig noise sources and the nearby residences. For the purposes of this mitigation,
the primary drilling rig noise sources are assumed to be located between ground level (0 feet)
and the drilling rig floor (about 20 feet), lt is not practical or necessary to provide shielding for
the upper reaches of the drilling rig mast.

Mitigation measure NO-1 is expected to provide at least 10 dBA of noise attenuation for Receptors 2 and 3 (see

above estimate of noise barrier attenuation from the Noíse Bqrrier Desígn Hondbook). Table 6 presents the
mitigated impacts and compares them to the nighttime threshold.

Table 5: Mitigated Drilling Noise lmpacts

Parameter Receptor 1 Receptor 2 Receptor 2

Mitigated Noise lmpact 44.4 <44.9 <45.0

Nighttime Significance Threshold 45.0 4s.0 45.0

Significant? No No No

Conclusion
This NlAfinds thatthe drilling activities proposed by this Project will have significant, but mitigable impacts on
nearby receptors.

With mitigation, the noise impacts from drilling operations are less than significant when compared to the day,
evening, and nighttime thresholds. Also, it should be reiterated that the drilling noise impacts will be infrequent
(6 wells over 10 years) and short duration (about 2 weeks each well).

Please call John Hecht or me at (805) 275-tSL5 if you have any questions or if you need additional information.

lv submitted

Garrett Zuleger, P,E,

Project Manager I - Engineering
Sespe Consulting, Inc.

Attachments 1. Figures
Figure 1: Vicinity Map
Figure 2: Topographic Map
Figure 3; Source-Receptor Cross Sections

2. Noise Measurement Log

3. Noise lmpact Calculations
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Nolse Measurement Summary

Serial Number

Start Time

Run Length

8U0900r0

10:14;36 07-May-2013

24:00:00 5529600

UNIT REV R13B

Calculåtlons based on Data

Meter 1

lroad banr

lvleasurement Units

Lavg

Lmax

Lmin

Lpk

IWA
PTWA

DOSE

PDOSE

SEL

FXP

dB

dB

dB

dB

dB

dB

%

%

d8

o2s

45,2

76.4
21.2

110.4

50

45.2

0.01

0

94.6

1

56.8

85.9
32.6

108.5

61.5

56,8

0.14

0.05

106,1

t6

Meter 2

Vleasurement Units Value

TDN

CNEL

TAKTMAX (ssec)

LC_A

dB

dB

dB

dB

48.9

48.8

N/A

17.6

Exceedence Table

LJn ¡ts Va lueExceedence

toz
t10

-25
.50

dB

d8

d8

dB

55,5

46.2

40,1

3s.8

MllcroDhone lnformat¡on
Descr¡otion lJnits Value

Sensitiv¡ty

Polarlzatlon

Meter Range

Max Level

Mêas- Floor

dB

Volts

dB

dB

dB

29

0

L20

740
-20

)escription Unlts Value

Datê

I Level

Date

dB

dB

U navailable

7'1,4

10:13:04 07-Máy-2013

Descr¡ otion Un¡ts Meter 1 Meter 2
lntegrat¡on Threshold

Exchange Rate

Criterion Level

Upper Llmit Level

Projected Time

Welght¡ng

Time Response

dB

dB

ds
dB

Hrs

OFF

3

90

130

8

A

SLOW

OFF

3

90

730

I
c

SLOW

Param€tei Dav Evenlns Nirht Ove¡all

Averace Arlthmetic SPL over per¡od 55.746 6.401 6.50s 33_16s

47.5 38_lAverase Leq over Period 38.1 45.2

Medlan hour Leo durinr oeliod 47.2 38.2 12.. 40.
Peak hour Leo durinE oer¡od 51.5 46.t 45.0 51.5

Meter 1 Vleter 2

Count Percent T¡me :ount )ercent fime

23s3867

c

42.56

c

00:00:@

10:12:59
00:0O:0O

0

248709

0

c

4,48

00:00:00

01:04:36

C0:00:00

(ot )

(UR)

ad

0

10

2

30
40

50

6C

8C

9

76.4

46.2

41.5

39
t7.7
35.8

34.4

32.3

30

57.5

45.4

4r.2
38.8

37.!
35.7

34.3

32.r
29.8

55.5

44.4

40.9

38.6

36.9

35.6

v,r
31.8

29.6

28.2

44.3

40.6

38.4

36.8

35.s

33.9

3L,6

29.4

28.r

43,7

40.4

38.3

36.6

35.3

33.7

37.4

29.2

28

43.3

40.r
38.1

36.5

35.2

33,4

31.2

29

27.9

42.8

39.9

37.9

36.4

35,1

33.2

30,9

28.8

27,8

42.4

39.6

37.7

16.2

34.9

32.9

30,7

28.7

27.8

42.L

39,4

37,6
36.1

34.8

32.7

30.4

28.5

27.7

392
37

27
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Mirada Petroleum Corporation No¡se lmpact Assessment

Oil Well Drilling - Noise lmpact Calculations

Unmat¡gated No¡se

tevel (dBA)

4.4
54.9

55.0

Terra¡n Attenuation+
(dBA)

15

5

5

D¡rect Propogation
Noise Level (dBA)

59.4

s9.9

60.0

Source Noise Level at
s0'ldBAl

85

85

85

Distance from
Source (ft)

951

895

885

Receptor

Receptor L

Receptor 2

Receptor 3

Note: The propogation calculation is based on 6 dBA per doubling of distance, per the Ventura County Construction Noíse Threshold Critero ond Control pløn (luly 2010).
This guidance differs from lheVenturo County lnítiol Study Assessment 6uidelines , which recommends a propogation attenuation of 5 dBA per doubling of distance.
The 6 dBA per doubling of distance is used because ¡t ¡s the actual propogation loss for hemispherical propogation and it is used throughout the industry.

+ The terrain attenuat¡on est¡mate primarily represents the shielding provîded by the terrain (see Figure 3). However, atmospheric absorption, attenuation due to weather,
ground impedance, and attenation due to vegetat¡on also provide additional attenuation that is included ¡n this estimate.

NE02 No¡se calcs.xlsx Sespe Consultin& lnc-



Proposed Final

Subsequent Environmental lmpact Report

scH # 2015021045

Appendix F

CALTRANS accident report for the Koenigstein
Road/State Highway 1 50 intersection



c ?-f
cror u 7

ed

Report run on: 11/1212014
Total Count: 2

Coll¡sion Factor
CLEAR

Population I Rpt
Violation 23152A Collision 

-l ype
Rdwy Suiace ORY

150
8ea/ 004 Type 3 CalTrans D¡st

HIT OBJECT Severlly INJURY
Rdwy Condl NO UNUSL CND

Lignfrng DAYLIGHT Ped Action

Vial

'l¿1736 Coll¡siÒn Date 20091016 Ilme 0805 Day

Case Lis-(ng
Page'r

lowAway? Y ProcessDate 2010122A# Killed 0 1i tnjured 3
RdLvy Cond2

CnIil DeV FNCTNG

Role

# 14'12342002'AV 201312014 COLLISIONS ON RT 150 (OJA|/SANTA PAULA RD) WtTHtN 200 FT OF
KOENINGSTEIN RD , IN VENTURA COUNTY.

PARTY INFO
Dh SWVeh CHP Year lnfa OAF2 Role

66 150
7

Wealhe12
and Run Molor Veh lnvolved With FIXED OBJ

PARTY INFO

Q^ô^vPev

Loc Tyoe I

Cond O

Rarnp/ht 6

Ssx 8¡,ce ,P{.ne-191 saÞIle/l2 ;llove Pre coii olt s[r \eh cHP lpþ Mg!9_yee! _tß tnro 
_B HBD-ut --iJN-STmñ s--Ã---- 0700-*-texuS-zoo+--: -t-

P
.U
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Notice of Preparation
And response to public scoping comments



STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Governor's Office of Planning and Research

State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit
Edmund G. Brorvn Jr

Governor
Ken Alex
Director

4

Notice of Prepalation

February 13,2015

To: Reviewing Agencies

Modification of Conditioual Use Permit No, 3543 (Case No. PL i3-0158)
scH# 20r5021045

Attached for your revielv and comment is the Notice of Preparation Q.IOP) for the Môdification of Condiiional L-se
Permit No. 3543 (Case No. PL 13-0 1 5 8) draft Environnental Impact Report (EIR).

Responsible agencies must h'ansmit theü'comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific
information related to their own statutory responsibilify. within 30 davs of receipt of the NOP h'om the Lead
Agenov. This is a courtesy notice provided by the State Clearinghouse with a reminder for you to comment i¡ a

timely manner. We encourage other agencies to also respond to this Ìlotice and express their concerns early in the
environmental review process,

Please direct your comments to:

Kristina Boero
Ventura County
800 South VÍcioria Avenue #1740
Ventura, CA 93009

with a copy to the State Clealinghouse ín the Office of Planning and Research. Please refer to the SCH number
noted above in ali con'espondence concelning this pt'oject.

Ifyou have any questions aboutthe envtorunental documentreview process, please call the State Clearinghouse at
(916) 445-061-?.

Sincerely,

Dírector, State Clearinghouse

,A.ttaclu¡ents
cc: I.ead Agency

l4OOTENTHS'TREET P.O. BOX 3044 SACRÀ\,IENTO, CAIIIOßNLA, 9õ812-3044
TEL (916) 44ó-0613 FÐ( (916) 323-3018 rvlvw.op¡.ca.sov

Re:



scH#
Project Title

Lead Agency

Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

2015021045
Modification of Conditional Use Permit No. 3543 (Case No. PL 13-0158)
Ventura County

Type

Description

NOP Notice of Preparation

The applicant requests that a modifìcation of Conditional Use Permit (CUP) 3543 be granted to
authorize the continued operation and maintenance of an existing oil and gas exploration and
production operation (Agnew lease area) for an additional 25 year period.

Productíon operations will include trucking of produced oil and brine from the site to offsite oil refining
andwastewaterdisposal facilities. ThecurrentCUPauthorizesuptol2tankertruckloads(24
one-way trips) of produced fluid to be exported from the site per week lt is proposed that this number
bereducedtoBtankertruckloads(1 6one-waytrips)perweek. All tankertruckdperationswould
occur Monday through SatÙrday, between 7:30 am and 6:30 pm. For purposes ofthe requested
permit, the term "tanker truck" refers to any vehicle that is hauling produced fluids from the site.

Lead Agency Contact
Name Kristina Boero

Agency Ventura County
Phone 805-654-2467
email

Address 800 South Victoria Avenue #1 740
City Ventura

Fax

Stafe CA Zip 93009

Project Location
County Ventura

City Ventura
Region

Cross Sfreefs SR 150 & Koenigstein Road

Lat / Long
Parcel No. 040-0-220-165
Township Range Secfion Base

Proximity tor
Highways

Aírporis
Railways

Waterways
Schoo/s

Land Use

150

ïhomas Aquinas College
Zoning: Open Space 20 acres; General Plan: Open Space,

Project /ssues AestheticA/isual; Agricultural Land; Air Quality; Archaeologic-Historic; Biofogical Resources;
Drainage/Absorption; Flood Plain/Flooding; Forest Land/Fire Hazard; Geologic/Seismic; Minerals;
Noise; Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading; Traffic/Circulation; Vegetation; Water Quality

Reviewing
Agencíes

Resources Agency.; Department of Conservation; Department of Parks and Recreation; Department of
Water Resources; Department of Fish and Wildlife, Region 5; Native American Heritage Commission;
State Lands Commission; California Highway Patrol; Caltrans, District 7; Air Resources Board; State
Water Resources Control Board, Division of Water Rights; State Water Resources Control Board;
Department of Toxic Substances Control; Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 4

Date Received 0211312015 Starf of Review 0211312015 End of Review 0311612015

Note: Blanks ín data Íelds result from insufficient information provided by lead agency



Appen.díx C

ftr5ffi?1t45Notice of Completion & Environmenta! Docurnent Transmittal
ù[ail. to: State Clearinghouse, P.O. Box 3044, Sacramento, CA95812-3044 (9i6) 445-0613
For Hand Deliveryt/Street Addr¿ss.' 1400 Tenth Street, Sacramento, CA 95814

Project T¡tle: Modifìcation of Conditional Use Permit No. 3543 (Case No. PL13-01 s8)

SCH #

Lead Agency: Ventura County Planning Division Contact Person: Kristina Boero

Phone: 805-654-2467It4ailing Aclclress:800 S. Víctoria Ave. #1740

City: Ventura Zip:93009 County: Ventura

Project Location: County: Ventura City/Nearest Community: Santa Paula

Cross Streets: State Route 150 & Koenigstein Road Zip Code: 93060

Longitude/Latitude(degrees,minutesandseconds): 

-" 

'-"N/ o t "WTotalAcres:

Assessor's Parcet No.: 040-O-22O-165

Vr'ithin 2 Miles: State Hwy +: '150

Airports:

Section:

Waterways:

Twp.: _ Range:_ Base:

Railways: Schools: Ïhomas Aquinas Col lew

Document Type:
CEQA: tr

n
tr
!

NOP
Early Cons
Neg Dec
Mit Neg Dec

n Nor
D e.q
! Draft EIS

n poNsr

n
n

Draft EIR
Supplement/Subsequent EIR

Other: ! Joint Document
n Plnat Document
E other:

t* i-",íE#

NEPA:

(Prior SCH No.)
Othe¡:

n
!
Local Action Type:

Gene¡al Plan Update
General Plan Am¿ndment

! General Plan Element
I Community Plan

E Specific Plan

I Master Plan

n Planned Unit Development
! Site Plan

Ft-B 
-i li ZiliS

Annexation
Redevelopment
Coastal Permit
Othe¡:

!
E
n

Development Type:

! Residential: Units 

- 

Acres-
Office: Sq.ft, _ Acres _ Employees_
Cornmercial:Sq.ft. _ Acres_ Employees_
Industrial: Sq.ft. _ Acres _ Employees_
Educationa[:
Recreation

Di

Transportation: Type
Mining: lvlineral
Power: Type
Waste Treatment:Type
Hazardous Waste:Type

n
u
n
n
!
tr

MGD

Water Facilities:Type MCD Other: Oil & Gas

Project lssues Discussed in Document:

$ Aesthetic/Visual n Fiscal
ffi Agricultural Land I Hood Plain/Ftooding
[] Air Quality I Forest Land/Fire Haza¡cl

[lArcheological/Historical [] Geologic/Seismic
E Biological Resources

n Coastal Zone
ffi Drainage/Absorption
! Economic/Jobs

n
tr
n
u

Recreation/?a¡ks
Schools/Universities
Septic Systems
Sewer Capacity

Vegetation
'Water 

Quality
Water Supply/Groundwarer
Wetl and/Riparian
Growth Inducement
Land Use
Cumulative Effects
Other:

I Minerals [] Soil Erosion/Compactìon/Grading

S Noise I sotid vr'aste

! PopulationÆIousing Balance ! Toxic/Hazardous
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Notice of Preparation of a Subsequent EiR
County of Ventu¡a . Resource ManagementAgency. Planning Division
800 S. Vicroria Avenue, Ventura, CA 93M9-174O ' (805) 654-2478 . ventura.org/mt

ïhe County of Ventura, Resource Management Agency, Planning Division currently is
processing an application for a modification to an existing oil and gas exploration and
production operation Conditional Use Permit as described below. A Final Environmental
lmpact Report (FEIR) was certified by the Ventura County Planning Commission on
November 17, 1983. The Planning Division has determined that a Subsequent
Environmental lmpact Report (SEIR) to the 1983 FEIR is required pursuantto $ 15162 of
the CEQA Guidelines. The purpose of this notice is to call your attention to this project,
and to request that you assist the Planning Division to identify any issues that should be
addressed in the SEIR. lnformation on the proposed project and instructions on how to
provide commentary on the scope of the SEIR are set forth below.

Project Name/Number: Mirada Petroleum Oil and Gas Project Case No. PL13-0158

Project Location: The 19.83 acre project property is located in a mountainous region of
Santa Paula about two miles west of the St. Thomas Aquinas College, 2,000-feet nofth
of Highway 150 and adjacent to Koenigstein Road. The existing oil and gas production
facility lease area is located about 2,800 feet north of Highway 150 and 455 feet nofthwest
of Koenigstein Road.

The Tax Assessor's Parcel Number (APN) for the parcel that constitutes the project site
is 040-0-220-165.

Project Description: The applicant requests that a modification of Conditional Use
Permit (CUP) 3543 be granted to authorize the continued operation and maintenance of
an existing oil and gas exploration and production operation (Agnew lease area) for an
additional 25-year period. The requested permit would authorize the following:

a. The drilling of three new wells on the existíng Agnew lease well pad. One new well
is proposed to be drilled within five years of the effective date of the CUP. The
othertwo wells are proposed to be drilled within 10 years of the effective date of
the CUP. Drilling operations for each well would occur on a 24-hour, 7-day per
week basis for up to severalweeks.

b. The re-drilling of one existing well located on the existing Agnew lease well pad.
Drilling operations for this well would occur on a 24-hour,7-day per week basis for
up to severalweeks.

c. A change in the authorized access to the existing oil and gas facility during drilling
and production operations. The current CUP authorizes access to the facility
during drilling and production operations from a private road connected to Highway
150 at a point southwest of the site. ïhis private roadway was destroyed by
flooding in 1995. Since thattime, Koenigstein Road has been used to service this
oil production facility as there is no other access. The requested permit would
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authorize the use of Koengistein Road by large trucks, including tanker trucks, as
part of the access from Highway 150 to the project site during drilling and
production operations. A private driveway connected to Koenigstein Road would
provide direct access to the drilling site.

Production operations will include trucking of produced oil and brine from the site to offsite
oil refining and wastewater disposal facilities. The current CUP authorizes up to 12 tanker
truck loads (24 one-way trips) of produced fluid to be exported from the site per week. lt
is proposed that this number be reduced to I tanker truck loads (16 one-way trips) per
week. All tanker truck operations would occur Monday through Saturday, between 7.30
am and 6:30 pm. For purposes of the requested permit, the term "tanker truck" refers to
any vehicle that is hauling produced fluids from the site.

Although the current permit does not limit the number of vehicle trips associated with
maintenance and operation of production facilities, it is proposed to limit such traffic to 14
maintenance visits to the project site per week (i.e. 28 one-way trips). A standard pickup
truck would be utilized to assist with the matntenance of the equipment associated with
the oil and gas operation.

The proposed project does not include any removal of vegetation or substantial new
grading. All proposed wells will be drilled on the existing Agnew lease pad.

The existing equipment on the project site is shown on Exhibit 3 and includes the
following:

. Three wells (Agnew 1, Agnew 2 and Agnew 3);

. One, 16-foot high water tank;
o Two, 7,000 gallon waste water tanks;
. Two, 13,000 gallon tanks (one was tank & one oil tank);
. One barrel tank (out of service), and;

" Three veftical tanks ranging from 1O-feet in height to 18-feet in height.

The applicant does not request authorization to conduct "well stimulation treatments" such
as hydraulic fracturing or acid well stimulation techniques, as defíned in Public Resources
Code section 3157, as part of the permit request. Thus, the use of any such well
stimulation treatment as part of the proposed project, if approved, would require a
subsequent discretionary modification of the CUP, additional environmental review under
CEQA, and a public hearing.

Environmental lssues to be Addressed in the SEIR: The SEIR will address the
potential environmental impacts associated with the proposed modifications to the
existing project, and whether the project will have any new or different impacts than
were addressed in the 1983 FEIR. Specific areas of analysis will include. aesthetics,
archeological resources, agricultural resources, air quality, biological resources, cultural
resources, fire protection, geology and soils, greenhouse gas emissions, hazards and
hazardous materials, hydrology and water quality, land use and planning, noise,
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population and hous¡ng, public services, recreat¡on, traffic and circulation, utilities and
serv¡ce systems and visual resources.

Public Input: The purpose of this notice is to call your attention to this project and to
request that you assist the Planning Division identify any issues that should be addressed
in the SEIR. Comments on the scope of analysis of the SEIR must be submitted in writing
no later than 30 days after receipt of this Notice of Preparation. Please send your
comments to:

Attn
Ventura County Resource Management Agency, Planning Division

Kristina Boero, Associate Planner, Commercial and lndustrial Permit Section
800 South Victoria Avenue, L#1740

Ventura, CA 93009

Alternatively, you may email your comments to Ms. Boero at kristina.boero@ventura.org
or fax them to (805) 654-2509.

Scoping Meeting: The Planning Division will be conducting a scoping meeting for the
SEIR on March 10,2015 at 2:00 pm. The scoping meeting will be located at the County
Government Center, Hall of Administration, Santa Cruz Conference Room, 800 S.
Victoria Ave. Ventura, CA 93009.
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The County oF Ventura,
Resource Manaqement
Agency, Planning Division
currently is processinq an
appl¡cat¡on for a

n exist¡ng
xploration
operation
Perm¡t as

described below. A Final
Environmenlal lmpact
Xepon (FtlR) was
certilied bv the Ventura
Countv ' Plãnn¡no
Comríiss¡on on NovemheÍ

o¡l ând gas explorat¡on
erat¡on
for an

per¡od.
perm¡t

would aulhorize the
followino:
a. The drill¡ng of three new
we¡¡s on the exist¡ng
Agnew lease well pad.
One new well ¡s proposed
to be dr¡lled w¡th¡n flve
years of the effeclive date
of the CUP. The other two
wells are proposed to be
drilled w¡thin 10 vears of
the effective dâté of the
CUP. Drilling operat¡ons
for each well would occur
on a 24-hour, 7-day pet
week bas¡s lor up to
several weeks.
b. The re-dr¡llinq of one
ex¡sting well located on
the existing Agnew lease
well pâd. Dr¡ll¡ng
operations for th¡s well
would occur on â 24-hour,
l-day per week bas¡s for
up to severâl weeks-
c. A change ¡n the
author¡zed access to the
existing oil and gas facility
dur¡ng drilling and
production operations. The
current CUP authorizes
access to the fac¡litv
during drill¡ng anó
product¡on operat¡ons from
a private road connected
to Highway '150 at â point
soulhwest of the s¡te. This
prjvate rcadway was
destroyed by flooding ¡n
1995. Since that tìme,
Koen¡gstein Road has
been used to seruice this
o¡l product¡on facility as
thare is no other access.
The requested permit
would authorize the use of

the dr¡lling s¡te.
Production ooeret¡ons will
include truckinq of
produced oil and br¡ne
from the site to offsite oil
refinjng and wastewater
disposal tacilities. The
current CUP authorizes uo
to 12 tanker truck load's
(24 one-way trips) of
produced lìu¡d to be

exported from lhe stle per
week. lt is proposed that
this number be reduced to
I tanker lruck loads (1ô
one-way trips) per weèk.
Afl tanker truck operations
would occur Mondav
through Saturdaí
between 7:30 am and 6:30

Althouqh the current
permit does not limjt the
number of vehicle tr¡ps
associated with
maintenance and
operation of produc(ion
facilit¡es, it ¡s proposed to
l¡mit such t¡âllic lo 14
mainlenance visìts to the
prcject site per week (i.e.
28 one-way lrips). A
standard pickup truck
would be ul¡lized to assist
with the maintenance of
the equipment associated
w¡th lhe oil and qas
operat¡on.

The proposed project does
not include any removal of
vegetation or substantial
new grad¡ng All proposed
wells w¡ll be dr¡iled on lhe
ex¡st¡ng Agnew leâse pad.

The ex¡sting equrpment on
the project site is shown
on Exhib¡t 3 and includes
the follow¡n9:

- Three wel¡s (Agnew 1 ,

Agnerv 2 and Agnew 3);
- One, f6Joot hiqh water
tank;
- Two, 7,000 gallon waste
water tanks:

ga¡lon tanks
k & one oil

tank (out of

rticai tanks
ranging from 1ojeet in
height to 18-feet in height,

The applicânt does not
request authorizalion to
conducl "well stimulation
treatments" such as
hydraul¡c fracturing or acid
well st¡mulation
techn¡ques, as delìned in
Public Resources code
section 3157, es pârt of
the perm¡t request. Thus,
the use of any such well

st¡mulat¡on lreatment aspart of the
ppject, ¡f appr
requtre a
discret¡onarv
of the CÚP.

fuls. Boero at
kr¡st¡na.boero@ventura,or
a or fax lhem i-o lB05) 654-
2509.

The
ill be
opÌng
Ron
2t0o

pm. The scop¡ng meeling
w¡ll be located at the
County Governmenl
Cenler, Hall of
Administrat¡on, Santa Cruz
Conference Room,800 S.
V¡ctoria Ave. Ventura, CA

environmental
under CEQA, and a
heâring

public

Envlronmental lssues to

17,1983. The Planninq
Division hes determineã

addressed in the SEIR.
lnformat¡on on lhe
proposed project and
instructions on how to
prov¡de commentary on
the scope of the SEIR are
set forth below.
Project Name/Number:
Mirada Petroleum Oil and
Gas Proiect Case No.
PL13-015¡l

Proiect Location: The
19.63 acre project
property is localed ¡n a
mounta¡nous reoion of
Santa Paula abóut two
m¡les west of the St.
Thomas Aquinas Colieqe,
2,000-leet north oÍ

2,800 feel north of
H¡ghway 150 ând 455 leet
northwest of Koenioste¡n
Road.

The Tax Assessor's Parcel
Number (APN) for the
parcel thal constitutes the
oroiec[ sìle is 040-O-22O-
165

Project Description: The
appl¡canl requests that a
modification of Conditionâl
Use Perm¡t (CUP) 3543 be
granted to author¡ze lhe
cont¡nued operâtion and
ma¡ntenance of an ex¡sting

SEIR: The SEIR will
address the potential
env¡ronmental ¡mpacts
associated with the
proposed mod¡lìcations to
the ex¡sting project, and
whether the project will
have any new or different
¡mpacts than were
addressed in the 1983
FEIR. Spec¡fic areas of
analvsis w¡ll includei
aeslhetics, archeological
resources, agr¡cultural
resources, air qual¡ty,
bio¡oqical resources,
cultural resources¡ fire
protection, geology and
soils, greenhouse gas
emissions, hazards and
hazardous materials,

waler
and

u¡ation
publ¡c
traffc

and circulat¡on, utilities
and seru¡ce systems and
v¡sual resources.

Public lnput: The
purpose of this notice is to
call vour attent¡on to this
proje'ct and to request that
vou ass¡st the Plannino
Ô¡vis¡on identify ani
¡ssues lhat should be
addressed ¡n the SEIR.
Comments on the scooe
of analysis of lhe SÉlR
must be submitted ¡n
writ¡ng no later lhan 30
days after receipt of this
Notice of Preparat¡on.
Please send your
commênts lô:

Ventura County Resource
Management Agency,

Planning Division
Attn:Kr¡stina Boero,
Associate Planner,

Commerc¡al and
lndustria¡ Permit Section

800 Soulh Victor¡a
Avenue, L#1 740

Ventura, CA 93009

Altematively, you may
ema¡l your comments to

o2^^o
2119t'15
cNs-27'18861#
VENTURA
STAR

COUNTY



Boero, Kristina

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Les Toth < lestoth@earthlínk.net>
Sunday, March 08, 2015 9:314M
Boero, Kristina
Mirada Petroleum PL l-3-0158
Case PL 13-0158 3.4.15.pdf Ce^n rn e;ùT l+

Dear Ms. Boero,
As you requested in your NOP attached is my líst of concerns regardingthe proposed project.

MynumberoneissuewiththeprojectistheapplicantsrequesttouseKoenigsteinRoad. lstronglyobjecttothe
applicant using Koenigstein Road. The applicant already has access rights to the project síte and the applicant should
required to repair the exísting access road and bridge.

I

My second biggest issue is noise during drilling. Compliance with county noise ordinance can easilv be I n- I
attained. Applicant should be required to comply. I I ' "
Please include me in any future correspondence regarding this or any other project that impacts Koenigstein Road.

Sincerely,

Les Toth
lestoth @ea rthlink.net

þi/[
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Mirada Petroleum Oil & Gas project

Case No. PL 13-0158

Attn: Kristina Boero

March 4,701,5

Dear Ms. Boero,

My name is Les Toth and my wife and I own land on Koenigstein Road where we
plan to build our retirement home. As you requested in your NOp lwill list below
the íssues that are of concern and should be aciciressed in the SEIR and properly
mitigated by the applicant.

(1)CEQA requires an EIR to describe a reasonable range of Alternatives to a

Project and to the location of the projectwhich could feasibly attain the
project objectives. CEQA also requires the evaluation of the
comparative merits of the AlternatÍves. The Alternatives consídered for
this project should include those associated with (a) drilling location, {b)
use of alternative access road, (c) use of eiectric drill rigs to reduce noise
and (d) insialling pipe{ine instead of trucl<ing. please prepare a detaÍied
comprehensive analysis that shows the feasibility and potential
significant impacts of each of the Alternatives.
(a) on underground oil reservoir is usuaily quite large and could be

accessed from many locations. Latest technologies allow directional
drilling to access a reseloir frorn great distances. please have the
applícant descrÍbe the iocation and depth of the reservoir and
location of parcels of land that the applícant has or could obtain land
rights for drilling. please anaryze each of the alternatíve project
locations identified.

(b)The NoP alludes to an existing access road thatthe appficant already
has a right to use to access the proposed project location. please

prepare a comprehensive analysis that shows that the use of
Koenigstein Road would have less significant ímpact than repairing
the existing access road.

f{,1
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(c) Noise is a nrajorconcern ancl electrícdriil rigs are available and could
be used for the drilling and redrilling of wells. scE will provide the
additional power, if required. please prepare a comprehensive
analysis that shows that the use of diesel engine driven generator to
po\ /er a drill rig would have less sígnificant impact than using an
electrîc drill rig.

(d) oíl pipeline exists on Highway 150. please prepare a comprehensive '
analysis that shor¡rs that the use of large diesel trucks for shipping oil
would have less significant impact than shipping by pipeiine,

(2) As stated above, noise ís a major concern. please prepare a

comprehensive noise impact study that records existing ambient noise
levels at three nearest sensitive receptors approved by the county. The
noise study duration should be minimum continuo us 24 hour period in a

typical weekday and a typicar weekend day. To mitigate noise, electric
drill rig should be used, the drilling equipment and drill rig mast should
be enclosed in sound proofing enclosure and a temporary 30 foot tall
sound blanket should be installed around the drill site. with these
mitigation measures the noise consultant should calculate anticipated
noise levels at the sensitive receptors. The report should contain
predicted noise contour maps. rhe raw ambient noise recordecl data
and noíse level calculatíons should be available fcr review by the publíc.
ln addition, during drilling and redriiling the applicant should be
requíred to install sound measuring equipment that can be used to
verify compliance with county noise ordinances. Trucks should also be
required to comply with noíse ordinance and no Jake brake use should
be allowed.

(3)Traffic is another major concern. At the Koenigstain Road brídge, east
and west visibility on to Hwy 150 is very rimited. Motorcycles and other
vehicles frequenily travel at or even greater than 55 mph. To avoid
collision, the driver of an approachíng vehicle would have to
acknowledge the truck trying lo enter Koenigstein Roacl and come to a

full stop all within 3.5 seconds. The applîcant should be required to
analyze this safety concern and provide mitigation measures.

f,\, v
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Ti'ansporting a drill rig to the drillsite r¡rould require more than 20 FHWA

Class I and Class 9 Iarge trucks including some Cozad's over three to
four day period. The applicant should provide drarnrîngs showing
turning radius verifying that these large trucks could timely and safelr/

enter and exit Koenigstein Bridge from Hwy 150. ln addition, during
drilling an additional 15 ro 20 FHWA class 7, 8 and 9 trucks would have
to deliver casings, pipe, mud and other items. The applicant should be

required tc list all trucks and vehícles contemplaied during drilling and

operations and provide mitigation rneasures to reduce safety, noise and

environmental concerns.

The size of tanker trucks used to truck the liquids from the facility should
be minimized. lnstead of using FHWA class 8 or 9 trucks, the applicant
should be limited to the use of class 7 trucks and not more than one per

weekda./ and none on weekends.

The luoP states that the applicant has up to ten years to drill up to three
vrrells, however there should be a limit of drilling no more than one well
per calendar year. The delivery of well workover rigs or finishing rigs

should also be limited to no more than one per year and workover ancl

well finishing operations shouf d be limited to daytime weekdays only,
Koenigstein Road serves many residents and children often play on the
road. Safety is a major concern and the applicant should thoroughll,
investigate the alternatir¡e of repairíng and the long term use of
applicants existing permitted ingress.

(4)spills and groundwater contamination is a major concern. The applicani
should be required to perform hydrology study and address and

mitigate the possibility of groundwater contamination due to spills or
ruptured tanks. Stormwater detention should be addressed and

stormwater runoff mitigated.
(5) One of the byproducts of oil recovery project is the productíon of

naturally occurringgas. Gas should not be allowed to be stored on the
project site and the applicant should be required to install permanent
process ground flare that compf ies with Ventura County APCD BACT

þ
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requirements. prior to any constructi
applicant should be required to obtain

ventura county staff shourd read the ErR ihat was recentry prepared for
the Hermosa Beach oif recovery project and require the appricant to
implement many of the same mitigation meâsures as the Hermosa
Beach applicant. Arthough that project has gas conditionÍng and rarger
volumes of production, many of the same or simirar mitigation rneasures
would also be prudent to impose on Mírada petroleum.

Trucking on Koenígstein Road shourcr not be ailowed.

Sincerely,

Les Toth

f estoth @ ea rth I ink. net



Boero, Kristina

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Rita G Ashton <ashton7482@gmaíl.com>
Sunday, March 08, 2015 8:56 PM

Boero, Kristina
Miranda Petroleum Oil & Gas Project, Case #PL 13-0158

Dear Ms. Boero, Ccrn'(naN r E

My name is Rita Ashton, my
husband John and I live on
Koenigstein Road. 'We are fairtry
new to the aree, and chose it for the
serenity and beauty of the area,. V/e
would like to address our concems
with this project.

1. Spills and groundwater
contamination is amajor concetrTt.

ß,L



2. The gas that will oocur as one of,
the byproducts of drillirg for oil. 9 n/'-

3. Traffic and safety of aII of us who
live on Koenigstein" .We 

do not wha
big rigs and all that cotlles with it
traveling up and down our quiet
residential ro ad.

u3

4 htroise

'We 
appreciate the County listening

to the serious concerns of aII of us on
Koenigstein R-oad.

Sincerely,
Rita 8{, John Ashton

2
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L21,79 Koenigstein Road

Santa Paula, CA 93060

March 9, 2015

(-enn M(,¡J I L

Kristina Boero, Associate Planner, Commercial and lndustríal Permit Section
Ventura County Resource Management Agency, Planning Divislon
800 South Victoria Avenue, L#I740
Ventura, CA 93009

Dear Ms. Boero,

As a property owner on Koenigstein Road, I am particularly concerned with the proposed Modification
to CUP3543 by Mirada Petroleum. There appears to be a history of irregular andf or questionable
procedures on the part of the applicant and the County regarding this CUP, its previous modifications,
and the subsequent practices of the oil company at this site. I would urge that the County take very
seriously its responsibilities and obligations to their non-oil industry residents and tax payers.

lam concerned with each and every potentialenvironmental impact of the proposed activitythatthe
Planning Department says the SEIR will examine, as well as the precedents that this Modification might
establish. My concerns have to do with the quality of life of all Upper Ojai residents, and those on
Koenigstein Road in partícular.

Forthe purposes ofthis fetter, I will focus on justthree. Theyare:

L Air Quality: Earthworks is the Washington based nonprofit organization dedicated to protecting
communities and the environment from the adverse impacts of mineral and energy
development while promoting sustainable solutions. ln January of this year, they released a 56-
page report, "Californians At Risk: An Analysis of Health Threats from Oil and Gas Pollution in
Two Communities," examined air quality around oil wells in Lost Hills in Kern County and Upper
Ojaiin Ventura County. Ihey based the assessment on infrared camera imaging and air samples
collected near production facilities, as well as data from health surveys. The findings were that
residents ín both communities are being exposed to contaminants, and that long-term exposure
could pose serious health risks.

It gives me pause that independent analysis already suggests that oil and gas activity is having a

deleterious effect on the health and safety of local residents. What will the cumulative ¡mpact
of further development be?

2. Noise: Previous efforts to gain a CUP for development of the Agnew Lease inspired an energetic
effort and finally a successful lawsuit to address the noise issues that drilling, production and
maintenance of wells present, Residents' sensitívity to noise should not be minimized.

/õ
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3. Iraffíc: There are serious, long-standing concerns about the intersection of Koenigsteìn Road
and Rte 150. ln the 1980's an alternative access to the Agnew Lease was mandated because of
complaints regarding said intersection. The County Transportation Department has now stated
in a December2014 memothat because of the low amount of traffic on Koenigstein Road there
is not a problem approving the request to allow its use. ln fact, since the 19BO's the County has
approved the subdivision of a 170-acre ranch into 7 additional residential parcels. Ihose
parcels, along with pre-existing lots have been or are slated to be developed increasing further
the amount of daily local residential traffic. And I can only say, from navigating the intersection
myselfonadailybasis,through-trafficonthe150isonlyincreasingandspeedingup. lfthiswas
a serious enough problem to mandate an alternative route ín the 80's, how can it be less of one
now?

Approvalof tankertruck access on Koenigstein to the Agnew lease also will open the wayfor
Koenigsteín to be used for additional oil development further into the foothills and present a

very real impacttothe serenitythe residents sought, bought, paytaxes on and enjoy. so
perhaps the bígger issue is that pipelines already exist to carry oil and brine from existing wells
lf funher development is undertaken, pipelines should be utilized in orderto minimize the
impact on the local residential and agricultural communities.

Finally, there is no doubt that balancing the needs of rural residential and industrial
constituencies is not an easy task. The County derives benefits from both and must endeavor to
respect and safeguard the interests ofthe residents as well as industrial taxpayers.

Sincerely,

Lorraine Brown

g,'3



12179 Koenigstein Road

Santa Paula, CA 93060

March 9, 2015

Cc^t^4(Nf D

Kristina Boero, Associate Planner, commercial and lndustrial permit section
Ventura County Resource Management Agency, planning Division
800 South Victoria Avenue, L#774O

Ventura, CA 93009

Dear Ms. Boero,

My wife, Lorrie Brown, and I own three of the parcels created by Trexon Development out of the old
770-acreranchonKoenigsteinRoad. WepurchasedthislandwiththeunderstandingthatcUp-3543
Modification 4, dated t]'/17/1983 prohibiting oil traffic on Koenigstein Road and confirmed in CUp-3543
Modification 5, dated o3/3UI987 insured that our investment would not be threatened by the
presence of industrialtraffic adjacent to our homes.

We are aware that Mirada Petroleum currently uses Koenigstein Road to service their wells on and truck
their oil from their Agnew lease in contravention of this condition.

My understanding is that their one-time, temporary exemption from this Condition, following the
washout of their access in 1993 over propefty owned by Ojai Oil Company was never renewed.

Having consistently contravened a key condition of their CUP for close to twenty years, no further
amendment to this document should be considered. The oil company may claim that, "No one has ever
complained" about their use of the road - but I have reported theír use of work-over equipment trucks
totheofficeofBrianBacaandreceivedassurancesthatthishadbeendulynoted. Nosuggestionwas
made that I file a formal complaint on the relevant form leading me to the conclusion that the County,
at least in this case, effectively discourages formal complaints.

Ihevalueofourpropertiesisatleastpartlyduetotheirrural seclusion. Wevaluethequiet,thewildlife,
andthescentofthechaparral whichsurroundsus. Wealsoaccepttherealitythatoil developmenthas
long been a part of Upper Ojai's history. I believe we can comfortably co-ex¡st with oil activity provided
the companies usethe available networkof oil pipelines, observe residential noise restrictions, and
under no circumstances use Koenigstein Road as a conduit for trucking oil from the Agnew and other
leases further into the foothills above Koenigstein.

I appreciate your consideration ofthese issues.

\# /

S ince re ly,



John Davis
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Dear Ms Boreo John Brooks CFROG Citizens For Responsible Oit & Gas

Tha*k you for the opportLrrúty to help shape úre supplemental ER for PLI 3-0158

Tire lustoiy of this proposetl ch'illing goes back quite afew years and shouid conform

to the many previous decisions made concerning aesthetics, alcheologicah esources,

agriculturai resources, air quaiiry bíological resou¡ces, cultural resources, fire

protection, geology and soils, greenhouse gas euríssions, hazards arrd hazardous

matedals, hydrology and water quality; land use and planaing, noise and traff,ic

There should be no attempt to gloss ov-er or change the restrictions to resun:re the use

of Koenigsteín Road by large vehicies

Previous pla:rning cornmissions anr1 Boarcls of Supervisors have ruled repeateclly that

therc are sigmfi cant ffafftc irnpacts implicit in that intersection with Highway 150

Visibility and the tLrrning radii have not chtanged over the years and the volume and

speed of traffrc on the highway has increased. In conr¡ersation with Commercíal and

#
Industriai Section Manager Brian Baeahe once said aboilt that blind intersection ,"It,;

t "'l-

-Lì.¡1-l:r
it't
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looks good tt trre." tr hope a scieniific siudy wau\dbe uildertakew,butwhy are you
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attempting to rewrite history?

The inability of tankers to make hrrns w-itirout blocking lanes is an established fact and

the inability of oncoming traffic to stop in time is obvious

The applicant could rebuiid the prívate access road and avoid creating additional

hazards. Please see the 1983 CIJP and the 1987 modifîcations

Also the oil same company eariier promised'to abandon other weils that were

being serviced in violation of another CUP on Koenigstein Road. Pur-suant to (CUP)

NO. LUl1-0041 the Ventura County planning commission required Mirada to idle

and abandon all welis on the Nesbitt Lease iF the upper Ojai Vailey and stop using

Koenigstein Road that large tnrcks hacl been dangerously tra'versingfor 17 ,rrears in

violation of its earlier pennit.

There must be a comprehensive noise analysís to deterrnine if new drilling is

T,'L

Ëg

compatible with this quiet rwal area

Electric dritriing rnust be considered as an option , soundproofing , the noise fi'om

trucks and tankers , all mr¡st be considered.
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In so far as green house gas emissions are concerned , the next analysis should avoid

the estirnate from the Miranda hrfitigated Negative Declaration on (CIIP) Nû. LU11-

0041 wlrich an'ived at around I tan/year reactive organic gas (ROG) emission.,

There rnust be docunoentation , with assunaptions clearly identified, and data,

and a scientifically supportable analysis provided, rather than ttre

unsubstantiated and unrealistic estirnate from that MND

Any supplemental EIR must avoid outdated CO2 GWP (global warming potential)

value of 2l used in the MND to equate the arnual estimated methane emissions to

CO2 equivaients. Rounding , w'e get 2l x 9 tons/year : approx. 20A l'nns CC2

equivalent. The factor of 2l used by Ventura County comes from an older IPPC

assessment; while tire current estirnate for the impact of methane over a 100 year perioci

is 25.

According to the IPCC, because of methane's reiative short life, the 20 year impact

factot for methane is over 7 5 tirnes that of CO2 and should be used in future analyses

t 4
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This proposed project must conform to rnore modem estiniates of Gt{G impacts. To

consider the futrl project impact we need to see the GHG emissions from a.) the

conshuction activity to drill the wells, b.) vehicle activity to service and supply the

project, c.) ernissions frorn compressors, generators and flales at the location, d.)

GHG emissions from refining, processing ærd delivering the prodtrced oil, e.)

emíssions from combustion of the produced fuels, f.) emissions frorn

decomrnissioning of the project, and g.) potential leaks and GHG venting folior,ving

decommissioning. There should be a fuli life cycle analysis of the incrernental GHG

ú.5

irnpacts . Although this application states hydraulic fracturing is not immediately

intended, reçent disclosures of higli leveis of carcinogenic chemicals such as benzene in

flowback fluids indioate the need for analysis and conditions by the lead agency prior t<

approval of any CIIP. You should condition the permits to require capture, removal

and/or h'eatment of those fluids before befurg ailowed anywhere near, passing tluough, o

beiov¡ our aquifers. Proper Í|acking cafl use portable tarks tirat capture 'rhe waste water

î,U

andtreal.it prior to injection into aquifers.



Boero, Kristina

Frorn:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Boero, Kristina

Monday, March 09, 2015 11:43 AM
Carol Holly
RE: Scoping meeting for PLI-3-0158 (c;ntneNJl f

Ms. Holly,

As noted in the Notice of Preparation that was sent to you, the purpose of the scoping meeting is to assist the Planning

DivisiontoidentifyanyissuesthatshouldbeaddressedinthesElR. Commentsonthescopeof analysisofthesElRmust
be submitted in writing no later than 30 days after receípt of this Notice of Preparation, which is March !9,2015.

Comments received at the scoping meeting will be included into the scope of the SEIR. An expansion of the scope of the
5ElR will also be considered as a result of the scoping meeting.

Kristina Roodsarí Boero, M.P.P-4. I Associate Planner Commercial & lndustrial Permíts Section

kristina.boero @ventura.org

Ventura County Resource Management Agency I Planning Division P.805.654.24671t.805.654.2509
800 5. VictorÌa Ave., L#1740 | Ventura, CA 93009-1740 For onlíne permits and property information, visit VC Citizen

Access

-----Orígína I Message-----
From : Ca ro I Hol ly [mailto:ca rol. ho lly2 @gma il.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 05,20L5 2:41PM
To; Boero, Kristina
Subject: Scoping meeting for PL13-01-58

Hi Ms. Boero,

I have a couple of questíons about the scoping hearing. What is its purpose? Will you incorporate public comments
receivedatthehearingintothescopeoftheElR? Will youexpandthescopeifpublicsuggestionsrequestthatatthe
hearing?

lf not, must all comments that are to be considered be submitted in writÍng prior to or on March L2th?

Tha n ks,

Carol Holly

I



DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE IHARLTIN H. BINHAM, DíTectoT
South Coast Region
3883 Ruffin Road
San Diego, CA92123
(858) 467-4201
www.wildlife.ca.gov

/ì
March 16,2015 cc '¡yr Yn c i\J I b
Ms. Kristina Boero
Ventura County Resource Management Agency, Planning Division
800 South Víctoria Avenue, L#1740
Ventura, CA 93009
Kristina. Boero@ventura.org

Subject: Gomments on the Notice of Preparation for the Modificatíon of Conditional Use
Permit No. 3543, Draft Environmental lmpact Report, SR 150 and Koenigstein
Road, Ventura County, SCH 2015021045

Dear Ms. Boero

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (Department) has reviewed the above-
referenced Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Modification of Conditional Use Permit (CUP)
No. 3543, Draft Environmental lmpact Report (DEIR). The 19.83 acre project property is
located approximately two miles west of St. Thomas Aquinas College, 2,000 feet north of
Highway 150, and adjacent to Koenignstein Road. The applicant requests that a modification of
CUP No, 3543 be granted to authorize the continued operation and maintenance of an existing
oil and gas exploration and production operation for an additional 25-year period. The
requested permit would authorize the drilling of three new wells on the existing Agnew lease
well pad. One new well is proposed to be drilled within five years and the other two wells are
proposed to be drilled within 10 years. Drilling operations for each well would occur on a 24-
hour, 7-day per week basis for up to several weeks. The permit would also allow the re-drilling
of one existing well located on the Agnew lease. The CUP conditions propose to limit vehicle
trips to 14 maintenance visits per week. The proposed project doesn't include the removal of
any vegetation or substantial new grading. All proposed wells will be drilled on the existing
Agnew lease pad,

The following comments and recommendations have been prepared pursuant to the
Department's authority as a Responsible Agency under CEQA Guidelines section 15381 over
those aspects of the proposed project that come under the purview of the California
Endangered Species Act (Fish and Game Code $ 2050 eúseq.) and Fish and Game Code
section 1600 ef seq., and pursuant to our authority as Trustee Agency with jurisdiction over
natural resources affected by the project (California Environmental Qualíty Act, [CEQA]
Guidelines S 15386) to assist the Lead Agency in avoiding or minimizing potential project
impacts on biological resources.

Conserving Cøfifornia's TAitrfífe Since 1170



Ms. Kristina Boero
Ventura County Resource Management Agency, Planning Division
March 16,2015
Page 2 of 4

Specific Comments

1) Noise impacts: The Department has concerns about the noise levels during drilling and
operational activities that could impact local wildlife including nesting birds using native
habítat adjacent to the drill site. The Department recommends the lead agency include a
mitigation measure that requires noise levels be maintained at or below a level (usually 60
dB or below) during drilling and general operations that will not negatively impact local
wildlife including nesting birds. The Department recommends the use of sound walls or
other means to reduce sound levels that reach the surrounding native habitat where wildlife
may occur.

2) Lioht impacts: The Department is concerned about light impacts to wildlife during drilling
and operational activities. The Department recommends the lead agency include a
mítigation measure to reduce light impacts to wildlife on adjacent native habitat and at the
drilling site. Reducing the amount of light used as the site, working during daylight hours,
and re-directing the light down and away from native habitat will help to reduce impacts.

3) Micro-trash impacts: The Depa dment is concerned that the project may cause an increase
in micro-trash in the area. Micro{rash that is consumed by wildlife can cause morlality. The
California condor (Gymnogyps californianus), a State and Federally listed endangered bird,
occurs in the project area and is known to be attracted to micro-trash. The Department
recommends that the lead agency include a mitigation measure that will ensure all micro-
trash be picked up daily. The Department recommends that the lead agency follow
measures outlined in a letter dated July 18,2013, from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to
the Ventura County Planning Division regarding measures to protect the California condor at
oil and gas exploration, development, and production facilities in Ventura County. This letter
and attachment includes measures to reduce impacts caused by micro-trash.

General Gomments

1) Proiect Description and Alternatives. To enable the Department to adequately review and
comment on the proposed project from the standpoint of the protection of plants, fish, and
wildfife, we recommend the following information be included in the DEIR:

a) A complete discussion of the purpose and need for, and description of, the proposed
project, including all staging areas and access routes to the construction and staging
areas; and,

G,L
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b) A range of feasible alternatives to project component location and design features to
ensure that alternatives to the proposed project are fully considered and evaluated. The
alternatives should avoid or othenvise minimize direct and indirect impacts to sensitive
biological resources and wildlife movement areas.2) 

;"'iiåîï:i:åìîälå'ilåll r-
uld be addressed in the I "
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Ms. Kristina Boero
Ventura County Resource Management Agency, Planning Division
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a) A discussion of potential adverse impacts from lighting, noise, human activity, exotic
species, and drainage. The latter subject should address project-related changes on
drainage patterns and downstream of the project site; the volume, velocity, and
frequency of existing and post-prolect surface flows; polluted runoff; soil erosion andior
sedimentation in streams and water bodies; and post-project fate of runoff from the
project site. The discussion should also address the proximity of the extraction activities
to the water table, whether dewatering would be necessary and the potential resulting
impacts on the habitat, if any, supported by the groundwater. Mitigation measures
proposed to alleviate such impacts should be included;

b) A discussion regarding indirect project impacts on biological resources, including
resources in nearby public lands, open space, adjacent natural habitats, riparian
ecosystems, and any designated and/or proposed or existing reserve lands (e.g.,
preserve lands associated with a NCCP). lmpacts on, and maintenance of, wildlife
corridor/movement areas, including access to undisturbed habitats in adjacent areas,
should be fully evaluated in the DEIR,

G

G.q

(r ]CI

b, ll

b

c) a cumulative effects analysis, as described underCEQA Guidelines section 15130,
General and specific plans, as well as past, present, and anticipated future projects,
should be analyzed relative to their impacts on similar plant communities and wildlífe
habitats.

3) Compensatorv Mitiqation. The DEIR should include mitigation measures for adverse
project-related impacts to sensitive plants, animals, and habitats. Mitigation measures
should emphasize avoidance and reduction of project impacts. For unavoidable impacts,
on-site habitat restoration or enhancement should be discussed in detail. lf on-site
mitigation is not feasible orwould not be biologically viable and therefore not adequately
mitigate the loss of biological functions and values, off-site mitigation through habitat
creation andlor acquisition and preservation in perpetuity should be addressed.

4) Nestinq Birds. The DepaÉment recommends that measures be taken to avoid project
impacts to nesting birds. Migratory nongame native bird species are protected by
international treaty under the Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1918 (Ti¡e S0, g
10.13, Code of Federal Regulations). Sections 3503, 3503.5, and 3513 of the California
Fish and Game Code prohibit take of all birds and their active nests including raptors and
other migratory nongame birds (as listed under the Federal MBTA). Proposed project
activities (including, but not limited to, staging and disturbances to native and nonnative
vegetation, structures, and substrates) should occur outside of the avian breeding season
which generally runs from February 1"t through september 1"t (as early as January 1", for
some raptors)to avoid take of birds ortheir eggs. lf avoidance of the avian breeding season
is not feasible, the Department recommends suryeys by a qualified biologist with experience
in conducting breeding bird surveys to detect protected native birds occurring in suitable
nesting habitat that is to be disturbed and (as access to adjacent areas allows) any other
such habitat within 300 feet of the disturbance area (within 500 feet for raptors). Project
personnel, including ail contractors working on site, should be instructed on the sensitivity of
the area. Reductions in the nest buffer distance may be appropriate depending on the avian
species involved, ambient fevels of human activity, screening vegetation, or possibly other
factors.
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We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the referencéd NOP. Questions regarding this
letter and further coordination on these issues should be directed to Dan Blanken;hip ;i
(661 ) 259-3750 or Daniet.Blankenship@witdtift .ca.gov.

Sincerely,

4=rg e*"-4
Betty J. Courtney
Environmental Program Manager I

South Coast Region

ec: Christine Found-Jackson, CDFW, Glendale
Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse, Sacramento



Subsequent Environmental lmpact Report
Mirada Petroleum Oil and Gas Project

Gase No. PL13-0158

Appendix G: Response to Public Comments Regarding Notice of Preparation

A public Scoping Meeting was held on March 10,2015. The purpose of the meeting was to allow members of the public to
assist the Planning Division in identifying any issues that should be addressed in the Subsequent Envíronmental lmpact
Report (SEIR). Table No. 1 below includes the verbal comments which were addressed at the March 10,2O1S meeting and
the County's response to the comments. Table No. 2 includes the written comments received regarding the Notice of
Preparation.

Table No. l- Verbal Comments from March I 2015 Meeti

N/A

This issue is addressed in Section
4.2 and Appendix C through F of
the SEIR.

This issue is addressed in Section
4.5 of the SEIR.

Drilling time for each new well would be approximately 10
days per well. The drilling time for the re-drilled well would
be less than '10 davs.
Concerned with the use of Koenigstein Road by Mirada
Petroleum Company tanker trucks.

Concemed wíth impacts of drilling on groundwater

Scott Price
(applicant)

John Ashton

1

2
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This issue is addressed in Section
4.2 and Appendix C through F of
the SEIR.

This issue is addressed in Section
4.2 and Appendix C though F of
the SEIR.

This issue is addressed in Section
4.6 and Appendix I of the SEIR.

This issue is addressed in Section
4.4 of the SEIR.

The issue of cumulative impacts is
addressed is Section 3.2, 4.2,
4.2.3 and Appendix D of the SEIR.

This issue is addressed in Section
4.1 and 4.3.2 of the SEIR. The
situation of the old Fire Station No.
20 is not under review as a part of
this SEIR.

Concerned with the
Petroleum Company

use of Koenigstein Road by Mirada
tanker trucks.

A scientific evaluation of traffic impacts must be conducted
to determine safety of Koenigstien Road

A noise analysis of the effects of drilling activities and truck
operations on the neighborhood must be conducted.

The Greenhouse Gas analysis
Department is not accurate.

used by the County Planning

Mirada Petrole um Company (CUP No. LU'1 1-0041) could not
use Koenigstein Road for produced fluid transport. There
needs to be a cumulative review for all oil leases in the area.

There are reported methane leaks at County Fire Station No.
20. Flaring should not be permitted as paft of the Mirada
CUP.

John BrooksJ
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This issue is addressed in Section
4.2 and Appendix C though F of
the SEIR.

This issue is addressed in the
Executive Summary, Section 1.2,
2.5,4.2.2 and 6.4 of the SEtR.

This issue is addressed in Section
'1 .1, Table 2 of the SEIR.

The issue of cumulative impacts is
addressed is Section 3.2,4.1 and
4.2.3 of the SEIR.

Thís issue is addressed in Section
1.3, 4.2 and Appendix C through
F of the SEIR.

This issue is addressed in Section
3.2 and 4.2 o'f the SEIR.

This issue is addressed in Section
4.5 of the SEIR.

This issue is addressed in Section
2.5,3.0 and 4.2 of the SEIR.

This issue is addressed in Section
4.2 and Appendix C through F of
the SEIR. This issue is also

Concerned with the
Petroleum Company
as part of the original

use of Koenigstein Road by Mirada
tanker trucks. Flagmen were required
CUP, but this requirement did not work.

The bridge that was washed out should be replaced and
utilized for the Mirada oil tanker trucks instead of Koenigstein
Road.

The task force mentioned in the 1983 EIR with regard to
biological preservation of flora and fauna in the area should
be enforced-

Concerned with the cumulative impacts of drilling

There have been changes at the site and in the surrounding
neighborhood since 1983, such as the addition of a bicycle
route along Híghway 150. This highway is also a popular
motorcycle route.

County Fire and Traffic studies regarding access for
construction of Fire Station No. 20 in the Ojai Valley should
be referenced in req ard to the Mirada proiect.
Concerned with impacts of drilling on groundwater

Concerned about the frequency and timing of oil extraction
and production onsite.

Concerned with the frequency and volume of trucks on
Koenigstein Road as a result of this project.

Carol Holly

John Davis

liaraza
Taylor

Danny
Everett

4

5

o

7
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addressed in Section 2.5 and 3.0
of the SEIR.

This issue is addressed in Section
4.2 and Appendix C through F of
the SEIR.

This issue is addressed in Section
4.2 and Appendix C through F of
the SEIR.

This issue is addressed in Section
4.1 of the SEIR.

Concerned with the use of Koenigstein Road by Mirada
Petroleum Company tanker trucks

Oil traffic on Koenigstein Road should be limited to la ton
truck per previous CUP. The traffic on Highway 150 is too
fast for an oil tanker truck to travel on the road at a safe
speed.

Diesel pollution from the Mirada Oil tanker trucks needs to
be addressed

Kit StoltzB

Table No. 2- Written Comments Received rdi Notice of P

This issue is addressed in Section
4.2 and Appendix C through F of the
SEIR.

issue is addressed in Section
4.6 and Appendix lof the SEIR.
This

1): Concerned with the use of Koenigstein Road by Mirada
Petroleum Company tanker trucks.

2): Concerned with the impacts of noise as a result of the
proposed project.

Les TothA
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An Alternatives analysis is included
in Section 6.0 of the SEIR. The
drilling locations are addressed in
Section 1 .2, 2.0, 2.2, 2.5,4.3.1 and
4.3.2. Allernative access road use is
addressed in Section 1.2, 4.2.i,
4.2.2, and 6.4. Noise impacts are
addressed in Section 4.6 and
Appendix I of the SEIR. lnstallation
of a pipeline instead of trucking is
addressed in Section 6.6.1.

This issue is addressed in Section
6.4 of the SEIR.

The issue in addressed in Section
4.2and Appendix C through F of the
SEIR.

This issue is addressed in Section
4.6 and Appendix I of the SEIR.

This issue is addressed in Section
6.6.1 of the SEIR.
This issue is addressed in Section
4.6 and Appendix I of the SEIR.

3): Alternatives analysis is required by CEQA for an EIR and
should include the following discussion areas: i. Drilling
locations, ii. Use of alternative access road, iii. Use of electrið
drill rigs to reduce noise, iv. lnstallation of pipeline instead of
trucking.

4): The feasibility for M irada Petroleum Company to utilize
an underground oil reservoir should be included in the SEIR.

5): An analysis of the impact of the use of Mirada Petroleum
Company tanker trucks on Koenigstein Road should be
included in the SEIR.

6). Concerned with the impacts of noise as a result of the
proposed project.

7). Concerned with the use of large diesel trucks for shipping
oil instead of shippinq the oil by pipeline
B) Concerned with the impacts of noise as a result of the
proposed project with regard to the impacts on surrounding
sensitive receptors.
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This issue is addressed in Section
4.2 and Appendix C through F of the
SEIR.
Th is issue is addressed in Section
1.0 of the SEIR. The repair of the
former access road is addressed in
Section 6.4 of the SEIR.

This issue is addressed in Section
4.5 and Appendix H of the SE|R.

This issue is addressed in Section
4.1 and 4.3.2 of the SEIR.

This issue is addressed in Section
4.5 and Appendix H of the SEIR.

This issue is addressed in Section
4.1 and 4.4 of the SEIR.

This issue is addressed in Section
4.2 and Appendix C through F of the
SEIR.
Th is issue is discussed in Section
4.6 and Appendix I of the SEIR

This issue is addressed in Section
4.1 of the SEIR.

This issue is discussed in Section
4.6 and Appendix I of the SEIR.

e): Concerned with the use of Koenigstein Road by Mirada
Petroleum Company tanker trucks.

10): There should be a limit to drilling, such that no more
than one well should be drilled per calendar year. Also the
delivery of finishing rigs should be limited to one per calendar
year. Wellfinishing operations should be limited to weekdays
during the day.
1 1): A hydrology study shoul d be prepared that addresses
groundwater contamination and spills

1 2 ) Gas should not be sto red onsite The proposed g round
flare m ust com ply with al Ventura Cou nty Air Pol ution
Control District permit requirements
1): Concerned about spills and groundwater contamination
as a result of the proposed project.

2): Concerned with the gas that will occur as one of the
byproducts of drilling for oil

3): Concerned with the frequency volume of trucks on
Koenigstein Road as a result of this project.

4): Concerned with the noise that will result from the project.

1) Concerned with air quality impacts as a result of the
proposed project.

2): Conce rned with the noise that will result from the project.

Rita Ashton

Lorrie
Brown

B

C
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This issue is addressed in Section
4.2 and Appendix C through F of the
SEIR.

Th is issue is addressed in Section
4.2 and Appendix C through F of the
SEIR.

The SEIR evaluates the potentially
significant impacts found in the
1983 FEIR that could be affected by
the proposed changes in the
proposed project. The baseline
setting for the analysis of
environmental impacts presented in
this SEIR for all issue areas are the
environmental conditions present at
the time the NOP was released for
public review, February 19, 2015.
Thus, the SEIR evaluates the
change from the existing operations
that would result from
implementation of the proposed
project. The SEIR also addresses
whether the existíng operations
could have a significant effect based
on changed circumstances or new
information arising after certification
of the 1983 FEIR.

This issue is addressed in Section
4.2and Appendix C through F of the
SEIR.

3): Concerned with the traffic impacts on Koenigstein Road
as a result of the proposed project.

1). Concerned wjth the traffic impacts on Koenigstein Road
as a result of the proposed project.

1): The SE lR should include issue areas that were part of
previous made as a part of the CUP in 1983. These areas
include aesthetics, geological resources, agricultural
resources, air quality, biological resources, cultural, fire
protection, geology, soils, greenhouse gas emissions,
hazards and hazardous materials, hydrology and water
quality, land use and planning, noise and traffic.

2): Concerned with the traffic impacts on Koenigstein Road
as a result of the proposed project.

John Davis

John Brooks

D

E
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Mirada Petroleum Company is not
in violation of the terms of CUp No.
LU 1 1-0041 . This issue of
abandoned wells does not relate to
the scope of analysis in the SEIR.

This issue is discussed in Section
4.6 and Appendix I of the SEIR.

This issue is discussed in Section
4.4 of the SEIR.

Hydraulic fracturing, acid well
stimulation and other "well
stimulation treatments", as defined
in Public Resources Code section
3157, is specifically excluded from
the proposed project. Therefore, the
SEIR does not include an analysis
of this issue.
This comment does not address the
scope of analysis in the SEIR. Thus,
no response is required.
This issue is addressed in Section
4.6 and dix I of the SEIR
This issue is addressed in Section
2 3.1 and 4.3 of the SEIR
This issue is addressed in Section
4.3.2of the SEIR.
This issue is addressed in the
Executive Summary, Section 1.2,
2.0,4.2 , and 4.7

3): Concerned that Mirada Petroleum Company has not
abandoned wells accessed from the upper part of
Koenigstein Road.

4): Concerned with the noise that will result from the project.

5): Concerned with Greenhouse Gas Emissions as a result
of the proposed project.

6): Hydraulic fracturing impacts should be addressed in the
EIR

The commenter asked questions regardíng the procedures
for the review of the SEIR.

1) CDFW is concerned with noise impacts during drilling and
impacts of the noise on wildlife.
2). CDFW is concerned with light impacts to wildlife that
would occur from drillinq activities.
3) Concerned that the project would create an increase in
micro-trash in the area which would affect wildlife
4). CDFW requests an analysis of the purpose and need for
the proposed project, including information on staging areas
and access routes.

Carol Holly

Californi
a Fish
and
Wildlife
(cDFW)

F

G
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This issue is addressed in Section
6.0 of the SEIR.

This issue is addressed in Section
4.3 of the SEIR.

Lighting impacts are addressed in
Section 2.5,3.1and 4.3 of the SEIR.
Noise impacts are addressed in
Section 4.6 of the SEIR. Human
activity and Exotic Species impacts
are addressed in Section 4.3.
Drainage impacts addressed in
Section 4.3.2 o'f the SEIR.
This issue is addressed in Section
4.3 of the SEIR.

The issue of cumulative impacts is
addressed is Section 3.2, Section
4.2, 4.2.3 and Appendix D of the
SEIR.
Th is issue is addressed in Section
4.3 of the SEIR.

This issue is addressed in Sectíon
4.3.2 of the SEIR.

5). CDFW requests that a range of feasible alternatives to
project location and design features to ensure alternatives to
the are full considered and evaluated
6). CDFW requests that direct, indirect and cumulative
impacts to biological resources should be discussed in the
SEIR.

exotic species and drainage impacts be discussed in the
SEIR.

7). CDFW requests that lighting, noise, human activity,

8). CD FW requests an analysis of on biological resources,
including resources ín nearby public lands, open space,
adjacent natural habitats, riparian ecosystems and reserve
lands.
e). CDFW requests that a cumulative impact analysis be
included in the SEIR.

10). cDFW requests that mitigation measures for adverse
project related impacts to sensitive plants, animals and
habitats be included in the SEIR.
11). The SEIR should include an analysis of measures that
would avoid project impacts to nesting birds.
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DCOR Oil and Gas Project, PL13'0046

TopicaN Response to Comrnent on ttre MND

Seismic Hazards and Produced Fluid Spílls:

Discussion:

The San Cayetano Fault intersects the ground surface approximately '1.5 miles south of
the drilling site for the proposed exploratory oil wells. This fault is classified as Active
due to evidence of movement during the Holocene period (i.e. less than 1 1,000 years

before present). This major fault trends east-west along the base of the Topatopa
Mountains at the northern edge of the Santa Clara River valley. This north-dipping
thrust fault forms the northern boundary of the thíck accumulation of Pleistocene and

Hofocene sediments that underlie the valley.

Small magnítude earthquakes occur on or near the San Cayetano Fault. Accordíng to
Olson (2012),the following earthquakes have been recorded in the vicinity of the project

site and community of Piru,

Magnitude
(Richter
scale)

Date

2-14-1936 3.0
3-23-1938 3.5

t41 3.62-20-1
6-1 -1 4.1

o 2,44-20-1
2.51-20-1960
2.75-21-1960

11-29-' 987 2.1
39 2.12-2 1

2.91-19-1 94
2.09-l 3-

8-1 -1 995 2.8
2.O
2.21

Although Active, there is no definitive evidence of substantial movement (a large
earthquake) orsurface rupture along the San Cayetano Faultwithin the recent historic
past (i.e. within the past 200 years). As reported in Olson (2012) and Dolan (2009),

studies of displaced sedimentary rock units exposed in trenches excavated along the

fault about 1 mile west of the community of Piru suggest that two major earthquakes

occurred along this fault sometime after the year 1660 A,D. (i.e. in the last 450 years).
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The hazard represented by the San Cayetano Fault is addressed in State Law (the
Alquist-Priolo Act) and in the California Building Code, Proposed structures intended for
human occupancy must be set back a minimum of 50 feet from the trace of the fault to
avoid possible suface rupture. All above-ground structures must also be constructed in
accordance with the Seismic Zone lV Building Code standards to resist ground shaking
duríng an earthquake. Compliance with these standard State requirements is
considered adequate to address seismic hazards-

With regard to the proposed project, any above ground structures will be required to
meet Building Code standards. The proposed oil wells will be required to meet State
construction standards enforced by the Division of Oil and Gas and Geothermal
Resources (DOGGR). No evidence has been presented or is available to indicate that
these standards are inadequate to protect the environment (includíng groundwater
aquifers) from contamination by fluids produced from oílwells. There is no historic
evidence that fault movement or eaÍhquake shaking is a substantial risk of well leakage
to the surface or to groundwater aquifers. Fault movement in past historic earthquakes
(such asthe 1933 Long Beach Earthquake) has resulted in wellcasings being sheared
off below ground. This rare occurrence effectively seafs and abandons the subject wells,
Thus, DOOGR has no regulatory prohibition on drilling through the plane of an active
fault to reach oil-bearing zones below. Many (if not most) of the oil fíelds in the Ventura
and Los Angeles basins have been created by fault movement.

As índicated above, the San Cayetano Fault ís estímated to have generated two major
earthquakes in the last 450 years (with none in the last 200 years). lt is highly
speculative that a major eafthquake would occur on thís fault in the vicinity of the
proposed project within the next 5 to 30 years. There is no substantial evidence that
such an earthquake event will occur within the timeframe of the proposed project.
Should a major quake occur there is no substantial evidence that a signiflcant
environmental impact wíll result from the presence of the proposed oil facilities.

The District 2 (Ventura Basin) office of DOGGR maintaíns a publically-available list of all
produced fluid spills that have occurred in the Distríct since 1994. This list documents
BB9 spill incidents that range from the loss of a tablespoon of crude oil to major pipelÍne
breaks that involve the spillage of several thousand barrels of crude oil. Leaks of
produced water and otherfluids are also included in the list. As indicated in the chart
below, most of the spills involve a minor amount of petroleum.

Quantity of oil
spilled

(Barrels)

Number of
incidents

olo of tolal

443 49.80-2
2-10 219 24.6

22.810-99 202
100 or qreater 25 2.8

100Total= 889
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As indÍcated above, approx¡mately 75 percent of the oil spills reported for the 2O-year
period of record spills ¡nvolved 1O banels of oil or less. Most of these incidents involve
field maintenance issues such as flowline ortank corrosion, Only 25 oil spills in the 20-
year period involved more than 100 barrels of crude oil (i.e. more than the equivalent of
one oil tanker truck). The largest spills in the 1994-2013 record involve damage during
the January 1 994 Northridge Earthquake. During the earthquake, six breaks of 1O-inch
crude oiltransmission pipelinesoccurred. This includes a pipeline break in the Valencia
area of Los Angeles County that spilled an estimated 3,500 barrels of crude oil into the
Santa Clara River.

The record assembled by DOGGR reflects a low level of oil spillage given the following
factors:

. There are more than 30 oilfields Ín Ventura County

. Over 12,000 oilwelfs have been drilled in the Ventura Basin
o Over 2,000 wells are currently active
n There are 318 miles of oil transmission pipelines ín Ventura County alone.
. There are several hundred miles of production flowlines within the oil fields
o There are hundreds of tanks and processing facilitíes in the oilfields

The operator of the facilÍty where a spill has occurred is responsible forthe clean-up of
the spilled fluid under the direction of State agencies including DOGGR, the Regional
Water Quality Control Board, and California Department of Fish and Wildlífe. This
oversight has assured adequate clean-up of aflected lands.

The spillage events associated with the 1994 Norlhridge earthquake do not reflect
widespread damage of oil field facilities in Ventura County. The only incident in the
DOGGR list cited as "possibly due" to the earthquake that occurred in Ventura County
involved a rupture of a tank in the Rincon Tank Farm. A lotal of 30 barrels of crude oil
was spilled in that event.

The addition of the two oilwells and associated facilities included in the proposed
project to the existing 2,OOO active wells and associated production facilities would not
substantially change the existing risl< of oil spills in the Ventura Basin. The DCOR
project would not involve any change in the risk of a transmission pipeline leak since no
such pipeline is included in the proposal.

The issue of a major salt water leak from the Vintage, Ojai #36 well has been raised in
public commentary. This well is located in the Ojai Field and was originally drilled in
1911-1914 to a depth of at least 2,408'feel. lt was deepened in 1917-1918 to a total
depth of 3,407 feet, ln a reportfiled on June 13, 1917 with the California State Mining
Bureau, the operator reported:
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"strata of sa/f water encountered conta¡ning heavy gas pressure which made
flow of water about every 25 minutes."

ln February 2006, the Ojai #36 well began flowing salt water from the annulus of the
casing. According to the DOGGR record, the flow of salt water was contained and the
water hauled from the site. The operator plugged and abandoned the well under
DOGGR supervision. DOGGR approved the plugging of the well on May 30, 2006.
There is no known residual environmental effect of this incident.

The incident involving the Ojai #36 does not constitute substantial evidence that the
proposed exploratory wells will suffer a casing failure, The failure of the casing in a well
drilled in 191 1 that is one of the 12,000 wells drllled in the Ventura Basin does not make
it reasonably foreseeable that a similar fate awaits the proposed wells.

Summary:

No substantíal evìdence has been identified that the proposed exploratory wells would
be damaged during an earthquake such that substantÍal environmental damage would
result.

References:

Olson, Brian (2012), "Eastern San Cayetano Fault in the Piru Quadrangle", California
Geological Survey Fault Evaluation Report #FER-257

Dolan, James (2009), "Paleoseismicity and Seismic Hazards of the San Cayetano Fault
Zone."
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MIRADA Petroleum: CUP 3543
Produced fluid volume and truck traffic (L977-2Û14l
Compiled from DOGGR records by B. Baca (August 2015)

Aqnew Lease:

SEIR APPENDIX I

Case No. PL13-0158

Well#
Agnew #1

Agnew #2
Agnew #3

API #

1 '1 't20696

11120802

11121193

Notes:

NA = Not Applicable

Shaded cells = no data ava¡lable

Truck volume = 1OO BBLS

Maximum No.

of one-way

truck trips per

operational
week

tt.2
NA

6.2

4.2

38
10.6

9.8

57
10.9

8.1

5.3

1.8

11.8

8.2

7.4

3.6

2.5

0.0
2.6

1-.7

2.7

Max¡mum No.

of truck loads

per operational
week

5.6

NA

31
2.1

1.9

5.3

4.9

2.9

5.4

4.r
2.7

0.9

5.9

4.7

0.7

r..8

1.3

0.0
1.3

0.9

1.3

Max¡mum
product¡on

per

opemt¡onel
week (7

davsl
558.0

NA

310.9

208.2

r92.2
s27.6

491..8

247.O

543.7

406.7

266.7

90.7

591.8

4r0.6
69.3

180.5

125.3

0.0

129.0

86.7

L33.2

Max¡mum

Production
per

op€rational
day

79.7

NA

44.4

297
275
75.4

703
41.0
777
58.1

38.1

13.0

84.5

58.7

9.9

25.4

77.9

0.0

18.4

12.4

19.0

Average No.

of one-way
truck tr¡ps
per week

96
0.0

5.6

4.0

3.4

8.1

8.8

5.0

9.8

6.0

5.0

3.6

2.5

L.4

1.5

1.3

0.0

o.7

t.4
1.3

Ave¡age No.

of truck
loads per

week

4.8

0.0

2.8

2.O

41,

4.4
2-5

49
3.0

2.5

0.9

1.8

1.2

o.7
0.8

0.6

0.0
0.4

0.7
o.7

Number of
Truck loads

rn year

250.3

0.0

144.3

103.8

88.0

2r7.7
229 I
t31-.2

253.8

795 4

130.2

45.3

94.0

64.3

36 1

39.6

33.6

0.0
18.6

36.3

35.0

Calculat¡ons

Totel flu¡d
Product¡on

(bbls)

25032

0

7443t
10381

8796

2tL72
22978

13115

25383

15535

L3O2L

4534
9398

6432
3614

3955

3357

0

1862

3626
3496

Pæl

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

Miocene
Miocene
Mlocene
Miocene
Miocene

Miocene
M¡ocene

Miocene

M¡ocene

M¡ocene

Miocene

Miocene

Miocene
Miocene

Miocene
Miocene

Days on

prod.

0

0

0

0

0

42

191

2't7
190

0

0

0

160

188

0

17

38

0

46

300

279

Agnew #3
Fluid

Production
(bbls)

0

0

0

0

0

266

L548
L478
670

0

7467

497

0

265

349

0

r.30

705

827

Pool

NA

NA

Miocene
Miocene

Miocene
Miocene
Miocene
Miocene

Miocene
Miocene
Miocene
Miocene
M¡ocene

Miocene
Miocene
M¡ocene

Miocene

Miocene

Miocene

M¡ocene

M¡ocene

Days on
prod.

0

0

352
324

377

269
329

328

33s
273

362
337

364
353

365

362

345

0

111

z9t
310

Agnew #2
Fluid

Product¡on
(bbls)

0

0

1951

1309

1396

2044

3456

3166

3574
3133

3055

4365

3531

3752
3674

3690

3008

0

L732

zgzt
2472

Miocene

Miocene

Pool

M¡ocene

Miocene

M¡ocene

M¡ocene

Miocene
M¡ocene

Miocene

Miocene
M¡ocene

M¡ocene

Miocene

M¡ocene

Miocene
M¡ocene

M¡ocene

Miocme
Miocene

Miocenê

Miocene

Days on

prod.

3L4
0

327

353

32r
307

348

348
333

266

336

2

67

53

0

0

0

0

31

Agnew #1
Fluid

product¡on

(bblsI

25032
0

r24ao
9072
7400

L8862

17974

8477
21139

12402

9966
169

4400
2383

0

0

0

0
0

0

257

Year

1977

t97A
7979
1980

1981

7942

1983

1984

1985

1986

798V

1988

1989

1990

1991

7992
1993

1996

7997

1994
1.995

Pox. 1- o+ z



1.5

4.8

1.3

L.1

1.0

2.3

2.L

1.3

1.0

7.4

1.1

13
1-.2

1.1

1.5

7-4

7.7

0.8

2.4

0.6

0.6

0.5

1.2

1-0

o.7

0.5

o.7

0.5

0.6

06
o.6

0.8

o.7

0.8

75.2

239.8

63.1

s70
51 8

115.3

r.03.3

66.8

50.2

68.0

53.2

64.8

62.3

55.7

76.O

69.0

82.9

70.7

343
9.0

8.1

74
15.5

148
95
7.2

9.7

7.6

9.3

8.9

8.0

10.9

9.9

11.8

0.5

1.0

1.3

1,.1,

1.0

0.6

2.7

1.3

o.7

1.3

1.1

L.2

r.z
t.'t
1.3

0.9

L.7

o.2

0.5

0.6

0.6

0.5

0.3

1.0

o-7

0.3

0.6

0.5

0.6

06
0.6

0.6
0.5

0.8

1,2.8

25.2

33.0
29.7

26.6

L6.0

54.0

34.9

17.6

32.7

27.4

31.0

32.4

29.1

33.2

238
43.2

r278
2519

3298

2970

2663

1599

5401

17s7
3485

3273
2776

3103

3247

2905

3322

2384
4324

Miocene

Miocene

M¡ocene

M¡ocene

Miocene

Miocene
Miocene

M¡ocene

M¡ocene

Miocene
M¡ocene

Miocene
Miocene

Miocene
Miocene

Miocene
M¡ocene

97

L8

0

0

0
61

366

355

245

337

365

335

365

365

306

242

365

223
280

0

0

0
379

2779

1778

846

1662
13s6

1578

7643

L46L
1872
1311

2396

Miocene

Miocene

Miocene

M¡ocene

Miocene
Miocene
Miocene

Miocene
Miocene

M¡ocene

M¡ocene

Miocene
M¡ocene

M¡ocene

Miocene
M¡ocene

Miocene

725

174

366

365

360

150

366

36s
245

337

36s
335

365

365

306

242

365

10s5
2122

329a

2970

2663
1001

7370

879
4I3
81.9

663

766

804

729

92L
700

L230

Mioceîe

lUiocene

M¡ocene

Mlocene
Miocene

Saugus

Saugus

Saugus

Sausus

Sausus

Sausus

SauRus

Sg-Mio

Sg-M¡o

Ss-Mio

Se-Mio

Se-Mio

0
18

0

0
61

365

245

337

365

335

361

365

306

242

777

0

2t9
1252

828

498

792
757

759

794
71,5

529

373
698

1998

1999

2000

2001
2002

2003

2004
2005

2006

2007

2009

2010
2011

2012
2073
20]4

SEtk NP^
PLtz- otsg

Å;X I (Tw"l^ volttn¿= toobbls)
Pay z*z



MIRADA Petroleum: CUP 3543
Produced fluid volume and truck traffic (1977-2OL4l
Compiled from DOGGR records by B. Baca (August 2015)

Aqnew Lease:

SEIR APPENDIX I

Case No. PLl3-0158

Well#
Agnew #1

Agnew #2
Agnew #3

API #

I 1 1 20696

11120802

11121193

Notes:

NA = Not Appl¡cable

Shaded cells = no data available

Truck volume = 150 BBLS

2

Max¡mum No.

of one-way
truck trips per

operational
week

7.4

NA

4.7

2.8

2.6

7.O

5.6

3.8

5.4
3.6
7.2

7.9

5.5

0.9
2-4

7-7

0.0
7.7

L.Z

1.8

Max¡mum No.

of truck loads

per operational
week

3.7

NA

21
1.4

1.3

3.5

3.3

1.9

3.6

27
1.8

0.6

3.9

2.7

0.5

7.2

o.8

0.0
0.9

0.6

0.9

Maximum
product¡on

Per
operat¡onal

week (7

davsl
558.0

NA

310.9

208.2

792.2

527.6

491.4

287.O

543-7

406.7

266.7

90.7

591.8

4to.6
69.3

180.5

125.3

0:0
r29.O

867
L33.2

0.0

Meximum
Production

Per
operat¡onal

day

79.7

NA

44.4

29.7

27.5

75.4

70.3

4r.o
77.7

58.1

38.1

13.0

84.5

58.7

9.9

25.8

17.9

18.4

rz.4
19.0

Average No.

of one-way
truck trips
per week

6.4

0.0

3.7

2.7

2.3

5.4

5.9

3.4

6.5

4.O

3.3

L.2

2.4

1.5

0.9

1.0

0.9

0.0
0.5

0.9

0.9

Average No.

of truck
loads per

week

3.2

0.0

1.9

r.3
1.1

2.7

2.9

7.7

3.3

2.O

t.7
0.6

t.2
0.8

0.5

05
0.4

0.0

o.2

0.5

o.4

Number of
fruck loads

rn year

166.9

0.0

96.2

69.2

58.6

r41,-1

t53 2

47.4

L69.2

103.6

86.8

30.2

62.7

42.9
24.L

26.4

22.4

0.0
12.4

24.2

23.3

Calculâtions

Total fluid
Production

(bbls)

25032

U

7443r
10381

8796
21772

22978
131r.S

25383

15535

t302t
4534
9398

6432
3614
3955

3357

0

L862
3626

3496

NA

Miocene

Miocene

Miocene

Pool

NA

NA

NA

NA

M¡ocene

Miocene
Miocene
Miocene
Miocene

Miocene
Miocene

M¡ocene

M¡ocene

M¡ocene

M¡ocene

Miocene

M¡ocene

)

Days on
prod.

0

0

U

0

0

42

191

2r1
r.90

0

0

160

188

t7
38

0
46

300

279

Agnew #3
Fluid

Product¡on
(bblsl

0

0

0

0

0

266
1548

t478
670

0

0

7467

897

0

26s
349

0

130

705

827

Miocene

Pool

NA

NA

Miocene
Miocene
M¡ocene

Miocene

M¡ocene

M¡ocene

M¡ocene

Miocene
Miocene

M¡ocene

Miocene
M¡ocene

Miocene

Miocene
M¡ocene

M¡ocene

Miocene

M¡ocene

Days on
prod,

0

0

352
324
3t7
269

329
328
33s
273

362
337

364

353

365

362
34s

0
111

297

310

Agnew #2
Fluid

Production
(bbls)

0

1951

1309

1396

204.4

3456

3166

3574
3133

3055

4365

3531

?1,52

3614

3690

3008

0

1732

292L

z4t2

'Miocene

M'iocme

M¡ocene

MÍocene

M¡oGenê

Pool

M¡ocene

Mlocene
M¡ocene

M¡ocene

M¡ocene

M¡ocene

Miocene
M¡ocene

M¡ocene

Miocene

Miocene
M¡ocene

M¡ocene

M¡ocene

Miocene

Miocene

314
0

Days on
prod,

321,

353

32r
307

348
f4a
333

266
336

2

67

53

0

0

0

0
31

Agnew #1
Fluld

production
(bbls)

25032

0

72440

9072
7400

t8862
17974
8477

27739
72402
9966
169

4400

2383

o

0
c

0
o

257

Yeer

1977

7978

r979
1980

1981

7942

1983

1984

1985

1986

7987

1988

1989

1990

1991

t99Z
1993

1994

1995

1996

L997

P"xe L o-l- Z



1.0

3.2

t.4
0.9

o.7

0.9

0.8

0.8

0.7

1.5

o.7

0.9

0.8

o.7

10
0.9

1.1

0.5

1,.6

o.4
0.4

03
08
o.7

0.4

0.3

05
o.4

o.4
o4
o4
0.5

0.5

0.6

75.2

239.8

63.1

57.O

51.8

115.3

103.3

66.8

50.2

68.0

53.2

64.8

62.3

55.7

76.O

69.0

829

707
34.3

9.0

8.1

7.4

16.5

1,4.8

9.5

7.2

9.7

7.6

9.3

8.9

8.0

109
9.9

11.8

0.3

0.6

0.8

0.8

o.7

0.4

7.4

0.9

0.5

0.8

o.7

0.8

0.8

o7
09
0.6

7.r

o.2

0.3

0.4

o.4

0.3

o-2

07
0.4
0.2

o.4

0-4
0.4
o.4
0.4

0.4
0.3

0.6

8.5

16.8

22.O

19.8

L7.8

70.7

36.0

23.2

L1,.7

27.a

18.5

zo.7

2t.6
19.4

22.7

15.9

28.8

1278

25t9
3298

2970

2663
1599

s407

3485

L757

3273
2776

3103

3241

2905

3322
2384
4324

Miocene

Miocene

Miocene

M¡ocene

M¡ocene

Miocene
Miocene

Miocene
M¡ocene

M¡ocene

Miocene
M¡ocene

M¡ocene

M¡ocene

Miocene

Miocene
Miocene

97

18

0

0

0

6L

366

365

245
337

365

335

365

36s

306

242

365

22?

280

0

0

0

379
2779

L778

846
1662
1356

1578

t643
t467
7872
131L

2396

Miocene

M¡ocene

M¡ocene

M¡ocene

Miocene
M¡ocene

M¡ocene

Miocene
Miocene
M¡ocene

Miocene

M¡ocene

M¡ocene

M¡ocene

Miocene
Miocene
M¡ocene

125

774

366

36s

360

150

366

365

245

337

365

335

365

365

306

242
365

1055

2122

3298

2970

2663

L001

L370

879
473

819

663

766
804

729

921
700
1230

Mi,ocene

Miocene

Miocene

M¡ocene

Mlocene

SauPus

Saugus

Saugus

Saugus

Saueus

Sausus

Saugus

Ss-Mio

Ss-M¡o

Ss-M¡o

Se-Mio

Se-Mio

0

18

0

0

0
6L

366

365

245
337

36s
335

361

365

306

242

365

0
\t7

0

279
1252

828

498
792

757

759
794
7t5
529
373
698

1998

1999

2000

200t
2002
2003
2004

2005

2006
2007

2008

2009

2077

z012
2073
20]4

5 EIR App*'aix f (Tr")'wl'u'¿ = l5o bbls)

Ptt3-otîg
Pry. z* z



MIRADA Petroleum: CUP 3543
Produced fluid volume and truck traffic (L977-ZOt l
Compiled from DOGGR records by B. Baca (August 201S)

Aonew Lease:

SEIR APPENDIX I

Case No. PL13-0158

Well#
Agnew #1

Agnew #2
Agnew #3

API #
11120696

11120802

1 1 121 193

Notes:

NA = Not Applicable

Shaded cells = no data available

Truck volume = 180 BBLS

Maximum No.
of one-way

truck tr¡ps pêr

operetional
week

6.2

NA

3.5

2.3

2.1,

5.9

5.5

3.2

6.0
4.5
3.0

1.0

6.6

4.6
0.8

2.O

7.4

0.0
7.4

1.0

1.5

Maximum No.

of truck loads
per operet¡onal

week

3.1

NA

77
1.2

7.7

29
27
1.6

3.0

2.3

1.5

05
3.3

2.3

o.4
1.0

o.7

0.0
o.7

0.5

o.7

Maximum
product¡on

per

operat¡onal
week (7

davs)

558.0

NA

310.9

208 2

r92.2
s27.6

491,.8

287.0

543.7

406.7

266 7

90.7

591.8

410.6

69.3

180.5

725.3

0.0

129.O

86.7

733-2

0.0

Max¡mum
Production

Per
operational

day

79.7

NA

44.4

29.7

27.5

75.4

70.3

4I.0
777
58 1
38.1

13.0

84.5

58-7

9.9

25.4

77.9

78.4

tz.4
19.0

Averate No.

of one-way
truck trips
per week

5.3

0.0

31
2.2

1.9

4.5

4.9

2.8

5.4

3.3

2.8

1.0

2.O

r.4
0.8

0.8

0.7

0.o

0.4
0.8

o7

Average No.

of truck
loads per

week

27
0.0

1.5

L.1

0.9

2.3

2.5

7.4

27
t7
7.4

0.5

1.0

o.7

o.4

o.4

o.4
0.0
o.2

0.4

o.4

Number of
Truck loads

rn year

r39.1

00
80.2

57.7

48.9

1,L7 6

r27.7

72.9

141.0

86.3

72.3

25-2

52.2

35.7

20r
22.O

L8.7

0.0
10.3

20.1,

1,9-4

Calculations

Total flu¡d
Production

(bbls)

25032

0
'J,443r

10381

8796

21172

22978
13115

25383

15535

L3021
4534
9398

6432
3614
3955

3357

0

1862

3626
3496

\A

Pæl

NA

NA

NA

NA

M¡ocene

Miocene

M¡ocene

Miocene
M¡ocene

Miocene
Miocene
M¡ocene

Miocene
M
M¡ocene

Miocene
M¡ocene

Miocene

Miocene
M¡ocene

Days on
prod.

0

0

0

0

0

42

191

271
190

0

0

0

160

188

0

t7
38

0
46

300

279

Agnew #3
Flu¡d

Product¡on
(bblsl

0
0

0

0

0

266
1548

7478
670
0

U

0

]467
897

0
265

349

0

130

70s
827

Pool

NA

NA

Miocene
Miocene
M¡ocene

Miocene
M¡ocene

Miocene
Miocene
M¡ocene

Miocene
Miocene

M¡ocene

Miocene
Miocene

Miocene

Miocene

M¡ocene

Miocene
M¡ocene

Miocene

Days on

prod.

0

0

352

324

317

269
329

328

335

273

367
337

364

353

365

362

345
0

111

291

310

0

Agnew #2
Fluid

Product¡on
(bblsl

0

0

1951

1309

1396

2044
3456

3166

3574
3L33

30s5
4365

3531

3152
36]4
3690

3008

7732

2921

24L2

Miocene

Miocene

Pool

Miocene
Miocene

M¡ocene

M¡ocene

Miocene
M¡ocene

Miocene

Miocene
M¡ocene

M¡ocene

M¡ocene

Miocene
Miocene
Miocene
Miocene

Miocene

M¡ocene

Miocene

Miocene

Days on

prod,

314

0

321
353

327

307

348

348

333

266
336

2

67

53

0

0
0

0

0

0

31

Agnew #1
Fluid

production

(bbls)

25032

724aO

9072
7400

18862

\7974
847r

2tL39
t2402
9966

169

4400
2383

0

0

0

0

0

0

257

Yeer

7977

7978

7979
1980

1981

t982
1983

7984
1985

1986

1987

1988

1989

1990

1991

1992
1993

1994
1995

7996

L997

Png. L oç 2



0.8

1.3

11

0.6

0.8
0.6

o.7

o.7

o.6

0.8

0.8
0.9

2.7

o.7

0.6

0.6

o.7

04
L.3

o4
03
0.3

0.6

0.6

o.4

0.3

0.4
0.3

o.4

0.3

0.3

o.4

o.4

0.5

75.2

239.8

63.1

57.0

51.8

115 3

L03 3

66.8

50.2

68.0

53.2

64.8

62.3

55.7

76.O

69.0

82.9

L0.7

34.3

9.0

8t
7.4

16.5

14.8

95
7.2

97
7.6

9.3

89
8.0

10.9

9.9

1L.8

0.3

0.5

0.7

0.6

0.6

0.3

t.2
o.7

o.4

o.7

0.6

0.7

o.7

0.6

o.7

0.5

0.9

0.1

0.3

0.4

0.3

0.3
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Appendix J:
Response to Public Comments on the

Draft Subsequent Environmental lmpact Report

Mirada Petroleum O¡l and Gas Project
Conditional Use Permit (CUP) Case No. PL13-0158

The Draft Subsequent Environmental lmpact Report (DSEIR) for CUP Case No.
PL13-0158 was made available to the public for comment from April 30, 2015lo
June 15,2015. The public comments (emails and letters) on the SEIR received
by the County are listed below.

Reference
#

Date Author

A 5-8-15 Rain Perry
B 5-11-15 Dulanie Ellis, 5-11-15
c 6-9-15 John Brooks (CFROG)
D 5-28-15 Les Toth
E 6-4-15 Carol Gohen
F 6-8-15 John Davis
G 5-1 5-1 5 John Brooks (CFROG)
H 6-9-15 Michael Shapiro

6-14-15 Rain Perry (CFROG) with attached
memorandum from Ed Ruzak

J 6-1 5-1 5 Margot Griswold
K 6-1 5-1 5 Danny Everett and Tiarzha Taylor
L 6-1 5-1 5 John Davis
M 6-12-15 Dianna Watson (CALTRANS)

The County's responses to the submitted comments are provided in the table
below. Marked copies of the emails and letters received are included in this
Appendix.
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Response to Public Comment on the Draft SEIR

to Comme

A. Email by Rain Perry,5-8-2015
A-1 The County of Ventura, Public Works Agency Transportation

Department (PWATD) has reviewed the proposed project with
regard to the use of the Koenigstein Road/Highway 1S0
intersection. The PWATD has determined that the limited use (16
one-way trips per week) of this intersection by large trucks
associated with oil and gas operations would not create a new
significant impact on traffic circulation or safety. As stated in the
DSEIR, there is no evidence that a truck-related accident has
occurred at the intersection of Highway 150 and Koenigstein Road
in the 2O-year period from 1994 to 2014. CALTRANS accident
recordo available for tho |2-yaar period from 2oo2-1013 do not list
any truck-related accidents as having occurred at this intersection.
From 1995 to 2014, tanker trucks turned onto or turned from the
intersection of Koenigstein Road and Highway 1S0 from between
2,746 and 4,943 times without incident. Given this record, there is
no substantial evidence that the use of the Koenigstein
Road/Highway 150 intersection or the by oil-related large trucks

a on traffic safetv.
A-2 Refer to Response to Comment A-1 above regarding the "risk of

trucks at that corner."

The phrase "fixing a bridge" included in the comment appears to
refer to the possible reconstruction of the now-destroyed access
road that extended westward across Sisar Creek from the Agnew
drillsite. As explained in Section 4.2.2 of the DSEIR, the
reconstruction of this access route is not feasible or warranted

iven the availabili of an uate blic road
Refer to Response to Co mment A-1 regarding the use of the
Koenigstein Road/State Highway 150 intersection. The proposed
modified conditional use permit will be subject to the oil
development standards set forth in the County Non-Coastal Zoning
Ordinance.

B. Letter b Dulanie Ellis
B-1 Refer to Response to comment A-1 regarding the use of the

Koenigstein Road/state Highway 150 intersection by oir-rerated
large trucks. ln regards to the issue of a "blind turn," the publíc
Works Agency, Transportation Department has reviewed the site

A-3

distance for the Koen igste in Road/State H ighway 150 intersection
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The phrase "fix the bridge" included in the comment appears to
refer to the possible reconstruction of the now-destroyed access
road that extended westward across Sisar Creek from the Agnew
drillsite. As explained in Section 4.2.2 of the DSEIR, the
reconstruction of this access route is not feasible or warranted

iven the availabil of an ad ate ublic road.
C. Letter John Brooks CFROG 6-9-15

ïhe DSEIR prepared for the proposed project includes the 1983
FEIR as Appendix B. Any study recommended (but not required) in
the'1983 ElRwas not mandated to be conducted in 1983 and is not
mandated to be conducted now. Some studies recommended in
the 1983 FEIR were not incorporated into the conditions of
approval of Conditional Use Permit 3543 or othenruise required.
Note that an EIR prepared pursuant to CEQA is not a permit and
serves to inform the decision-makers and the public of the potential
consequences of a proposed project at the time a permit action is

c-1

B-2

and determined that it is adequate for the posted speed limit.

The phrase "catastrophe waiting to happen" is speculative and
does not constitute substantial evidence of a potentially significant
impact on traffic safety pursuant to Section 15064(fX5) of the
CEQA Guidelines.
As explained in Section 4.2.2 of the DSEIR, the reconstruction of
the former access route to the Agnew wellsite is not feasible or
warranted given the availability of an adequate public road (i.e.
Koen stein Road

B-3
portion of the DSEIR. Thus, no specific response is required or
possible. The commenter's opinion regarding the Ventura Planning
Division will be provided to the decision-makers for their
consideration.

This comment does not que the adequacy of any specific

B-4 It is acknowledged in the DSEIR that the
Road/State Highway 150 intersection by oil-related large truck
traffic is not authorized by the applicable CUP. However,
Koenigstein Road is a public road that can be used by any citizen
unfess such use is determined to be unsafe, Based on the
available information, the County has not identified an unsafe
condition and has allowed the truck use to continue while the
current CUP application is processed. The requested modified
CUP would authorize the use of the Koenigstein Road/State
Highway 150 intersection. Per the Californía Vehicle Code, the
project-related trucks can be operated on a County roadway unless
truck restrictions are placed on that roadway. No truck restrictions

use of the igstein

have been laced on Koeni
B-5

taken. A or facilitv authorized by the granting of a permit is
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The '1983 F IR sts as a mitigation measure to address cumulative
impacts the following

It is recommended that a task force be created to recommend to
the Board of Supervisors means of minimizing the impact of
present and future oil operations in the habitat. The task force
would recognize both the need for oil resources and the unique
wildlife resources of the Srsar Creel</Bear Creek areas. The task
force would be comprised of a representative of the oil industry, the
planning department, public works, Súafe Fish and Game, and the
County Parks Department. The task force would be chaired by the
planning department.

The above measure was recommended but not required. Staff is
not aware that a task force was ever created. This recommended
measure was an option presented to the County decision-makers
that was ultimately not included in the conditions of approval of
CUP 3543. As noted in DSEIR Appendix G, the baseline setting for
the analysis of impacts presented in the SEIR in all issue areas is
the environmental conditions present at the time the NOP was

subject only to the adopted conditions of approval included in a
permit, not to any recommended action in a ceftified FEIR.

Appendix G of the DSEIR includes the verbal and written
comments which were addressed at the March 10, 2015 public
scoping meeting for the DSEIR and the County's response to the
comments. Appendix G also includes the public comments
received during the Notice of Preparation (NOP) comment period.,

As noted in DSEIR Appendix G, the baseline setting for the
analysis of impacts presented in the DSEIR in all issue areas is the
environmental conditions present at the time the NOP was
released for public review. Thus, the DSEIR evaluates the change
from the existing operations that would result from implementation
of the proposed project. The DSEIR also addresses whether the
existing operations could have a significant effect based on
changed circumstances or new information arising after certification
of the 1983 FEIR.

Note that the CEQA baseline setting includes no project-related
truck traffic on Koenigstein Road as such traffic is not authorized
under the current permit for the Mirada Petroleum facility. Thus, the
potential impacts of all truck traffic (including the existing truck
traffic are evaluated in the DSEIR.

c-2

released for blic review. Thus, the DSEIR evaluates the e
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The certified FEIR (Appendix B of the DSEIR) includes analysis of
cumulative impacts in various issue areas. Additional analysis of
cumulative impacts is also provided in Sections 4.2.2,4.2.3,4.3.3,
and 4,7 of the DSEIR. The additional cumulative analysis includes
an evaluation of all oil-related trucking on Koenigstein Road as the
use of this road and its intersection with State Highway 150
represents a change in the approved project. The analysis of
cumulative impacts included in the DSEIR satisfies the
requirements of Section 15130 of the CEQA Guidelines.

The commenter is correct in that the oil wells and facilities in the
Ojai Oil Field are part of the environmental setting. This existing
setting constitutes the baseline for the analysis of impacts
presented in the SEIR in all issue areas. As stated in Appendix G
of the DSEIR, the environmental conditions present at the time the
NOP was released for public review form the environmental

c-3

from the exísting operations that would result from implementation
of the proposed project. The DSEIR also addresses whether the
existing operations could have a significant effect based on
changed circumstances or new information arising after certification
of the 1983 FEIR. The analysis presented in the DSEIR reflects the
current project description that involves the use of an existing
drilling pad with no new disturbance of native habitat. Since the
project does not involve any new habitat disturbance, it would not
contribute to any cumulative impact on biological resources.

As noted in Section 4.3 of the DSEIR, the FEIR for CUP 3543
concluded that "no rare flora or fauna or threatened plant or animal
species were observed on the project site." The time to challenge
the adequacy of the evaluation of biological resources presented in
the 1983 FEIR expired decades ago. Furthermore, the project site
is now a developed oil and gas facility that is part of the existing
setting.

The commentg presented here do not question the adequacy of
any specific section of the DSEIR. Thus, no specific response is

The comment provided does not identify any s
the DSEIR that would render it inadequate to _satisfy the
environmental review requirements of CEQA and the CEeA
Guidelines. The DSEIR includes alf required sections of an EIR in
conformance with the CEQA Guidelines, as well as the 1gB3
certified FEIR. This document meets the standard for adequacy of

s described in Section 15151 of the CEQA Guidelines

deficiencies in

an EIR

uired.

basel ine setting, -Thys, the DSEIR prlma¡j[y eva
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from the existing operations that would result from implementation
of the ect.

c-6 Refer to Response to Comment C-5 above.

The current project includes the continued use of the existing well
pad on the Agnew lease, the drilling of three new wells and re-
drilling of one exiting well within the existing well pad. No new
native habitat will be disturbed as part of the proposed project.
Thus, the proposed project would not result in any new potentially
significant impact on the surrounding biological resources.

The addition of three oil wells to an existing drilling pad would not
substantially change the risk of fire. The existing storage tanks and
associated equipment will not change with the implementation of
the proposed project. The Ventura County Fire Protection District
has not identified a substantialfire risk associated with the project.

It is anticipated that oil production and associated truckíng will
increase from the current (2014) condition with the installation of
three new oil wells and the re-drilling of one of the existing wells.

c-5 The potential impact of the proposed project on groundwater
quantity is discussed in Section 4.5 of the DSEIR. A total of
approximately 1.8 acre-feet of water will be consumed as a result
of the installation of the proposed oil wells. Unlike residential or
commercial uses, the proposed project does not involve a long-
term ongoing demand for water. Averaged over the 2S-year life of
the project, the annual water demand of the project is 0,07 acre-
feet per year (AFY). According to the adopted County lnitial Study
Assessment Guidelínes, the Threshold of Significance for
groundwater extraction is 1.0 AFY. Thus, the impact of the project
on groundwater quantity (0.07 AFY) is less than significant.

The phrase "substantíal changes" included in the comment appears
to refer to the language of Section 15162(a) of the CEQA
Guidelines. The provisions of Section 15162 establish the
circumstances when the preparation of a subsequent EIR or
subsequent Negative Declaration is required. As explained in
Section 1.2 of the DSEIR, the preparation of the DSEIR under
review for the proposed project is based on the provisions of
Section 15162(a) of the CEQA Guidelines. The DSEIR was
prepared because of changes in the project and circumstances
were identified that require major revisions of the previously-
certified FEIR.

The historic roduction data and the estimate of associated truck
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traffic) for the three existing wells is the best evidence available to
estimate the future production and truck traffic that would be
anticipated to result from the implementation of the proposed
project. Thus, the maximum weekly truck trips for the three new
wells and one re-drilled well has been estimated to be 1.33 times
the maximum traffic load for the original three wells (4 wells/3 wells
= 1.33). Table 5.5 of the SEIR calculates the potential increase in
truck traffic above the CEQA baseline for State Highway 150.

As indícated in the SEIR Table 5.5, the increase in traffic above the
CEQA baseline for State Highway 150 that would result from the
proposed project would be 3,1 to 5.6 one-way trips per week. This
traffic volume is equivalent to betwe en O.44 and 0.8 one-way truck
trips per day. The transport of one truckload of produced fluid
involves 2 one-way truck trips. Thus, the projected incremental
increase in truck traffic above the CEQA baseline for State
Highway 15Ö represents approximately one trucl<load of Rroduced
fluids being transported from the site every two days.

The maximum number of one-way truck trips authorized by the
existing conditional use permit will decrease from 24 one-way trips
per week to 16 one-way trips per week (i.e. an average of 2.3 one-
way trips per day). The truck route is proposed to change such that
the southern end of Koenigstein Road would be used to access
State Highway 150, The 16 one-way trips on this section of that
road constitute new truck traffic on that section of Koenigstein
Road. The proposed 2.3 one-way trips per day is minimal and
would not create a potentially significant impact on traffic circulation
or safety. From 1995 to 2014, an estimated 2,746 to 4,943 truck
trips used the southern section of Koenigstein Road to access
State Highway 150. There is no record or other evidence of any
accidents involvíng oil-related trucks during this period.

As discussed in Section 4,6 of the DSEIR, although construction
noise impacts resulting from drilling operations would potentially
exceed County Noise Thresholds. The installation of barriers to
attenuate the sound heard at the two closest sensitive receptor
sites would reduce the noise to below the County Threshold.

An increase in the number of persons assigned to maintain the
subject oil and gas facility is not proposed. Thus, there would be no
long{erm increase in "human activity" at the site. The temporary
increase in occupancy of the site during the drilling of the proposed
wells would occur over on a few months of the r life of the
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project.

The comment does not include any substantial evidence that an "oil
or brine water spill' will occur over the life of the project. Refer to
Appendix H of the DSEIR regarding the potential for produced fluid
spills to occur at oil and gas facilities. Mirada Petroleum will
continue to be required to operate in conformance with a Spill
Prevention, Control and Countermeasure Plan (SPCC) approved
by the California Division of Oil and Gas and Geothermal
Resources (DOGGR).

Refer to Cou Res nse C-4 above
The allegation that an "oil truck hit the bridge" is made in a
November 20, 1975 letter of comment by Mr. and Mrs. Stewart
(residents of Koenigstein Road) provided to the County
Environmental Repoft Review Committee. The accuracy of this 40-
year old report cannot be verified. As discussed in Section 1.1 of
the SEIR, the use of the Koenigstein Road/State Highway 150
intersection by oil-related trucks was found in 1983 by the County
decision-makers to be potentially unsafe and the operator was
required to use an alternate access route to the drill site. The
DSEIR re-evaluates this determination based on 20 years of data
on the use of this intersection by oil-related large trucks, an
evaluation of site distance, and a review of truck turning
movements. From 1995 to 2O14, oil-related trucks travelled on the
southern section of Koenigstein Road to access State Highway 150
an estimated 2,746 to 4,943 times. There is no record or other
evidence of any accidents involving oil-related trucks during this

riod. Refer to Re se to Comment C-6 above
This comment reports "large scrapíng on the guardrails of the
bridge" and acknowledges that there is "no witness to the cause of
the scraping." Thus, it is speculative whether the cause is related to
the use of the bridge by vehicles associated with the oil and gas
facilities. ln any case, a guardrail is installed to protect vehicles
from being driven off the bridge. Scrapes on a guardrail indicate
that it served its function and does not reflect an unsafe condition.
The commenter is correct in that the traffic on Koenigstein Road
will increase with implementation of the proposed project. This
increase in traffic on Koenigstein Road is discussed in Section 4.2
of the DSEIR.

c-7
c-8

c-9

It is anticipated that duction and associated trucking will
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increase from the current (2014) condition with the installation of
three new oil wells and the re-drilling of one of the existing wells.
The historic production data (and the estimate of associated truck
traffic) for the three existing wells is the best evidence available to
estímate the future production and truck traffic that would be
anticipated to result from the implementation of the proposed
project. Thus, the maximum weekly truck trips for the three new
wells and one re-drilled well has been estimated to be 1.33 times
the maximum traffic load for the original three wells (4 wells/3 wells
= 1.33). Table 5.5 of the SEIR calculates the potential increase in
truck traffic above the CEQA baseline for State Highway 150.

As indicated in the SEIR Table 5.5, the increase in traffic above the
CEQA baseline for State Highway 150 that would result from the
proposed project would be 3.1 to 5.6 one-way trips per week. This
traffic volume is equivalent to between O.44 and 0.8 one-way truck
trips per day. The transport of one trucklt¡ad <.rf procJuced fluirl
involves 2 one-way truck trips. Thus, the projected incremental
increase in truck traffic above the CEQA baseline for State
Highway 150 represents approximately one truckload of produced
fluids being transported from the site every two days.

The maximum number of one-way truck trips authorized by the
existing co¡ditional use permit will decrease from 24 one-way trips
per week to 16 one-way trips per week (i.e. an average of 2.3 one-
way trips per day). The truck route is proposed to change such that
the southern end of Koenigstein Road would be used to access
State Highway 1 50. The 16 one-way trips on this section of that
road constitute new truck traffic on that section of Koenigstein
Road. The proposed 2,3 one-way trips per day is minimal and
would not create a potentially significant impact on traffic circulation
or safety. From 1995 to 2014, an estimated 2,746 to 4,943 truck
trips used the southern section of Koenigstein Road to access
State Highway 150. There is no record or other evidence of any
accidents involving oil-related trucks during this period. Refer also
to Response to Comment C-6 above.

The purpose of the DSEIR is to provide information to the decision-
makers and the public on the environmental effects of the proposed
project. lt is not a document that assesses penalties for violations
of permit conditions. The commenter's opinion regarding penalties
will be provided to the decision-makers for their consideration.
Refer to Res nse to Comment B-4.
Accordi to the information rovided on Pa ge 171 of the
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CALTRANS publication 2014 Traffic Volumes on California Súafe
Highways, the Average Annual Daily Traffic (AADT) on State
Highway 150 at the intersection with Happy Valley School Road is
2900 AADï. This intersection is located approximately 3.5 miles
west of the Koenigstein Road/State Highway 150 intersection. At
the northern limit of the City of Santa Paula, CALTRANS reports
the traffic volume on State Highway 150 to be 3,650 AADT. The
City limit is located about 5.5 miles southwest of the Koenigstein
Road/State Highway 150 intersection. Thus, the traffic volume cited
ín the DSEIR (2900 AADT) is based on the traffic count taken from
the intersection located nearest to the project site. Thus, the DSEIR
has not identified a substantial increase in traffic volume on State
H¡ 1 50 since 1983

c-12

c-13

c-14 The geometry and use of the Koenigstein Road/State Highway 150
intersection has been evaluated by the staff (i.e. traffic engineers)
of the County Transportation Department. For the reasons stated in
Section 4.2.4 of the DSEIR, the limited use of Koenigstein Road as
the access point to and from State Highway 150 for oil and gas
operations would not involve any significant impact on traffic
circulation or public safety. The suggestion that the County retain a
traffic engineer "mutually selected" by the Planning Department

As discussed in Section 1.1 of the DSEIR, the use of the
Koenigstein Road/State Highway 150 intersection by oil-related
trucks was found in 1983 by the County decision-makers to be
potentially unsafe and the operator was required to use an
alternate access route to the drill site. The DSEIR re-evaluates this
determination based on 20 years of data on the use of this
intersection by oíl-related large trucks, an evaluation of site
distance, and a review of truck turning movements. From 1995 to
2014, trucks were driven southward on Koenigstein Road and
turned onto State Highway 150 an estimated 2,746 to 4,943 times.
There is no record or other evidence of any accidents involving oil-
related trucks during this period. Refer to Response to Comments
C-6 and C-8 above.
This comment does not question any specific section of the DSEIR.
Thus, no specific response is possible or required. ln any case, the
legal citation refers to a petitioner who challenges in court the
adequacy of an EIR certified by a public agency. The time to
challenge the adequacy of the 1983 FEIR expired long ago. The
DSEIR, however, is the CEQA document for the current proposal
and can reach different conclusions than the 1983 FEIR based on
substantial evidence. lf the DSE¡R is ultimately certified by the
County decision-makers, its adequacy can be challenged through
legal action.

and the blic" to conduct a stud s without merit for several
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reasons. First, a traffic study is unwarranted for a project that
involves only 2.3 truck trips per day. Second, traffic engineers who
are on staff at the County Transporlation Department have
revíewed the proposed project. Finally, the County (including the
Planning Division and Transporlation Department) conducts
analysis of a project on behalf of the general public, including both
SU and nents of a sed ro

The relevance of the relocation of County Fire Station #20 to the
proposed project is not apparent. The current Fire Station #20 site
is at a different location on State Highway 150 under different
conditions than the Koenigstein Road/State Highway 150
intersection. The decision to move Fire Station #20 was primarily
made because of the difficulty of developing a modern fire station

c-15 It is not proposed that the size of the truc
transport produced fluids will change under the proposed project.
While the maximum level of weekly truck traffic authorized under
the existing conditional use permit is proposed to decrease from 24
to 16 one-way trips per week, this will not result in the need for
larger trucks. This is because the maximum authorized level of
truck traffic was not fully utilized by the oil operator. Section 4.2 of
the SEIR has been revised to provide information on the actual
maximum level of truck traffic that resulted from the Agnew Lease
oil and gas operations. As indicated therein, the estimated
increased production of produced fluids (oil and wastewater) can
be accommodated within the proposed truck traffic limit of 16 one-
way trips per week.

The type of truck to be used to transport produced fluid from the
Agnew facility will remain the same as under current operations.
According to the applicant and its contractor (Telluric Petroleum
Transport. lnc.), the vehicle used for fluid transport from the Agnew
Lease is comprised of a 24-foot long, 8-foot wide truck with a 24-
foot long, 8-foot wide trailer. The total length of the vehicle is 55
feet, including the hitching tongue. The combined weight of the
truck and trailer is 51,000 pounds when fully loaded with produced
fluids.

The bridge on Koenigstein Road that spans Sisar Creek is rated for
Purple Loads under the CALTRANS Weight Chart. This rating
means that the brídge can handle a weight that is greater than the
proposed 51,000-pound truck and trailer combination. Because the
truck/trailer combination is over 40 feet in length, the truck operator
is required to obtain an Oversized Vehicle Permit from the Ventura
Cou Tra rtation De rtment.

used to collect and

on the current parcel due to its smal I size and the of
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natural gas seepage (VCFPD Chief Mark Lorenzen, pers. commun
8-4-15).

The County Transportation Department evaluated the site distance
at the Koenigstein Road/State Highway 150 intersection and found
it to be adequate at the posted speed limit. The County has also
review the truck turning movement and found that the intersection
and nearby bridge are adequate for the low level of proposed truck
traffic. Note that the response time to the project site from Fire
Station #20 will remain adequate.

Refer to DSEIR Appendix H regarding the potential for produceil
fluid spills. Thls comment provides no substantial evidence of any
"response calls to oil and gas incidences" in the Upper Ojai area or
that the addition of three wells to an existing oil and gas facility will
substantially increase the risk of an incident that would involve a
fire rotection district res nse.

c-17 Refer to Response to Comment B-4 above

It is anticipated that oil production and associated trucking will
increase from the current (2014) condition with the installation of
three new oil wells and the re-drilling of one of the existing wells.
The historic production data (and the estimate of associated truck
traffic) for the three existing wells is the best evidence available to
estimate the future production and truck traffic that would be
anticipated to result from the implementation of the proposed
project. Thus, the maximum weekly truck trips for the three new
wells and one re-drilled well has been estimated to be 1.33 times
the maximum traffic load for the original three wells (4 wells/3 wells
= 1.33). Table 5.5 of the SEIR calculates the potential increase in
truck traffic above the CEQA baseline for State Highway 1S0.

As indicated in the SEIR Table 5.5, the increase in traffic above the
CEQA baseline for State Highway 150 that would result from the
proposed project would be 3.1 to 5.6 one-way trips perweek. This
traffic volume is equivalent to between 0.44 and 0.8 one-way truck
trips per day. The transport of one truckload of produced fluid
involves 2 one-way truck trips. Thus, the projected incremental
increase in truck traffic above the CEQA baseline for State
Highway 150 represents approximately one truckload of produced
fluids being transported from the site every two days.

The maximum number of one-way truck trips authorized by the
exi conditional use permit will decrease from 24 o trÍ
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per week to 16 one-way trips per week (i.e. an average of 2.3 one-
way trips per day). The truck route is proposed to change such that
the southern end of Koenigstein Road would be used to access
State Highway 150. The 16 one-way trips on this section of that
road constitute new truck traffic on that section of Koenigstein
Road. The proposed 2.3 one-way trips per day is minimal and
would not create a potentially significant impact on traffic circulation
or safety. From 1995 to 2014, an estimated 2,746 to 4,943 truck
trips used the southern section of Koenigstein Road to access
State Highway 150. There is no record or other evidence of any
accidents involving oil-related trucks during this period.

The requirement to connect to a pipeline when oil production
reaches 350 barrels per day will remain. However, this level of
production has not been approached in the 38 years of record
(1977-2014) summarized in Table 5 of the DSEIR. The average
production of fluid (oit and wastewater) for all oil operations on
Koenigstein Road combined (including both Mirada operations)
over this period has been only 69 barrels per day. An increase in oil
production to 350 barrels per day is not reasonably foreseeable at
this time. Thus, the connection of the existing oil and gas facilities
to a pipeline is not required and the preparation of a cost estimate
for pipeline installation is unwarranted.

The proposed project involves a limit of 2.3 truck trips per day. The
recent application for a modified conditional use permit to re-
activate the Nesbitt lease does not involve an increase in truck
traffic. The trucking for the Nesbitt lease would be accommodated
within the existing truck traffic (4 one-way trips per day) authorized
by Conditional Use Permit LU11-0041. Thus, the limits on truck
traffic associated with the proposed Mirada Agnew lease project
(PL13-0158) and the separate Mirada Nesbitt lease project (PL15-
0060 are known. No fufther assessment is needed

c-18 Refer to Responses to Comment A-2, B-5 and B-5.

A Notice of Preparation was circulated for public comment prior to
the preparation of the DSEIR and a scoping meeting was held on
March 10,2015.

The DSEIR has been provided to various public agencies for
review and comment including the California Depadment of Fish
and Wildlife, Regional Water Quality Control Board, Department of
Water Resources, Department of Conservation, CALTRANS, the
California Highway Patrol, City of Santa Paula, and City of Ojai. A
Notice of A-vaitgblljly, was_ pq;ovide{ tg ow¡ers of property in the
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vicinity of the project and to public interest groups such as the
Citizens for Responsible Oil and Gas and the Los Padres Forest
Watch. The SEIR has been posted on the County website and
made available to the public. ln summary, the SEIR has been
noticed and circulated in conformance with the requirements of
CEQA.

c-21 Refer to DSEI R Appendix H regarding the potential for produced
fluid spills associated with the oil and gas industry

The comment does not provide any substantial evidence that the
proposed project will have a potentially significant impact on the
biological habitat associated with sisar creek. The project involves
the use of an existing wellsite and would not require any new
disturbance of native vegetation. As stated in Section 4.3 of the
DSEIR, no rare flora or fauna or threatened plant or animal species
were observed on the project site. The existing wellsite where the
proposed new wells would be installed is located more than 1,000
feet from Sisar Creek. All drilling fluids used during temporary
drilling activities will be contained in closed tanks. Thus, no
substantial effect on the habitat and wildlife found along this water
course has been identified that would result from the

c-19 The comments provided are not correct. The Notice of
Preparation (NOP) of a Subsequent EtR included in Appendix G
of the SEIR is not "erroneous" or incomplete as it discloses all
aspects of the proposed project. The NOP specifically describes
"the drilling of three new wells," the "re-drilling of one existing well,"
and a "change in the authorized access to the existing oil and gas
facility." The project description has not changed since the release
of the NOP.

c-20 The proposed project involves the continued operation of a
existing oil and gas facility. The gas will continue to be handled
through the use of an onsite flare. The flare and other facilities on
the site will continue to be operated under permit issued by the
Ventura County Air Pollution Control District (VCAPCD). The
VCAPCD has reviewed the project and found that it does not have
the potential to cause a significant impact on air quality in
accordance with the adopted Air Quality Assessment Guidelines
(AOAG).

As described in Section 4.1 of the DSEIR, oil and gas facilities
operate under ministerial permits issued by the VCAPCD as part of
their overall air qualíty program for the County of Ventura. These
permits address wells, tanks, flaring equipment, and local pipelines.
Emissions from facilities that operate under VCAPCD permits are
not subject to the Air Quality Thresholds in the AQAG.

n



c-22

c-24

DSEIR Response to Comment
PL13-0158, Mirada Petroleum Oil& Gas Modification

Page15of29

implementation of the proposed project. The use of the bridge on
Koenigstein Road that spans Sisar Creek for the limited projecl
related traffic would have no substantial effect on the habitat or
aquatic wildlife along this watercourse.

Although no significant impacts on the California Condor have been
identified, protective measures recommended by the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service will be incorporated into the recommended
conditions of approval as Best Management Practices.

This comment appears inconsistent with the commenter's previous
suggestion that the old access road across Sisar Creek be rebuilt
see Res nse to Comment C-18

The requirement in CUP LU11-0041 for the wells and associated
facilities on the Nesbitt lease to be abandoned was imposed
because Mirada Petroleum could not demonstrate that it held legal
access rights to a private road that crosses certain private property.
The application to re-activate the wells on the Nesbitt lease
followed the granting of a Preliminary lnjunction by the Court that
currently provides Mirada with legal access along the road in
question.

The MND Addendum adopted by the Planning Commission when it
granted CUP LU11-0041 states in response to comment B-1 on
Page 24 of 32 the following:

"The intersection of Koenigstein Road and State Highway 150 was
evaluated and determined to be safe for project traffic by the
Co u nty Tran s portati on D e partme nt. "

ïhe commenter is correct in that the LU11-0041 project ultimately
approved by the Planning Commission did not involve the use of
Koenigstein Road.

The cumulative truck traffic on Koenigstein Road related to the oil
indu is evaluated in the DSEIR.
Refer to Response to Comment C-21 above"

A biologic study such as suggested by the commenter was not
required by the Court, included in the certified FEIR as required
mitigation, or incorporated into the conditions of approval of CUP

The County Planning Division has confirmed with DOGGR that the
wells on the Nesbitt lease subject to CUP LU11-0041 have been
idled, The DOGGR published production records show that these
wells are not on roduction

c-23



DSEIR Response to Comment
PL13-0158, Mirada Petroleum Oil & Gas Modification

Page 16 of29

3543. lt is beyond the scope of review required for the proposed
project. The current project does not involve any new disturbance
of native habitat. Thus, it would not make a considerable
contr¡bution to any cumulative impacts on biological resources. The
assessment of cumulative impacts on biological resources in the
certified FEIR does not need alteration. Refer to Response to
Comment C-5 regarding impacts on groundwater quantity. The use
of an average of 0.07 AFY of water over a 2i-year period does not
have the potentialto substantially harm biological resources. ln any
case, this comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a
S nificant im ct on biol ical resources.

c-28 Refer to DSEIR Appendix H for a discussion of the potential for
produced fluid spills associated with oil and gas operations in
Ventura County. The proposed project involves the addition of
three oil wells to an existing oil and gas facility and does not involve
the installation of a new storage tank. Thus, there is no íncrease in
risk of a tank fire from the existing condition. ln addition, this
comment does not provide any substantial evidence that the
continued use of the subject facility represents a substantial risk of
fire. This facility has operated for 30 years without incident. The
tank failure at the Hopper Canyon Oil Field was a rare and isolated
íncident. This failure is not evidence of a widespread or pervasive
hazard given the hundreds of similar tanks currently in use in
Ventura

c-29 The proposed new oil wells must meet established standards for
well construction enforced by the California Division of Oil and Gas
and Geothermal Resources (DOGGR). No evidence has been
provided or identified that these standards are inadequate to
protect the environment (including groundwater aquifers) from
contamination by fluids produced from oil wells. ln particular, no
substantial evidence has been presented or identified that indicates

c-25 Refer to Responses to Comment C-14 and C-í6
c-26 Refer to Response to Comment C-21.

The California Depaftment of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) provided a
March 16, 2015 letter in response to the Notice of Preparation of
the DSEIR. This letter is included in Appendix G of the DSEIR.
Each of the issues raised by CDFW are addressed in the DSEIR.
ïhe CDFW did not provide a letter of comment on the DSEIR.

c-27 The County of Ventura is the "third party" independent
proposed projects that require a discretionary permit. County staff
is not affiliated with the project applicant, project opponents or
project supporters.

Refer to Response to Comment C-1

reviewer of
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any substantial degradation of water quality in the Upper Ojai area
due to oil and gas operations.

Refer to Response to Comment C-5 regarding project water
demand. No mitigation is required for water quantity impacts that
are less than significant.

It is unclear what projects or uses or geographic area would be
involved in the suggested evaluation of "water sustainability in the
area." In any case, such a study is outside of the scope of the

uired a is of the ro sed oil and S

The 1983 certified FEIR describes the traffic during the temporary
drilling phase of the project as follows:

"The project would result in a temporary traffic volume of 40 ADT
during the drilling sÍage. lf the wellis successful, the traffic volume
would be approximately 4 ADT after the pipeline is constiucted for
the removal of oilfrom the site. Large trucklrailer equipment would
be used at the beginning and end of the drilling phase of the project
to move drilling equipment on and off the site. This activity would
be limited to 3 or 4 large vehicles."

Section 2.5 of the DSEIR states:

"During temporary drilling operations a few truck trips would occur
per day to deliver drillíng fluids (mainly water) to the site."

As indicated by the above statements, 3 or 4 large trucks would be
used to move the drilling rig onto the wellsite to erect the drilling rig
and initiate drilling, and 3 or 4 large trucks would be used to
transporl the drilling rig from the site after the completion of a well.
A few truck trips per day would deliver drilling fluids to the site. The
remainder of the 40 ADT cited in the FEIR reflects the arrival and
departure of rig personnel during 24-hour drilling operations.

The drilling rig and associated large trucks are subject to State and

D. Letter by Les Toth, 5-28-15
D-'t Comments on the scope of the traffic analysis in the DSEIR were

provided by the commenter in response to the Notice of
Preparation. Refer to DSEIR Appendix G for the staff response to
the earlier comments.

This comment does not question the adequacy of a specific section
of the DSEIR. Thus, no specific response is required or possible.

ations for the tran rt of such veh es on the State
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Highway and County public roads. Compliance with these
regulat¡ons will insure safe transport of these vehicles to and from
the wellsite. As drilling rigs are rented based on availability, it is not
necessary or possible to identify the model or type of rig that will
ultimately be used on the project site, ln any case, the comment
does not provide any substantial evidence of a potentially
significant impact related to the size or model of the temporary
drilling equipment. Thus, no specific response is required.

ln summary, the traffic associated with the tempor:ary drilling
operations is adequately described in the FEIR and DSEIR. Such
temporary construction traffic would not result in significant effects
on traffic circulation or

D-4 As discussed in Section 4.6.2 of the DSEIR, the Noise lmpact
Assessment Study prepared by Sespe Consulting evaluates
drilling-related noise levels that would be experienced at the three
nearest noise sensitive receptors. Utilizing the nighttime ambient
noise level readings from the two most noise sensitive locations in
relation to the drill site, the study concluded that construction noise
impacts resulting from drilling operations would exceed County
Noise Thresholds as establíshed in the General Plan. The required
sound barrier mitigation measure identified in this section of the
DSEIR would reduce construction noise levels experienced at the
nearby sensitive receptors (residences) to below County Noise
Threshold levels.

The Whittier EIR was used as a source of information on noise
generation and usage fractions for various activities associated
with the operation of a drilling rig. The use of noise generation data
for drilling rigs obtained from the Whittier EIR does not require the
imposition of City of Whittier ordinance standards.

The comment does not provide any substantial evidence that the
mitigation measure for noise included in Section 4.6.2of the DSEIR
is inadequate to reduce project-related construction noise to a less
than s nificant level
Refer to Response to Comment D-2 above. The temporary
transport of drill rigs on State Highway 150 and Koenigstein Road
is clearly feasible as other oil wells have been drilled on sites that

The proposed project does not include any major changes in onsite
equipment except for the installation of three new oil wells and the
associated pumping units. These pumping units would be powered
by an electric motor. The requested permit would authorize the

tion and maintenance of the rmitted facilitieso

D-5

are accessed by Koenigstein !oa-d, Refer to the list of wells
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accessed from Koenigstein Road included in Appendix D of the
DSEIR. The County has no evidence that a vehicular accident has
occurred that involved a truck-mounted drilling rig travelling on
Koenigstein Road.

As stated in the DSEIR, no accidents involving large trucks have
occurred in the vicinity of the intersection of Highway 1S0 and
Koenigstein Road in the last 20 years (1995-2014). During this
period, large trucks made a turn at this intersection between 2,746
and 4,943 times without incident. Given this record there is no
substantÍal evidence that the use of the Koenigstein Road/
Highway 150 intersection by oil-related large trucks (including
truck-mounted drilling rigs) represents a potentially significant
impact on traffic safety.

ln addition, the County Public Works Transportation Department
has confirmed that the road width of the bridge at Koenigstein
Road and Highway 150 is 22-feet in width. This equates to two, 1 1-
foot wide lanes. The lane widths on this bridge are consistent with
the range of lane widths recommended by the American
Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials
(AASHro).

Refer to Responses to Comment A-1, B-1 , C-4, C-6, C-12, C-14,
C-16, C-23, D-2 and D-5 above regarding the proposed use of
Koenigstein Road by large trucks associated with the Mirada oil
and gas facility.

It is recommended that the commenter (and others) obey traffic
laws and drive in compliance with the posted speed limit. Neither
the permit applicant nor the trucking company retained by the
applicant are responsible for the consequences of the illegal
actions of others.
Refer to Responses to Comments C-5, C-29 and D-6 above

ardi ro water use

D-6 Refer to Responses to Comment C-5, C-24 and C-29 above, The
temporary withdrawal of 10,500 gallons per day (7 gallons per
minute) for several weeks to a fêw months from an aquifer does
have to potential to cause a significant effect on other nearby wells
or groundwater users according to California Certified
Hydrogeologist Brian R, Baca (CHG 398). This rate of groundwater
extraction over such a short time period would not cause a
substantial drop in water levels.

E. Email by Carol Cohen, 6-4-15
E-1

E-2

E-3 This comment does not uestion the ua of an S
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section of the DSEIR. Thus, no specific response is required or
poss¡ble. The commenter's recommendation will be provided to
the Co decision-makers

F. Letter John Dav 6-8-15
F-1 Refer to Responses to Comment D-1 through D-6 regarding the

comments on the SEIR rovided Mr, Les Toth
This comment does not question the adequacy of a specific section
of the DSEIR. Thus, no specific response is required or possible.
ln any case, the DSEIR was prepared in accordance with the
standards set forth in the State CEQA Guidelines.

The commenter's opinions regarding the "CUP system" will be
vided to the Cou decision-makers

l-1

l-2 Refer to Responses to Comment A-1, B-1 , C-4, C-6, C-12, C-14,
C-16, C-23, D-2, D-5 and E-1 above regarding the proposed use of
Koenigstein Road by large trucks associated with the Mirada oil
and gas facility,

F-2

F-3

F-4

This comment does not question the adequacy of a specific section
of the DSEIR. Thus, no specific response is required or possible.
The commenter's opinions regarding the "County's lax oversight"

This comment does not question the adequacy of a specific section
of the DSEIR. Thus, no specific response is required or possible.

will be rovided to the Cou decision-makers

Refer to nse to Comment C-27
5-15-15John Brooks CFROGG. Letter

G The comments included in this May 15, 2015 document submitted
by John Brooks of the Citizens for Responsible Oil and Gas are
duplicated verbatim in the June g, 2015 document (also submitted
by Mr. Brooks) designated letter "C" above. Thus, responses to
each of the issues raised herein are found in Responses to
Comment C-1 through C-29 above.

H. Email by Michael Shapiro, 6-9-15
H-1 Refer to Responses to Comment A-1, B-1 , C-4, C-6, C-12, C-14,

C-16, C-23, D-2, D-5 and E-1 above regarding the proposed use of
Koenigstein Road by large trucks associated with the Mirada oil
and gas facility.

l. Letter by Rain Perry (CFROG) with attached memorandum from Ed

This comment does not question the adequacy of a specific section
of the DSEIR. Thus, no specific response is required or possible.
It is noted that Mr. Ruzak is a Civil Engineer licensed by the State
of California.

6-14-15

The oil tanker trucks that would enter State Hiqhway 150 from
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Koenigstein Road are not anticipated to turn westbound since the
oil receiving facilities operated by the Crimson Pipeline Company
are located to the east in Santa Paula. As illustrated in DSEIR
Figure 1, the volume of truck traffic on State Highway 1SO
associated with the existing oil and gas facility will be reduced from
the existing permitted condition. Underthe current proposal, the oil-
related large trucks would turn left (eastbound) onto State Highway
150 from Koenigstein Road rather than the currently-permitted
access point located about 2,OOO feet to the west. ln each case, the
oil-related tankertrucks would be driven across the westbound lane
(i.e. would cross the centerline of the highway) and into the
eastbound lane, and then be driven to the Santa Paula area.

lf the commenter is referring to trucks travelling westbound on
State Highway 150 that turn right onto Koenigstein Road, this turn
is not substantiafly different than the right turn onto the currenily
permitted access located to the west. Based on a review of the
turning movement and site distance, the County Transpoñation
Department has found that the use of the Koenigstein/State
Highway 150 intersection is safe for project truck traffic.

The increased traffic on Koenigstein Road and State Highway 1SO
involving tanker trucks and other project-related vehicles is
discussed extensively in the DSEIR (see sections 1.0, 2.0, 4.2,
Figure 1, and 6.0). As stated in Section 4.2.2 of the SEIR:

"The proposed project includes a limitation of 14 maintenance
vehicle (standard pick-up truck) ylsifs fo the site per week. This
equals 4 one-way vehicle trips per day but does not represent a
new impacf as the current permit does not limÌt maintenance
vehicle traffic."

This comment does not identify or provide any substantial evidence
of a potentially significant traffic impact. Section 1S064(fXS) defines
substantial evidence as follows:

"Argument, speculation, unsubstantiated opinion, or narrative, or
evidence that is clearly inaccurate or erroneous, or evidence that is
not credible, shall not constifufe subsfantial evldence, substantial
evidence shall include facts, reasonable assumptions predicated
upon facts, and expert opinion supported by facts."

No facts are presented in this comment that constitute substantiar i

evidence of a potentially significant impact on traffic circulation or;
lnf the comrnent does not state that a potentially 

1
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significant impact on traffic safety will result from project
implementation. This comment constitutes unsubstantiated
speculation that "the potential for head on collisions is increased"
(by some unspecified frequency) and that increased traffic on
Koenigstein Road is "a potential problem" (of unspecified
magnitude). ln contrast, the conclusion in the DSEIR that the use
of the Koenigstein Road/State Highway 150 intersection by oil-
related large trucks does not create a potentially significant effect
on traffic safety is based on review of the intersection by staff
(licensed engineers) of the County Transportation Department and
a 2Q-year record of accident-free use of this intersection by oil-
related large trucks. Thus, no changes in the analysis or
conclusions presented in the DSEIR are warranted based on this
comment.
The maximum volume of large-truck traffic that would be authorized
by the requested modified conditional use permit is 16 one-way
trips per week. Any future increase in the authorized truck traffic
volume proposed in the future would require another modification
of the CUP and additional environmental review.

Refer to nse to Comment C-7 above
Refer to Re nse to Comment C-5 above.
Refer to Re nse to Comment D-6 above
Refer to nse to Comment C-6 above.
Refer to Response to Comment C-29 above. The proposed project
does not involve the installation of a new water well. As noted in

l-3

J. Email M Griswol 6-15-15
Appendix G of the DSEIR includes the verbal and written
comments which were addressed at the March 10, 2015 public
Scoping meeting for the DSEIR and the County's response to the
comments. Appendix G also includes the public comments
received during the Notice of Preparation comment period.

As noted in DSEIR Appendix G, the baseline setting for the
analysis of impacts presented in the SEIR in all issue areas is the
environmental conditions present at the time the NOP was
released for public review. Thus, the DSEIR evaluates the change
from the existing operations that would result from implementation
of the proposed project. The DSEfR also addresses whether the
existing operations could have a significant effect based on
changed circumstances or new information arising after certification
of the 1983 FEIR.

J-1

J-2
J-3

se to Comment C-3 above
nse to Comment C-4 above

Refer to Res
Refer to Res

J-4
J-5
J-6
J-7
J-8

Section 4.5.2 of the DSEIR there have been more than 12 000 oil
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J-12 Refer to
J-1 3 Refer to to Comment C-13 above
J-|4 Refer to Re to Comment C-14 above
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wells drilled in the Ventura Basin. No substantial evidence of
contamination of water supplies due to oil and gas activities has
been identified.
Refer to Response to Comment C-2 above
Refer to Res se to Comment C-8 above.
Refer to se to Comment C-11 above

to Comment C-12 above

J-1 5
J-1 6 ïhe proposed project does not involve the installation of a new

injection well. All produced fluids (oil and produced wastewater)
will be trucked from the site. The limitation on authorized truck
traffic volume ('16 one-way trips per week) included in the project
descríption applies to all trucking of produced fluids. This limitation
will be incorporated into the recommended conditions of approval
to be considered the Co decision-makers

Refer to Re nse to Comment C-15 above

Refer to Response to Comment C-20 above.

The statement that the "formula for analyzing greenhouse gases in
the DEIR is incorrect" is provided without evidence or analysis.
Thus, no specific response is possible and a change in the analysis
presented in the DSEIR is unwarranted. The DSEIR (and any
permit granted) cannot include the requirement to adhere to
requlations that are not yet formulated or
Refer to Response to Comment C-21 above.
Refer to Response to Comment C-21 above

adopted

J-17

J-1 I
J-1 I
J-20 Refer to Response to Comment C-16 above
J-21
J-22

Refer to Response to Comment C-17 above
Refer to Response to Comment C-18 above

J-23 Refer to nse to Comment C-18 above
J-24 The ) Petroleum project that involves the potential

drilling of 19 new oil wells is disclosed in Section 3.0 of the DSEIR.
The application (PL15-0060) by Mirada Petroleum for a
modification of Conditional Use Permit LU11-0041 to authorize the
re-activation of the existing oil wells on the Nesbitt Lease accessed
from Konigstein Road was filed on April 23,2015. This was after
the Notice of Preparation for the DSEIR was published on February
13, 2015. Thus, the environmental effects of the "reactivation
project" are not required to be addressed in the DSEIR pursuant to
Section 15126.2(a) of the CEQA Guidelines. ln any case, the
proposed re-activation of the Nesbitt Lease does not involve the
installation of any new wells, The historic truck traffic from this
lease is included in the traffic ana S vided in Section 4.2 of
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the DSEIR.
Refer to Responses to Comment C-23 and J-24 above.

The entirety of the proposed modification of the oil and gas facility
authorized by CUP 3543 (Case No. PL13-0158) is evaluated in the
DSEIR. There has been no "piecemeal review" of a project. The
April 23, 2015 application by Mirada Petroleum to re-activate
existing oil wells involves a separate lease area and different
conditional use rmit.

This comment does not question the adequacy of a specific section
of the DSEIR. Thus, no specific response is required or possible.
ln any case, the DSEIR has been prepared in accordance with the
State CEQA Guidelines and adequately evaluates cumulative
impacts. Refer to Responses to Comment C-4 and J-25 above.

The phrase "400 oil permits issued since 2012' appears to
reference an April 28, 2015 letter by the Environmental Defense
Center (EDC). The EDC letter includes the following statements:

"ln total, Ventura County RMA staff exercised discretionary review
and authorization of 23 new or redrilled oil wells from April 2012 to
April 2014.

J-25

J-26 Refer to R nse to Comment C-22 and C-23 above.
J-27

K-1

The County has reviewed all of the public comments on the DSEIR
and prepared detailed responses to each issue raised. The
comments and responses will be provided to the County decision-
makers for their consideration.

Refer to Response to Comment C-4 above.

The proposed project involves the installation of three new oil wells
on an existing weflsite and the use of Koenigstein Road to access
State Highway 150. The DSEIR evaluates potential project-specific
impacts and cumulative impacts to which the proposed action could
make a considerable contribution. The 1983 certified FEIR
evaluates cumulative impacts of the oil fields in the Upper Ojai area

atEm bK. nDa n rettEve dan aT¡ rz 5- 51ha

and is inco rated into the DSEIR as endix B
K-2 Refer to Res to Comment C-5 C-29 and D-6 above.
K-3 Refer to Responses to Comment A-1, B-1 , C-4, C-6, C-12, C-14,

C-16, C-23, D-2, D-5, E-1, l-2, and l-3 above regarding the
proposed use of Koenigstein Road by large trucks associated with
the Mirada oil and gas facility. Note that the proposed project would
not involve the nighttime trucking of produced fluids from the
facil
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"..,according to our review of DOGGR monthly reporTs, that state
agency issued perm¡ts for 430 new or redrilled oil wells in Ventura
County during the same April 2012 to April 2014 timeframe."

The above statements are inaccurate and misleading. The County
has confirmed with DOGGR that during the subject 2-year period,
DOGGR only issued permits for 125 new or redrilled oil wells.

This comment also mentions an oil production project near St.
Thomas Aquinas College. This appears to refer to the CRC
(Vintage) Petroleum project currently under review by the County,
This ro is described in Section 3.0 of the DSEIR.

L. Letter John Davis 6-15-15

Refer to Responses to Comment A-1, B-1 , C-4, C-6, C-12, C-14,
C-16, C-23, D-2, D-5, E-1, l-2, and l-3 above regarding the
proposed use of Koenigstein Road by large trucks associated with
the Mirada oil and as facili
The trucks associated with the proposed oil and gas facility on the
Agnew Lease would travel across Bridge #326 that spans Sisar
Creek. ïhe County Transportation Department has determined that
this bridge is adequate for use by project-related trucks. Note that
the County bridge on Koenigstein Road for which concerns have

L-6

L-7

L-1 Refer to Responses to Comment C-23, J-24 and J-25 above
L-2 Refer to Responses to Comment C-23, J-24 and J-25 above. The

wells located on Federal land are not subject to County land use
regulation. ln any case, the Mirada federal wells are included in the
analysis of cumulative traffic on Koenigstein Road provided in
Section 4.2 of the DSEIR and Appendix D of the DSEIR. Decisions
by oil operators to re-activate an idle well or to turn off an operating
well are routine oil field activities that do not require any
authorization from the County. The re-activation of an idle well
does not constitute a new well.

Note that Mirada Petroleum is not the operator of the oil and gas
facility authorized by CUP 15.

L-3

L-4
L-5

This comment does not explain which number is considered
"inaccurate." Thus, no specific response is required. ln any case,
this comment does not question the adequacy of the analysis of
environmental impacts included in the DSEIR. Thus, no response
is required. Note that a complete record of all oil wells in the
County of Ventura is available from DOGGR and is posted online
at the DOGGR "well finder" website.

CototoRefer Re S mm A.ent 2SE B-4 ndd aB-5 boveS

Refer to Res ses to Comment B-4 above.

been exp ressed is Bridge #336. This brid e ans Bear Creek and



would not be used by project-related trucks

The type of truck to be used to transport produced fluid from the
Agnew facility will remain the same as under current operations.
According to the applicant and its contractor (Telluric Petroleum
Transport. lnc.), the vehicle used for fluid transport from the Agnew
Lease is comprised of a 24-foot long, B-foot wide truck with a 24-
foot long, 8-foot wide trailer. The total length of the vehicle is 55
feet, including the hitching tongue. The combined weight of the
truck and trailer is 51,000 pounds when fully loaded.

Depending on size, a truck-mounted drilling rig may be required to
obtaín a County Oversized Vehicle Permit for travel on County
roads, including Koenigstein Road. Should an encroachment
permit be required, the County Transportation Department would
review the characteristics of the proposed rig and the structural
characteristics of Bridge #326 to ensure safe use of this public
facility.
Oil and gas facilities operate under ministerial permits issued by
the Ventura County Air Pollution Control District (VCAPCD). As
part of the VCAPCD's review of requested permits, the identity of
the permit holders and the appropriate accounting of emission
credits is verified. This comment does not provide any substantial
evidence of a potentially signifi cant impact related to air quality.

L-8

L-9 Refer to Response to Comment C-11 regarding the level of trafl'ic
on State Highway 150 in the vicinity of the project. As documented
in CALTRANS data, there has not been a substantial increase in
traffic on State Highway 150 in the vicinity of the project.
Furthermore, the requested modífied CUP would result in a
reduction of permitted traffic on this highway. Refer to Section 4.2
of the DSEIR.

There has not been substantial new development in the
Koenigstein Road area since 1983, The area remains sparsely
develo with scattered residences and oilfacilities.

L-1 0
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Refer to Responses to Comment A-1, B-1 , C-4, C-6, C-8, C-12, C-
14, C-16, C-23, D-2, D-5, E-1,1-2, and l-3 above regarding the
proposed use of Koenigstein Road by large trucks associated with
the Mirada oíl and gas facility.

The 1983 ceftified FEIR states that the use of the Koenigstein
Road/State Highway 150 intersection by oil-related large trucks
could be unsafe. The DSEIR re-evaluates this determination based
on 20 years of new data on the use of this intersection by oil-
related la trucks, an evaluation of site distance and a review of



truck turning movements. From 1995 to 2O14, trucks were driven
southward on Koenigstein Road and turned onto State Highway
150 an estimated 2,746 to 4,943 times. There is no record orother
evidence of any accidents involving oil-related trucks during this
period.

L-|1 This comment does not question the adequacy of a specific section
of the DSEIR. Thus, no specific response is required or possible.
ln any case, the DSEIR was prepared in accordance with the
standards set forth in the State CEQA Guidelines.

The commenter's opinions will be provided to the County decision-
makers.

M. Letter by Dianna Watson (CALTRANS), 6-12-15
M-1

t{i-2

DSEIR Response to Comment
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As discussed in Section 1.1 of the SEIR, the use of the Koenigstein
Road/State Highway 150 intersection by oil-related trucks was
found in 1983 by the County decision-makers to be potentially
unsafe and the operator was required to use an alternate access
route to the drill site. The DSEIR re-evaluates this deterniination
reported in the 1983 FEIR based on20 years of data on the use of
this intersection by oil-related large trucks, an evaluation of site
distance, and a review of truck turning movements. From 1995 to
2014, trucks were driven southward on Koenigstein Road and
turned onto State Highway 150 an estimated 2,746 to 4,943 times.
There is no record or other evidence of any accidents involving oil-
related trucks during this period. Refer also to Response to
Comments C-6 and C-8 above.
The reconstruction of the now-destroyed access road that
extended westward across Sisar Creek from the Agnew drillsite is
not considered feasible or necessary. As explained in Section 4.2.2
of the DSEIR, the reconstruction of this access route is not feasible
or warranted given the availability of an adequate public road,

It is acknowledged in the DSEIR that the use of the Koenigstein
Road/State Highway 150 intersection by oil-related large truck
traffic is not authorized under the existing CUP. However,
Koenigstein Road is a public road that can be used by any citizen
unless such use is determined to be unsafe. Based on the
available information, the County has not identified an unsafe
condition and have allowed the truck use to continue while the
current CUP application is processed. The requested modified
CUP would authorize the use of the Koenigstein Road/State
Highway 1 50 intersection.

ïhis comment does not question the adequacy of any specific
section of the DSEIR. T
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Staff of the County Transportation Department (CTD) examined the
Koenigstein Road/State Highway 150 in response to CALTRANS
concerns regarding sight distance as expressed in the June 12,
2015 letter by Dianna Watson. CTD staff determined that the sight
distance at this intersection is adequate for the posted speed limit
and that warning lights are not required given this available sight
distance. The County has not identified a nexus to require the
applicant, as part of the discretionary permitting process, to install
such road improvements.

The County of Ventura Public Works Transportation Department
has reviewed the proposed project and determined that the limited
use (16 one-way trips per week) of this road by large trucks
associated with oil and gas operations would not create a new
significant impact on traffic circulation or safety at the Koenigsteín
Road/State Híghway 150 intersection, This conclusion is based on
a review of the physical characteristics of the intersection, including
road widths and site distance, the low volume of existing and
proposed truck traffic, the low volume of non-truck traffic, and the
lack of any truck-related accidents in the 1995-2015 period that this
intersection has served as access to the oil facilities located off of
Koenigstein Road. No accidents involving trucks occurred at this
intersection despite the 2,746 to 4,943 turns made by oil-related
trucks duri this 2 r

M-4 The DSEIR repofts that there is no evidence that an accident
involving an oil-related truck occurred at the intersection of
Highway 150 and Koenigstein Road during the 1995-2014 period.
During this 2O-year period, oil tanker trucks made between 2,746
and 4,943 turns at this intersection. Given this record, there is no
substantial evidence that the use of the Koenigstein Road/Highway
150 intersection by oil-related large trucks represents a significant
impact on traffic safety.

The County Transportation Department has confirmed that the road
width of the bridge at Koenigstein Road and Highway 1S0 is22.1-
feet. This equates to two, 1'1-foot wide lanes. The lane widths on
this bridge are consistent with the range of lane widths
recommended by the American Association of State Highway and
Transpoñation Officials (AASHTO).

The type of truck to be used to transport produced fluid from the
Agnew facility will remain the same as under current operations.
According to the applicant and its contractor (Telluric Petroleum
Transport. lnc.), the vehicle used for fluid transpod from the Agnew
Lease is comprised of a 244oot long, 8-foot wide truck with a 24-
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foot long, 8-foot wide trailer. The total length of the vehicle is 55
feet, including the hitching tongue. The combined weight of the
truck and trailer is 51,000 pounds when fully loaded. Ìhe operation
of this truck does not require any special permitting from the State
or the County. The County Transportation Deparlment has
confirmed that the size of the truck will be in conformance with
width and load limits established by CALTRANS.

The County Transportation Depadment evaluated the site distance
at the Koenigstein Road/State Highway 150 intersection and found
it to be adequate for the proposed use. lmprovements such as
warning lights are not warranted given the very low volume of
proposed traffic and the 2)-year record of safe intersection
operations.

The bridge in question is entirely within County jurisdiction. The
County Transportation Department has found that the bridge is
rated as structurally adequate for legal loads. Given the low volume
of existing traffic on this dead-end road, the County Transportation
Depañment finds that the very low volume of proposed truck traffic
on the Sisar Creek bridge and Koenigstein Road does not
constitute a significant safety hazard. Thus, widening of the bridge
or installation of other roadway improvements are not warranted or

uired.
M-5 County staff will contact CALTRANS staff to discuss the issues

involvi the use of State Hi 150
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Boero, Kristina

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Rain Perry <mizzperry@gmaìl com>
triday, May 08, 2015 11:37 AM
Boero, Kristina
Draft SEIR Mi¡ada Petroleum CUP Case No. PL13-0158

Dea¡ Ms. Boero,

I'm rvriting to object to the approval of the SEIR in Mirada Petroleum CUP Case No. PI-l3-0158 on several
grounds.

1 . Thc intersection of Highway 150 and Koenigstein Road is clangerous and the County mnst do a full traffrc
study. As a resident of Upper Ojai, I drive past it once or twioe a week, and havc rnany times had to hit the
brakes becattse someone pulled out ìn front of rnc as I r¡latlc lhc lurrr. Thclc arc blirrcl uur¡rcrs il both dilcr.;tiorrs
and you almost couldn't choose a worse locatìon for tanker trucks to be taking up two lanes. Also, I have ñ-iends
who live up on Koenigstein and I dr ive up to theil houses often. It is diffìcult to make the tum from Koenigstein
to the highway in a passenger car without venturing into the oncomir-rg lane. Large trucks carurot do it.

The argument that "no accident has happened yet'- so we don'1have to wony about accidents happening in the
ftllure is specious. lly that logic, why should I weal rny seatbelt? Why does the county require businesses to
install earthquake retrohtting?

2. It is unconscionable that the County of Ventura is rewarding Mirada Petroleun for 20 ycars of violations and
fcrrcing the public to bear the risk oftrucks at that corncr in order to prevent Scott Price fiom incurring the cost
(Iìxing a bridge) of doing his business. This is thc kincl of thing that makes the public increasingly concerned
about the Planning Department's priorities. At every turn, it seems the oil companics' intorcsts trump oltrs.

Thc oii industry is already granted special treatnrent because of their vested rights in antiquated CUPs. When
the County of Venlura has an opportunity to require modern saläy standards, it has an obligatiorr to do so.

For these reasons, I urge the Plarrning Department to reject the SEIR.

Thank you,
Rain Perry
12486 Sisar Road
Upper Ojai, CA93023
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Kristina Boero
Ventura County Planning Division
800 So. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Dear Ms. Boero

How is it that a company (Mirada Oil) can flagrantly break the law. repeatedly.since 1995 and
then be given a reward? Really, it's almost that simple.

Almost, but not quite. Anyone who drives Hwy. 150 on the Ojai-Santa Paula mountain pass
knows how dangerous it can be in the best of circumstances. Do you dríve it? Do you know
about the blind curve right past Koenigstein Road, where people come whizzing around the
corner? Have you experienced how narrow these old roads are?

6L
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Have you seen how big trucks tumÍng radius completely block the road there? lt's a catastrophe
waiting to happen and we're simply lucky that people haven't died yet. And if a car should slam
into an oil truck, resulting in either a spill into the stream or worse, an explosion that could not
only kill those involved but ignite a forest fire, what then? Do we wring our hands and wonder how
it could have been prevented? Where is the regulatory or enforcement thinking that has allowed
this to go on for so long? To even consider giving them increased business revenue via
Koenigstein access is criminal neglect.

That bridge that Mirada was supposed to be using on the auxiliary road access to their sites
washed out in 1995. lf it's a private road/bridge, then why haven't THEY paid to have it rebuilt?
Because oil revenues are so lean that they couldn't atford it? Please. lf ¡t's a public road/bridge,
then why hasn't the County repaired it?

The fact of the matter is that the Ventura Planning Division has been rubber-stamping permits for
oil interests over public health and welfare for years and is only now staft¡ng to get sincere public
blowback. Consider this letler part of that blowback. (l'm not even touching on the danger to our
aquÍfers and air quality that result from fracking.)

This illegal behavior of using Koeni(¡stein Road for their trucks MUST STOP. Fines and legal
redress are long overdue. Mirada,Oil does not deserve to widen their scope of activities. They
have proven their disdain for public law for 25 years in this county. Why would we even begin to
believe that they would now be good citizens with new wells?

Fix the bridge and curtail their expansion. For the good of all.

Respeclfully,

Dulanie Ellis
Concerned citizen of the Ojai Valley

za6 to. fJ L.ÀN cHL 5T., OJÀf , CA 93A23
oFFfC(: B0r-640-ll3l C€LL.: 805-7?B-ol5B FÀX: 805-64o-7899
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Comments on Mirada Agnew Project

Iftistina Boero
Ventura County Planning Division
800 So. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, CA 93009

Dear Ms. Boero

June 9, 2015

The draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) on the Mirada
Agnew project is inadequate in part because it failed to complete
the study recommended in the original EIR. There was a scoping
hearing and questions and comments were submitted to you to be

considered in the Supplemental Environmental Impact Report
(SEIR). It is as if the hearing and the testimony did not happen

which leaves the public in the position of responding to an

inaccurate by omission staff document that is rifè with
conclusionary statements unsupportecl by evidence.

CEQA cumulative impacts

c*r

c-z

Jeff Barnes, County Counsel, said at a Planning Commission
hearing of a zoning clear:ance appeal brought by Los Padres Forest
Watch in early 2015, "when we have the opportunity to review a

CUP, we had better get it right."

-I.lre 1985 Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) on CUP 3319
called for a thorough study of the flora and farma in the Upper Ojai
as part of a cumulative review of the potential harm to the

environment that decades of oil operations might have done. The

.,i¿îi i+' i-i¡ lti'irJ¡4:r}
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FEIR is not the product of a study by the Planning Department
ratified by the Board of Supervisors. Rather, it is the cuhnination
of a lawsuit successfirlly brought by local citizens that resulted in a

published opinion by the 2nd l)istrict Court of Appeal to f'orce the
Planning Department to study the cumulative impacts of oil and
gas develo^omcnt in Upper Ojai. The DEIR omits the important fact
that the FEIR contaìns a statement fiom the biologist charged with
assessing the impact of oil and gas operations on Sisar and Bear
Creeks that says the time of ycar was not suitable f'or making the
required evaluation. Therefore, as a condition of approval of the
FEIR, a recommenclation was rnacle to do a multi-agency task force
str-rcly of the flora and fäuna in the immediate future . As we pointed
out in our comments at the scoping hearing, there never was such
a study. Plauning Stafïclismissed the suggestion of the stucly by
saying it was just a "recofl1mendation." So now for the frrst time,
in this supplementaÌ EIII we havc the opportunity (responsibility)
to l<¡ok at the flora and fauna in a sensible, thoughtfirl manner to
assess the historical an<I future health of the ecosystem in Upper
Ojai. Ventura County General Plan Resources Appendix inciudes
four pages of promises to the public about our biological resouces.
The section concludes, "The interdependence of all life forms and
the ecological needs for a stabÌe and well-balanced environment
must bè recognized so that a healthy coexistence between human
and natural biological communities can be assured,"pg.59. This
project is adjacent to one of the olclest and largest unregulated oil
and gas production CllP's in Vcntura County. Thus, we ueed to
take this rmusual opportturity to str.rcly the flora and l.auna in a
sensible, thoughtful manner to assess the historical and future
health of the ecosystem. "'We had better- get it right."(JefIBarnes)

In Whitruan vs. Board of Supervisors, the lawsuit painstakingly
br-ought by citizens thirty years ago on this very CUP, an EIR is
defined in Public Resotrces Code section 21061 as "an
infbrmational document," [he purpose of whìch "is to provìcle
public agencies and the public in general with detailed information
about the effects which a proposed project is likely to have on the
envìronment; to list ways in which the [88 Cal.App.3d 406]
significant effects of such a project might be minimized; and to

/^)z
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indicate alternatives to such a pro.ject."ln.3. This SEIR does not
meet that standard.

Cumulative Effects of "antiquated CUP permits"

Against this backdrop, it must be understood that Ventura County
has determinecl that any oil and gas CUP, regardless of its
potentìal or past cnvironmental impacts, must be treated as frozen
in time . In other words, whatever conditions were contained in
the CUP at the time it was granted are the extent and limit of any
futur-e pcrmitting. Upper Ojai has the largest and probably the

oldest CUP in Ventwa County. CUP 15 encornpasses 7880 acres
on the southern half of the Upper Ojai Valley. For.u more
antiquatecl CUP's cover the adjacent Silverthread Field and Sisar
Creek Field. Thcre has never been any CEQA review in the
forty-f,rve years since the law was enactcd on any of these oil
permits. As of March, 1979, there were about 195 produoing wells
in the Ojai Oil Field (Silverthread, CLIP 15, and Sisar areas). Now,
in 2015, there are still no conditions, NOR TIME or DRILLING
LIMII'S on those CUP's. This is the environmental setting of the
project belore us today,

Major CEQA Trigger¡ng Event

Substantial changes to the conditions under which the permit was

issued have occurred which mr-rst trigger a CEQA review. Today,
California is in an unprecedented 1500-year drought. Governor
Brown has declared a drought state of elnergency. All water
agencies, all rrembers of the public, and all industries have been

taslçed with ctrtting their water use by 25o/o and 32o/o percent in
Ojai. The irlplications of this extreme clror-rght do not just affect
the use of hundreds of thousands of gallons of water to drill an oil
well. The water to clritl this well will conie fiom the water well
locatecl on the property. That same aquifer provides water to
clozens of private homes in the immediate area. The heavy draw
on that one water well may affect nearby homeowners ancl the

production of their own wells. Water wells are drying up and new
ones are being drilled at a record pace (see water well permits

issued in 2014 and 2015 in the Ojai Valley). fhese ne w wells are

c-3
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often cleeper and perhaps entering new aquifers of untapped water.
The County has provided no data or zinalysis regarding this
environmental issue. Neither the County nor the public have any
i<Jea what impact oil ancl gas drilling, production, or completion
techniclues may have on the rapidly diminishing water in this area.
We, the citizens of Upper Ojai, call upon our Resource
Management Agcncy to complete a scientific study of tbe possible
serious environmental impacts, cumulative or pr<-rject speciflc of
drilling new oil wells during this unprecedented drought.

The drought has put the flora and fauna of Upper Ojai under
extreme stress.
CalFire has just completed an aeríal survey of the number of dying
and dead trees in California National Forests- According to this
report, there are 999,000 acres of cleacl trecs. (AP News story)-
T'he Upper Ojai Summit Fire Station jrnt submittecl a repoú to
Ventura County Fire Department on the effects of the drought on
the Upper Ojai protected oak forests. Preliminary infbrmation puts
the tree death rate at about 20%. Fish and Wildlife just issuecl a
public statement that many species of wild animals are abandoning
their yorur g as a matter of survival. "California Department of Fish
and V/i1dlife officials said drought has forced more bears and deer
to venture onto rncluntain highways, where many are struclc ancl

killed by vehicles." (LA Times Veronica Rocha,2015). The
addition of tlrree new oilwells on an existing woll pad near Sisar
and Bear Canyon Creeks is an unnecessary risk in today's cirought
climate. The effects of truck traflìc, drilling rigs, air pollution,
noise, increasecl human activity, and the potential fol an ãccidental
oil or brine water spill might just prove to be the additional critical
impact that causes a pernr.anent crash in a species population.

If we don't take the tirne and opporttmity l1ow to study the
cumulative effects of all of the oil and gas activities on the
environment over the past 30-100 years when we have a

conclitioned, expired CUP adjacent to the non-conditioncd CUP's,
when will this ever bc done'/ Continuing to permit oil ancl gas

CUP's irr Upper Ojai without cumulativc efTects studics is ttr
violate the purpose and intent of CEQA.
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Traf'fïc and safety Concerns at Koeningstein Road interscction
with Hwy 150

T'he FËlR of 1983 determined that the intersection of Koenigstein
Road and Highway 150 is too dangerous fbr large oil trucks. It is
up the applicant to disprove that finding. llhe DEIR refelences a

traffic stucly done by Public Works. There is no reference in the
traffic study that Koenigstein Road is determined unsafe fol oil
tnrcks. In order to overturn that f,rnding, there must be some
eviclence that changes have occulred in either the type of trucks or
angle of the turn to warrant the reversal of a long-standing fìnding.
Apparently, planning staff creatcd a vidco of a truck making the
turn successfully. There is also evidence in the record that an oil
truck hit the briclge while attempting to make the sane tun. This
accident was the one of the final incidents that stopped the old
flagman experiment and triggered the final determination that the
intersection is unsafe. The flagman clid not work because he did
not show up with any regularity.

If you visit the bridge today, imrnediately aft.er the intersection on
I(oenigste in Road you will see evidence of large scr aping on the
guardrails of the bridge. There was no witness to the cause of the
scraping. However, the lack of specificity does not affect the fact
tliat vehicles hjt tlre bticlge because the turn is to<i tight.

The DEIR tries to assert that the number of truck trips will be
reduced by the conclition of this perrnit. The notion is absurcl. The
number of truck trips permitted on Koenigstein Road is currently
zero. Any truck on that road is an INCREASE, in truck volume.
f'he ncxl assertion is that since the applicant has been unlawfully
using the road in violation of the CUP, that use sorreirow proves
that the applicant can saÈly use the road. Rathe¡ than assessing a
penalty flor the long-stancling violation of the CUP, Ventura
Planning is rewarding the oil company by trying to assert thar this
perurit represents a reduction in risk.

1'he prirrrerry responsibílity of Vcntura County Ciovernment is to
protect the .health, safety, and welfare of the community. The
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County's CEQA responsibility is to produce data driven analyses
supporting any change in this condition.

The DIIIRpresents incorrect data regarding the traffic volume.
According to County representations, CIALTRANS clata on
I{ighway 150 logs the ADT at2900, the same as it was in 1983.
CFROG checked the same CaLTRANS data anci for 2013 it was
3900 ADT, about a25o/o increase since 1983. It has not temained
static for 30 years as the DEIR. asserts. Additionally, Koenigstein
Road is the only entrance to a housing subdivision that was
perrnitted in early 2000. The volume of residential traffio has
steadily increased as available lots have been purchased and
developed. Accurate and up-to-clate trafÏc numbers must be

obtained in order to draw any accurate conclusions about traffic
patterns or circulation.

Substantial evidence including a 2nd District Appelate Court Case
(Whitman v. Ventura County Board of Supervisors) in the record
supports the fact that the Koenigstein Road intersection has been
determined to be unsafe for large oil tanker trucks. The County
incorrectly asserts that the intersection is safe based upon data
that is incomplete ancl inaccurate.

In State of Califbrnia v Superior Court, the court found that an EIR
is presumed adequate and the pctitioner (applicant in this case) has
tho burden of proving otherwise.

"An agency abuses its discretion if,it lails to proceed in a

manner required by law or if substanti¿rl evidence in the record

does not.support the agency's decision- (Save Our Peninsula

Committee v. Monterey County Bd. of Supervisors (2001) fì7

Cal.App.4th 99, 117.) "[A]n EIR is presumed adequate

fcitation], and the fpetitioner] in a CEQA action has the burden

of proving olherwise." (State of Califomia v. Superjor Courl"

(l 990) 222 CaJ.App.3d 1416, I4I9.)"

Without a thorough study of thjs intersection by a certif,red traffic
engineer mutually selected by the Planning l)epartment and the
pr,rblic, there can be no lawful change in existing circumstances.

c-il
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This recluest for a twenty-five year use entitlemcnt is extremely
risky to the public ancl pttts the County at grcat risk of a lawsuit in
the event of an accident. Þ-utthermore, such ¿r trafflc sttrcly shoulcl

include a projection of trafllc volutnes flor the 2í-year life of the
entitlernent. The health and safoty of the public are at stake.

The SEIR must also include the precis e size of trucks that will be

used to service these three new oil wells, tlrree existing oil wells
and one ledrilled well. lt can be rcasollably assutned that the
amount of procluced oil will incrcase, so lf the nurnber of trucks is

clecreasecl, the logical conclusion is that the service trucks will be

nccd to be larger. [n older to assess the PLrblic Works melno
reversing the FEIR, we neecl a precise description of each truck
that will remove oil or brine water from thc CUP, both now and

into the future life of the CUP.

Data from VC l-ire Department

The Surrrmit Fire Departrnent should be consulted for two reasons.

The number of accidents that they have responded to on l{ighr,vay
150 ancl the type of accidents shoulcl be analyzed. Adclitionally,
the Sunmit Firc Station is being relocated because of its dangerous

location on Highway 150 on a blind corner. It was detcrmined that
the tr-rrn onto Ilighway 150 for fire trucks presented a danger to
motorists and fire clepartment personnel. l'herc has been no
accident involving a f,tre truck departing that fire station. The
intersection in question at Koenigstein lìoad and llighway 150 is

micl-section between two blind cornels. Since the environmental
situ¿rtions are analogous, the environmental review should
incorporate and evaluate the study that supports this relocation
fincling.
The second analysis of fire cleparlrnent records should cover the

number and type of the response calls to oil and gas inciclences in
Upper Ojai. Without that carelul analysrs of acciclental
eriergencies already in the record, the public cannot be reassured

as to the implications of the safety of-fi-rther dcveloptnent.

Pipeline Alternative and Bridge Rebu¡ld Alternative
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CUP 3345 contains the following under statement of overriding
consideration number 9: "The nearest pipehne is the Arco Four
Corners Pipeline locatecl south of Highway 150. Condition 49
requires that connection to an oil pipeline be clone when production
averages 350 barre ls of oil per day (about two trucks per day)."
The DEIRperrnits an average of 1.1 tanker trucks per clay ar 23
one-way trips per day. llowever, a seconcl application just
submitted by the same operator to use Koenigstein Road would
create an additional amount of oil and a commensuratc increase in
tanker truck traffic that may put the amouut of truck trips at or
over the two trucks per day condition. There is no way to assess

the number of trucks per day that would be needed by this
applicant for both of the Koenigstein oil fields unless the facts
presentecl are specific to this applicant only. Since most oil
cornpanies in the immediate area successfully use a commercial
pipeline lor shipping their oil and gas, there is evidence that the
same alternative would be viable for this operator. The use of the
conmercial pipeline merits a complete analysis of all costs under
current conditions weighed carefully against the risks of using
Koenigstein Road f-or large oil tnrck traffic. Since the applicant
owns both the Agnew and Nesbitt and Harth leases, the analysis
should include the costs of builcling a pipeline through the
NesbitÆIarth land to keep all oil trucks off of Koenigstein.Road.

Like'"vise, there is no analysis of the cost of repairing or rebuilcling
the washed out bridge over Sisar Creek. The DEIRputs forth no
evidence to support the assertion that Fish and Wildlife might not
allor,v the reconstruction of the bridge. The conclusionary
information provided for the public regarding this critical issue is

r,voefully incomplete and dismissive. Public Resources Code
section 21153 rcquires a public agerrcy preparing an EIR to consult
with ancl obtain comments from "any public agency which has
juriscliction by law with respect to the project..."fr1.8. Section
15029.6 include in this calegory of public agencies "...the arca in
i,vhich reside those citizens most directly concerned by such

environrrental effects. . ."fi1.9
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The list of agencies that should be consulted as to all aspects of
this DEIR include: City of Ojai, City of Santa Paula, United Slates

Folest Service, Calìfornia Department of Fish and Wildlife, United
States Soil Conservation District, lìegional Water Quality Control
Board, Ojai Resource Protection District, Sisar Water District,
Ventura County'Watershed Protection l)istrict, California
Department of Transportation, California Highway Patrol and the

Ojai Unified School District, Summit School. This task must be

taken seriously. It is not only the law, it is the imperative that our
environment be protected to the fuUest extent. Thcrefore, we need
the knowledge and expertise of all jurisdictional agencies to submit
written comments.

In this DEI& the lead agency, Ventura County Planning, submitted
an erroneous Notice of Preparation (NOP) to the State of
California Clearinghottse and Planning Unit. The NOP is erroneous
because it only states in the project description that the
modification of CUP 3543 is for the "continuecl maintenance of an

existing oi1 and gas exploration ancl prodriction operation (Agnew
lease area) for an additional 25 years." It does not mention the
applicant's request to drill three new wells and redrill a fburth well
nor to change its acces.s to authorize the usc of a currently
prohibited, dangerous road. This is an aclclitional reason that
County Planning must contact all listed agencies directly for their
mput.

There is no mention of the natwal gas that will be produced on this
CUP. Thc disposition of the gas has not been discussed or
evaluated. The Agnew well records on this site indicate a history
of problems with APCD over llaring and disposition of the gas

duc to its high hydrogen content. The current plan and an

analysis of each possible use or disposition of the gas must be

included in the SEIR.

Sisar Creek and Endangered Steelhead Trout

The DEIR fails to demonstrate or include any evidence that
this project will not substantially impact Sisar Creek f rom
possible contamination from oil spills, hazardous chemical

c- 18
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spills, and brine water spills. Sisar Creek consists of about
7,4 stream miles and is tributary to Sania Paula Creek, lt
f lows southeast, entering Santa Paula Creek near the area
of Sulphur Springs, ln 1975 as part of a study of freshwater
fishes and habitat, Sisar Creek was surveyed and multiple
and "abundant" fish were observed with excellent summer
holding water, abundant food, adequate cover and suitable
water temps,.," (Moore 1980a). Sisar Creek was surveyed
again in 1992 and was absent any Steelhead fish. ln 2007,
one steelhead was observed in four locations that were
surveyed. (stillwater, USFW 2007)
There is an alarming decline in the number of steelhead
trout in Sisar Creek. Since this is critical habitat f or
steelhead trout, the lack of any mention of the species in
this DEIR is further evidence of its inadequacy. The project
site is adjacent to the East Fork of Sisar Creek, However,
there are hundreds of oil wells on the "antiquated" CUP

surrounding this project that are also adjacent to Sisar
Creek. lt can be reasonably assumed that the cumulative
effects of the almost 100 years of oil production has had a
major negative impact on the quality of the water and
habitat in Sisar Creek, During 100 years of oil production,
not one study has been done to assess the effects of oil
production activities on the environment in this area,
Within the past 3 months there was an oil pipeline break in

the immediate vicinity of CUP 3319 near Sisar Creek. While
no oilpenetrated the creek, it was a very close call. Today,
especially during this extreme drought and in order to
comply with the Federal Endangered Species Act, the
County must study the effects of oil and gas production on
the Endangered Steelhead Trout in Sisar Creek to
determine if there is anything that can be done to
reinvigorate this habitat,

New Application to reopen Nesbitt F'ield which should have been

abandoned within 2 years of May, 2013. To date the wells are

It',,
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not idled (per DOGGR) as required by current terms of the
CUP"

c-72

Mirada has made application with Ventura County Planning
l)epartment to reopen an oil f,reld that the operator promisecl to

abandon to abate his violation of illegally using Koenigstein Road
for approximately 20 years. Planning staff incorrectly state in the

DEIR that the Planning Commission f-ouncl the intersection of
Koenigstein Road to be safe ín a2013 heering. Quite the contrary.

Prior to the Planning Commission hearing, the applicant withdrew
his request to use l(oenigstein Road and agreecl to abandon all oil
rvells using that access in order- to abate the violation of its use of
Koenigstein Road. Because the violation was removed from the

CUP, permission to drill 9 oil wells on the same CUP accessed by a

dilïerent road was granted. However, the wells were never
abandoned. This new application is premised upon the approval to
use Koenigstein Road granted in this SEIR. In fact, the second

activity is dependent upon the flrst activity. The applicant has not
abandoned the oil field within two years as promised and has

submitted a statement in writing to Planning Staff that he never

intendecl to abandon the oil field. Both the County and the applicant
were sirnply waiting f'or this questionable permission to use

Koenigstein Road to be granted.

c-73

The full cumulative impacts of the full development of both of these

oii CUP's must be analyzed in this SEIR.

ln order to provide the public with a thorough and
acceptable EIR for this new project, CFROG is
req uest ¡ ng :

1. A County apploved biologist do a comprehensive review oIthe
cLrmulative and project specific eff'ccts oIdecades of oil and gas

activities on the flora and fauna of Upper Ojai as was required by
tlie Appellate Court decision in the 'Whitman case. This review
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must inclucle an analysis of the possibility of further harrn due to

the circumstauces of the current unprecedentecl drought.

2. A rnutually agreed upon þublic and planning staef third party
trafhc engineering f,rrm be rctained to complcte a thorough study

of the intersection of Koerrigstein Road ancl l{ighway 150

including the immecliate entry onto the bridge after making the

turn. This study must incorporate the Fire Departrnent study

sLrpporting its decision to move its fire station due to the dangeror-rs

conditions on Highway 150 and its many blind turns.

3. Fish and Wildlife state in writing how thc Steelhead Trout is
faring in Sisar Creek and how oil and gas activities, including
direct pollution and increased sedirnentation, have afÏècted tbe

enclangered spccies in the past ancl how increased activity may

affect the species in this critical habitat in the flttrue' Additionally,
thc County, as lcad ¡,gency should conduct its own study of the

cumulative impacts of oil and gas activity on the two trout streams

in Upper Ojai, Sisar and Santa Paula Creek. Both of these streams

were historically excellent fishing Streams, now there is no active

fishing in either stream.

4. A third party consulting firm, not affiliated with the applicant

either in the present or in the past, provide an cletailecl analysis of
the efficacy of either reqr-riring the applicant to rebutld the washed

out bridge or utilize a pipeline to transpc.rrt oil and brine water from

both the lower ancl upper CUP's on Koenigstein Roacl or,vned by

the applicant. This study must include an analysis of current and

future traffic for the cluration of this permit. If a reasonable

projection cannot be made fbr the years into the fhture, then there

must be a time lirnit on the permission that reflccts the accruate

projection capabilities. This analysis will then allow the pr.rblic to

unclerstand and weigh whether to grant its support for the applicant

to use Koenigstein Road for oil tanker trucks lor the n'ext25 years'

5. The Upper Ojai is locateci in an "extreme fìre clanger"

designatìon. An analysis of the increase in the risk of wildfire
harm to citizens and their property frorn oil and gas activity is lclng

overclue . The recent f,re in three oil storage tanks in Hopper
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Canyon just miles àway fi-om this area> home to dozens of oil
storage tanks, is reason for concern that the same type of incictent
could occur here. That fire was not catastrophic because the air
was darnp and there was a very light wind. What might occw in a

dry, east wincl? Included in this study mustbe an inventory of the
hundreds of pipclines that lace the hillsides of Upper Ojai. Some of
these pipelines preclate DOGGR. Most of them are above ground
pipelincs carrying crude oil, compressed gas, and sometimes
rmseparatecl crude oil and natural gas in the same pipeline. Many
of these pipelines are as muoh as 80 years old. Most of these
pipelines are above ground and, as such, they are ultimately the
responsibiìity of the County of Ventwa. So, for the first time in
over 100 years of oil production in Upper Ojai, we are calling
study of the increased fire dangers and the pipelines and possible
mitigations that could be includecl to protect the citizens from
wildfire danger.

6. A study of the aquifers and water quality in Upper Ojai as

affècted by the drought and l00l- years of oil and gas activities.
This stucly must include mitigations for oil and gas industry water
use. It must also include frrture projections of water sustainability
in this area depencient upon fresh water wells.

Respectfully Subrnitted,

John Bro<-rks

President CFROG

c-28
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Mirada Petroleum Oil and Gas Project

Case No. PLl-3-0158

Attn: Kr¡st¡na Boero

May 28,2015

Dear Ms. Boero,

My comments regarding DSEIR PL13-0158. The Project Description Section of the DSEIR is íncomplete

and the Traffic Circulation and Safety Section of the DSEIR d¡d nottake ínto consideration information

not provided bythe applicant. Additlonally, other sections of the DSEIR listed below are lacking

sufficient environmental safeguards. Please h¿ve the applicant provide the information requested

below, have the County analyze this additional information, make appropriare recommendations and

incorporate the suggested Requirements in the FSEIR'

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The DSEIR states that "During temporary drìlling operations, it is anticipated that a few truck strips

wouldoccurperdaytodeliverdrillingflulds(mainlywater) tothesiLe. ALruuk-rrrüurtLeddrillirigrig

would be moved ontothe site and remain fora few weeks pereach well."

The DSEIR does not adequately describe or analyzes the impacts of the delivery and removal of the drill

rig and associated drilling materials and equipment used during drilling, The Whitt¡er EIR states that 30

large trucks would be used to transport the drill rig and supporting equipment to the drill site with up to

15roundtripsperday. Someoftheselargetrucl<sareCozad'suptoT0footlongandweighting90,000
lbs.

Task PD 1: Please have the applicant describe size and weight of loaded trucks and the number of truck

trips required duringthe drilling operations, including delivery and removal of drill rig and associated

drilling materials and equipment. The applicant should identify a typ¡caf drill rig they intend to use and

obtain the above required information from the drill rig owner or transporter.

Section 2.5 of the Project Description, page 20 describes existing equipnrent located on the project site,

There is no mentíon of additional equipment the applicant proposes to install to accommodate the

anticipated increased production on the site. There should be a requirement that prohibits installation

of additional equipment without prior County approval

Requirement PD 1: lnstalling or adding equipment other than what is described in the SEIR is not

perrnitted. lf installation additional equipment is requested by the applicant, revision of this SEIR and

environmental review pursuant to CEQA would be required, including presentation to the public and

approval by the Ventura County decision rnakers.

D-l
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NOISE:

The Requirement proposed in the Noise Section of the DSEIR is inadequate. A single sound barrier

installed during drilling, as proposed by the applicant, may not be sufficient to comply with County Noise

Ord ina nce-

SESPE Consultìng lnc. in their June 20, 2013 report relies on the \ lhittier EIR as the basis for tlreir noise

analysis and calculations, however to assure compliance with County noise ordinance the same

requirementsasWh¡ttierarenotmandatedbytheCountyinthisDSEIR. Toassurecompliancewiththe

City of Whittier Noise Ordinance the Whittier City Planning Commission imposed continuous noise

monitoring and other noise reduction requirements during drilling operations. The same requirements

should be imposed on this applicant.

Requirement N1: The applicant shall retãin an acoustical consultant, approved bythe County, to

continuously monitor nose levels near sensitive receptors during drilling operations. The County shall

have the authority to issue citation and shut-down drilling operations if the noise criteria are exceeded.

Requirement N2: To minimize noise during drilling bctwccn 7 pm ond 7 om, cll bock-up OSHA requiled

noise indicators shall be disabled and flaggers shall be used instead. Flaggers are allowed by OSHA.

Requirement N3: The applicant shall institute Quiet-Mode operations during drilling activíties between

7 pm and 7 am. Quiet Mode would involve:

(1) Usine signalers for all back up operations and disabling backup alarrns.

(2) Using radios instead of voice communicatÌons.

(3) Pipe unloading from trucks and board loading is not allowed between 7 pm and 7 am.

TRAFFIC CIRCULATION AND SAFEry

Page 26 of the 5E lR states, in pa rt, that The Pu blic Works Agency Tra nspo rtation Depa rtment has

reviewed the proposed project and Koenigstein Road can be safely used. The fourth bullet on page 32

repeats that the County Transportation Department has reviewed turning movement of actual trucks

used to service the facility. However, only information regarding crude oiltanl<er trucks was provided to

the Transportation Department to make their findings. Drill rig and drilling equipment is transported on

larger trucks than used fortransporting crude oil and no information was provided and no analysis was

performed by The Transportatìon Depaftment regarding the use of these larger trucks. The applicant

has not shown that these larger trucks can safely navigate the narrow bridge on Koenigstein Road

adjacent to Highway 15O.

Tasl<TS1: Retain Licensed Civil Engineerto develop scaled drawings usingturning radius software to

slrow the ability of the largest Cozad and largest trucks described in Task PDI- above to salely navigate

the turn from Hwy l-50 on to Koenigstein Road Brìdge from both the east and westerly direction. Actu¿l

measurements of Koenigste¡n Road and the bridge shall be used as background forthe turning radius

drawings. Also include the tírne it would take these loaded trucks to make the turn safely. Make these

drawings available to the public for comment prior to issuance of final SEIR.

D.T
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TaskTS2: ProvideinformationobtainedinTaskPDlandTaskTSlabovetotheCountyTransportation
Department for them to provide a finding of safety regardìng turn¡ng the large trucks carrying drill rig

equipmentontoKoenigsteinRoadfromllwyl50. MaketheTransportationDepartmentfinding

available to the public prior to issu¿nce of FSEIR.

WATER RESOURCES

On page 52, the applicant claims that the short term water use would be equivalent to 0.07 acre-feet

per year. Averaging water usage over a one year period when allthe water would actuality be used over

a short period of a few weeks, as stated by the applicant, is misleading at best. Based on information

provided by the applicant, the average consumption of water during drilling operations would be 10,500

gallons perday- Absent a hydrology studythat shows thatthis amount of water can safely be

withdrawn from the existing aquaferwithout effecting existing uses of that aquafer, the applicant

should be required to trucl< in water from exterior sources'

Requirements W1: The applicant shall retain a qualified hydrologist, acceptable to the County, to

prepare a hydrological evaluation of the existing aquifer to determine that the withdrawal of water

requiredfordrillingcanbeaccomplishedwithouthavínganyeffectsonexitingusesofthataquafer. ln

the absence of such hydrological evaluatìon, the applicant shall provìde water to the facility for drilling

purposes via trucks from an approved Water Purveyor. The applicant shall provide a "willserve" letter

from the Water PurveYor.

ln summation, the request for the applicant to provide the information requested above, for the County

to analyze that information and mandate additional Requirements based on the additional information

provided by the applicant and mandate the requirements listed above to safeguard the community is

reasonable and prudent.

Tha nk you

Les Toth

5546 oldsalt Ln

Agoura Hills. CA 91301

Property owner along Koenigstein Road
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Boero, Kristina

Fro rn:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

Carol Cohen <carol cohen@me conr>
Tl.rursday, June 04, 2015 6:51 Plt¡l

Boero, Kristina
Carol Cohen
Mirada Petroleum - SEIR for Modified CLJP Pl No 13-0158

llello I(ristina-

I hope tìrìs email il¡rds you well.

I w¿ulted to take a few minutes to share my concerns over some points in the draft SEIR that has beell prepared for Mirada
Petroleum's requcst to modify their CUP l3-0158 for oil wclls in Upper Ojai.

I üve in Upper Ojai a fèw str-eets Cown the Rt. 150 from l(oenigstein Rd, u,hich I drivc by cvcry day. TLe i 50 is a fait'ly busy
road considering its mral location. It's one of two w'ays to gct ilto the town of O.iai, whictr has become an increasingly popular
destination for tourists irr the last few years. The 150 is used by local resirlenl.s and toudsts in cars, by large con-struction
vchiuics ärrd tracLor-râils¡s \¡/¡rrkixg irL the oil auid agriuulLurc iutJustrìr:s, arrl by druvcs of Llic¡rclists ard rlulorcyclists who
apprcciate the winding country road and the open air.

Forsomereason,peoplefeelcompelledtodrivefastonthel50whichisonercasonlhatmaì<esitadangerousroacl. It'snoì'
unusual for rne to be driving ten miles over the speed limìt, and have to pull over to let somcone pass me who is frying to go
faster than that. There are only a ferv places to pull over as the shoulder is exirernely narrow in most spots, if there is any
shoulder at all. Most of the road has a drainage trench on one side, and-because it is winding there are blind corners all the way
fron Steckel Park to Si.sar Rd.

One of those blind spots is where Koenigstein Rd meets the 150. F-rom Koenigstein, one cannot clearly see cars coming from
either di¡ection, so onc has to look, listen, anrl take zr Ìeap of Jàith to get onto the 150. I'nl alarmeci and disappointed ttrat the
SEIR grants approval for Mi¡acla's Tanker Trucks to use Koenigstein Rd because turning onto the 150 is such a cì.angerous
p.'Joposal. This danger is recognized in the SEIR. but since there are no acci<lents on record at this inlersection it is cleerned
passable and tÌris is a mistake. When a tanker truck gets into a disastlous ¿ccident at lhis intersecliorr, it rvill l¡e Loo latc to
revisit this rnistake. A talker truck accident puts the entire high fire-r.isk area in jeoparcty

A seconcl cause for concern I have lvith the SEIIÌ is how mucb water is require<l to drill the 4 new Mirada u,ells - a *hopping\ *
588,000gallons! Becausethisamounlofwatcrgetsamortizedoverthe25yetvlifèoftheprojcct,itisregardedasaminimal
amount. I¡ this horrible extreme drought we are in. r"voul<in't it makc more sense to posqlone this project until our local wate¡
levcls get bacl< to normal? It seems unfäir that one colnpany is allor¿,e<I to use so nÌuch \^/ater at one time, rvhile just a fèw

::i$::":"-r 
ûornr¿l people are facing povcrty bccause of the drought ancl tl-rr: rest ol us iu the neighborhood are struggting to

IamproudofthehistoricLlpperOjaioilindustry.andofmylriendsandueighborsr.vhosetìrniliesmakeaüvingf¡omiL. I
unclerstanditsacomplicatedriskl,business,andlaskthafyoudonotmodifyCIJPPLNo l3-0 l5Stoallowthctankertrucks
to travcl on Koenigstein Rd., and do not allow ihe new wells to bc drilled until we âre out o1. the drought. l
M;Lny thanks l-or yor.rr time,
Carol

Ca¡ol (lohen
t2609 SIsar Rd
Ojai, CA 93023
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June 8,2015

Krisiino Boero,
Commerciol/l nduslrìol Permifs
Plonning Division
Counly of Venluro
800 S. Vicloria Avenue
Venturc, CA93OO9-L740

Re: Cose No. PLl3-0 I 58

Deor Ms. Boero.

Les Tofh hos obly set oul f he egregious technicql shortcomíngs of lhe Counly's preporotion of
the DSEIR concerning Mircldo's proposed exponsion of octívily on their Agnew Leose jusl off
Koenigsiein Rood in Upper Ojoi. in his leiler of Moy 28, 2Ol5.

As o neighbor lo the Agtrew Leose ond qn engqged Venturo County res¡denl, lwont 1o point
out llrot this slÌp-shod, self-servirrg document is c port of o long history of the County colluclirrg
wìTh Mîrqdo, it's lcwyers ond environmentql consultonls in ollowing lhe oil company To pursue o
duplicilous, broit ond swifch compoign to expond iis operotions in the Upper Ojoi oreo under
cover of q grossly monipulofed CUP system.

l Ë-4
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With the excepiion of f he courqgeous botlle fough
Miroda's flounting of lhe County's own regulotions, 1

exponsìve ogendo, obelted by the Couniy's lox ov
exlrocf oil from iis leoses buT demond lhol il operol
enforcemenl of the County's permilling codes con

Preporolion of o complele ond independentìy verif
Counly lo clemonslrqte serious oversighi of their CU
cilizenry, logether wilh its new orgonizqlionol muscl
in regoinÍng its regulcTory credibility.

Sincerely,

John Dcrvis
12179 Koenigslein Rood
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Comments on Mirada Agnew Project

Kristina Boero

Ventura CComments on Mirada Agnew Project

Kristina Boero

Ventura County Planning Division

800 So. Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93009

Dear Ms. Boero:

May 15,2015

The draft Environmental lmpact Report (ElR) on the Mirada Agnew

project is inadequate in part because it failed to complete the study

recommended in the original ElR. There was a scoping hearing and

questions and comments were submitted to you to be considered in the

Supplemental Environmental lmpact Report (SEIR). lt is as if the

hearing and the testimony did not happen which leaves the public in

the position of responding to an inaccurate by omission staff document

that is rife with conclusionary statements unsupported by evidence.

CEOA cumulative Ímpacts

Jeffrey Barnes, County Counsel, said at a Planning Commission

J-
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hearing of a zoning clearance appeal brought by Los Padres Forest

Watch in early 20'l 5, "when we have the opportunity to review a CUP,

we had better get it right."

The 1985 Final Environmental lmpact Reporl (FEIR) on CUP 33J9

called for a thorough study of the flora and fauna in the Upper Ojai as

part of a cumulative review of the potential harm to the environment

that decades of oil operations might have done. The FEIR is not the

product of a study by the Planning Department ratifíed by the Board of

Supervisors. Rather, it is the culmination of a lawsuit successfully

brought by local citizens that.resulted in a published opinion by the 2nd

Dístrict Court of Appeal to force the Planning Department to study the

cumulative impacts of oil and gas development in Upper Ojai. The

DEIR omits the important fact that the FEIR contains a statement from

the biologist charged with assessing the impact of oil and gas

operations on Sisar and Bear Creeks that says the time of year was not

suitable for making the required evaluation. Therefore, ds a condition

of approval of the FEIR, a recommendation was made to do a multi-

agency task force study of the flora and fauna in the immediate future.

As we pointed out in our comments at the scoping hearing, there never

was such a study. Planning Staff dismissed the suggestion of the study

by saying it was just a "recommendation." So now for the ftrst time, in

-)



this supplemental ElR, we have the opportunity (responsibility)to look

at the flora and fauna in a sensible, thoughtfulmanner to assess ihe

historical and future health of the ecosystem in Upper Ojai. Ventura

County General Plan Resources Appendix includes four pages of

promises to the public about our biological resources. The section

concludes, "The interdependence of all life forms and the ecological

needs for a stable and well-balanced environment must be recognized

so that a healthy coexistence between human and natural biological

cunìrrruníties can be assured "pg.59. This project is adjacent to one of

the oldest and largest unregulated oil and gas productíon CUP's in

Ventura County. Thus, we need to take this unusual opportunity to

study the flora and fauna in a sensible, thoughtful manner to assess the

historical and future health of the ecosystem. "We had better get it

right "(Jeff Barnes)

ln Whitman vs. Board of Supervisors, the lawsuit painstakingly

brought by citizens thirty years ago on this very CUP, an EIR is

defined in Public Resot¡rces Code section 2106 1 as "an inforrnational

document," the purpose of which "is to provide public agencies and the

public in general with detailed information about the effects which a

proposed project is likely to have on the environment; to list ways in

which the [88 Cal.App.3d 406] significant effects of such a project

might be minimized; and to indicate alternatives to such a

2



project."fn.3. This SEIR does not meet that standard.

Cumulative Effects of "antiquated CUP permits"

Against this backdrop, it must be understood that Ventura county has

determined that any oil and gas cuP, regardless of its potential or past

environmental impacts, must be treated as frozen in time. ln other

words, whatever conditions,were contained in the CUP at the time it

was granted are the extent and limit of any future permitting. Upper

Ojai has the largest and probably the oldest CUP in Ventura County.

CUP 15 encompasses 7880 acres on the southern half of the Upper

Ojai Valley. Four more antiquated CUP's cover the adjacent

Silverthread Field and Sisar Creek Field- There has never been any

CEQA review in the forty-five years since the law was enacted on any

of these oil permits. As of March, 1979, there were about 195

producing wells in the OjaiOil Field (Silverthread, CUP 15, and Sisar

areas). Now, in 2015, there are still no conditions, NOR TIME or

DRILLING LIMITS on those CUP's. This is the environmental

setting of the project before us today,

Ma.ior CEQA Triggering Event

Substantial changes to the conditions under which the permit was

issued have occurred which must trigger a CEQA review Today,

California is in an unprecedented 1500-year drought. Governor Brown
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has declared a drought state of emergency. All water agencies, all

members of the public, and all industries have been tasked with cutting

their water use by 25o/n and 32o/o percent in Ojal. The implications of

this extreme drought do not just affect the use of hundreds of

thousands of gallons of water to drill an oil well. The water to drill this

well will come from the water well located on the property. That same

aquífer provides water to dozens of private homes in the immediate

area, The heavy draw on that one water well may affect nearby

l-rúnreowne¡s arrd the production of their own wells. Waterwells are

drying up and new ones are being drilled at a record pace (see water

well permits issued in 2O14 and 2015 in the Ojai Valley). These new

wells are often deeper and perhaps entering new aquifers of untapped

water- The County has provided no data or analysis regarding this

environmental issue. Neither the County nor the public have any idea

what impact oil and gas drilling, production, or completion techniques

may have on the rapidly diminishing water in this area. We, the

citizens of Upper Ojai, call upon our Resource Management Agency to

complete a scientiflc study of the possible serious environmental

impacts, cumulative or project specific of drilling new oil wells during

this unprecedented drought"

The drought has put the flora and fauna of Upper Ojai under

\
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CalFire has just completed an aerial survey of the number of dying and

dead trees in California National Forests. According to this repori,

there are 999,000 acres of dead trees. (AP News story). The Upper

Ojai Summit Fíre Station just submitted a report to Ventura County

Fire Department on the effects of the drought on the Upper Ojai

protected oak forests. Preliminary information puts the tree death rate

at about 20'/.. Fish and Wildlife just issued a public statement that

many species of wild animals are abandoning their young as a matter

of survival. "California Department of Fish and Wildlife offìcials said

drought has forced more bears and deer to venture onto mountain

highways, where many are struck and killed by vehicles." (LA Times

Veronica Rocha, 2015). The addition of three new oilwells on an

existing well pad near Sisar and Beai Canyon Creeks is an unnecessary

risk in today's drought climate. The effects of truck traffic, drilling

rigs, air pollution, noise, increased human activity, and the potential for

an accidental oil or brine water spill might just prove to be the

additional critical impact that causes a permanent crash in a species

population.

lf we don't take the time and opportunity now to study the cumulative

effects of all of the oil and gas activities on the environment over the

past 30-100 years when we have a conditioned, expired CUP adjacent
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to the non-conditioned CUP's, when will this ever be done?

Continuing to permit oil and gas CUP's in Upper Ojaiwithout

cumulative effects studies is to violate the purpose and intent of

CEQA

Traffic and safety Concerns at Koeningstein Road intersection

with Hwy 150

The FEIR of 1983 determined that the intersection of Koenigstein

Road and Highway 1 50 is too dangerous for large oil trucks. lt is up

the applicant to clisprove that finding. The DEIR references a traffìc

study done by Public Works. There is no reference in the traffic study

that Koenigstein Road is determined unsafe for oil trucks. ln order to

overturn that finding, there must be some evidence that changes have

occurred in either the type of trucks or angle of the turn to warrant the

reversal of a long-standing finding. Apparently, planning staff created

a video of a truck making the turn successfully. There is also evidence

in the record that an oil truck hit the bridge while attempting to make

the same turn. This accident was the one of the final incidenis that

stoppecl the old flagman experiment and triggered the final

determination that the intersection is unsafe. The flagman did not

work because he did not show up with any regularity.

The DEIR tries to asseft that the number of truck trips will be reduced

by the condition of this permit. The notion is absurd. The numberof
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truck trips permitted on Koenigstein Road is currently zero. Any truck

on that road is an INCREASE in truck volume. The next assertion is

that since the applicant has been unlawfully using the road in violation

of the CUP, that use somehow proves that the applicant can safely use

the road. Rather than assessing a penalty for the long-standing

violation of the CUP, Ventura Planning is rewarding the oil company

by trying to assert that this permit represents a reduction in risk.

The primary responsibility of Ventura County Government is to

protect the health, safety, and welfare of the community. The

County's CEQA responsibility is to produce data driven analyses

supporting any change in this condition.

The DEf R presents incorrect data regarding the traffìc volume.

According to County representations, CALTRANS data on Highway

150 logs the ADT at 2900, the same as it was in 1983. CFROG

checked the same CALTRANS data and for 2013 it was 3900 ADT,

about a 25õ/o increase since'1983. lt has not remained static for 30

years as the DEIR asserts. Additionally, Koenigstein Road is the only

entrance to a housing subdivision that was permitted in early 2000,

The volume of residential traffic has steadily increased as available lots

have been purchased and developed. Accurate and up-to-date traffic

numbers must be obtained in order to draw any accurate conclusions
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about traffic patterns or circulation.

Substantial evidence including a 2nd District Appelate Court Case

(Whitman v. Ventura County Board of Supervisors) in the record

supports the fact that the Koenigstein Road intersection has been

determined to be unsafe for large oil tanker trucks. The County

incorrectly asserts that the intersection is safe based upon data that is

incomplete and inaccurate.

ln State of California v Superíor Court, the court found that an EIR is

presumed adequal.e a|rd the petitloner (applicant in this case) has the

burden of proving otherwise.

"An agency abuses its discretion if it fails to proceed in a

manner required by law or if substantial evidence in the record

does not support the agency's decision. (Save Our Peninsula

Cornmittee v. Monterey County Bd. of Supervisors (2001) 87

Cal.App.4th 99, 117.) "[A]n EIR is presumed adequate

[citation], and the [petitioner] in a CEQA action has the burden

of proving othenruise." (State of California v. Superior Court

(1 990) 222 Cal.App.3d 1 41 6, 1 419.)"

Without a thorough study of this intersection by a certified traffic

engineer mutually selected by the Planning Department and the public,

there can be no lawful change in existing circumstances. This iequest

for a twenty-five year use entitlement is extremely risky to the public



and puts the County at great risk of a lawsuit in the event of an

accident. Furthermore, such a traffic study should include a projection

of traffic volumes for the 2í-year life of the entitlement. The health

and safety of the public are at stake.

The SEIR must also include the precise size of trucks that will be used

to service these three new oil wells, three existing oil wells and one

redrilled well. lt can be reasonably assumed that the amount of

produced oil will increase, so if the number of trucks is decreased, the

logical conclusion is that the service trucks will be need to be larger.

ln order to assess the Public Works memo reversing the FEIR, we need

a precise description of each truck that will remove oil or brine water

from the CUP, both now and into the future life of the CUP.

Data from VC Fire Depadment

The Summit Fire Deparlment should be consulted for two reasons.

The number of accidents that they have responded to on Highway 150

and the type of accidents should be analyzed. Additionally, the Sunmit

Fire Station is being relocated because of its dangerous location on

Highway 'l 50 on a blind corner. lt was determined that the turn onto

Highway 150 for fire trucks presented a danger to motorists and fire

department personnel. There has been no accident involving a fire

truck departing that fire station. The intersection in question at
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Koenigstein Road and Highway 150 is mid-section between two blind

corners. Since the environmental situations are analogous, the

environmental review should incorporate and evaluate the study that

supports this relocation finding,

The second analysis of fire department records should cover the

number and type of the response calls to oil and gas incidences in

Upper Ojai. Without that careful analysis of accidental emergencies

already in the record, the public cannot be reassured as to the

irrr¡rlicatiurrs uf tlre safety of fuftlrer developnrent.

Pipeiine Alternative and Bridge Rebuild Alternative

CUP 3345 contains the following under statement of overriding

consideration number 9: "The nearest pipeline is the Arco Four

Corners Pipeline located south of Highway 150. Condition 49 requires

that connection to an oil pipeline be done when production averages

350 barrels of oil per day (about two trucks per day)." The DEIR

permits an average of 1.1 tanker trucks per day or 2.3 one-way trips

per day. However, a second application just submitted by the same

operator to use Koenigstein Road would create an additional amount of

oil and a commensurate increase in tanker truck traffìc that may put the

amount of truck trips at or over the two trucks per day condition

There is no way to assess the number of trucks per day that would be

needed by this applicant for both of the Koenigstein oil fields unless
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the facts presented are specific to this applicant only. Since most oil

companies in the immediate area successfully use a commercial

pipeline for shipping their oil and gas, there is evidence that the same

alternative would be viable for this operator The use of the

commercial pipeline merits a complete analysis of all costs under

current conditions weighed carefully against the risks of using

Koenigstein Road for large oil truck lraffic. Since the applicant owns

both the Agnew and Nesbitt and Harth leases, the analysis should

include the costs of building a pípeline through the NesbiVHarth land

to keep all oil trucks off of Koenigstein Road.

Likewise, there is no analysis of the cost of repairing or rebuilding the

washed out bridge over Sisar Creek. The DEIR puts forth no evidence

to support the assedion that Fish and Wildlife might not allow the

reconstruction of the bridge. The conclusionary information provided

for the public regarding this critical issue ís woefully incomplete and

dismissive. Public Resources Code section 21153 requires a public

agency preparing an EIR to consult with and obtain comments from

"any public agency which has jurisdiction by law with respect to the

project. .. "fn.8. Section 15029 6 include in this category of public

agencies "...the area in which reside those citizens most directly

concerned by such environmental effects..."fn.9



The list of agencies that should be consulted as to all aspects of this

DEIR include: City of Ojai, City of Santa Paula, United States Forest

Service, California Department of Fish and Wildlife, United States Soil

Conservation District, Regional Water Quality Control Board, Ojai

Resource Protection District, Sisar Water District, Ventura County

Watershed Protection District, California Department of

Transportation, California Highway Patrol and the Ojai Unified School

District, Summit School. This task must be taken seriously. lt is not

orrly ttre law, it is tlte intperative that our environment be protected to

the fullest extent. Therefore, we need the knowledge and expertise of

all jurisdictional agencies to submit wrítten comments..

ln this DEIR, the lead agency, Ventura County Planning, submitted an

erroneous Notice of Preparation (NOP) to the State of California

Clearinghouse and Planning Unit. The NOP is erroneous because it

only states in the project description that the modification of CUP 3543

is for the "continued maintenance of an existing oil and gas exploration

and production operation (Agnew lease area) for an additional 25

years." lt does not mention the applicant's request to drill three new

wells and redrill a fourth well nor to change its access to authorize the

use of a currently prohibited, dangerous road. This is an additional

reason that County Planning must contact all listed agencies directly

for their input
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There is no mention of the natural gas thatwill be produced on this

CUP. The disposition of the gas has not been discussed or evaluated

The Agnew well records on this site indicate a history of problems

with APCD over flaring and disposition of the gas due to its high

hydrogen content. The current plan and an analysis of each possible

use or disposition of the gas must be included in the SEIR.

Sisar Creek and Endangered Steelhead Trout

1. The DEIR fails to demonstrate or include any evidence that this

project will not substantially impact Sisar Creek from possible

contamination from oil spills, hazardous chemical spills, and

brine water spills. Sisar Creek consists of about 7.4 stream

miles and is tributary to Santa Paula Creek. lt flows southeast,

entering Santa Paula Creek near the area of Sulphur Springs.

ln 1975 as part of a study of freshwater fishes and habitat, Sisar

Creek was surveyed and multiple and "abundant" fish were

observed with excellent summer holding water, abundant food,

adequate cover and suitable water temps..." (Moore 1980a).

Sisar Creek was surveyed again in 1992 and was absent any

Steelhead fish. ln 2007, one steelhead was observed in four

locations that were surveyed. (Stillwater, USFW 2007)

There is an alarming decline in the number of steelhead trout in
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Sisar Creek. Since this is critical habitat for steelhead trout, the

lack of any mention of the species in this DEIR is fufther

evidence of its inadequacy. The project site is adjacent to the

East Fork of Sisar Creek. However, there are hundreds of oil

wells on the "antiquated" CUP surrounding this project that are

also adjacent to Sisar Creek. lt can be reasonably assumed

that the cumulative effects of the almost 100 years of oil

production has had a major negative impact on the quality of the

watcr and habitat in Sisar Creek. During 100 years of oil
J

production, not one study has been done to assess the effects

of oil production activities on the environment in this area.

Within the past 3 months there was an oil pipeline break in the

immediate vicinity of CUP 3319 near Sisar Creek. While no oil

penetrated the creek, it was a very close call. Today, especially

during this extreme drought and in order to comply with the

Federal Endangered Species Act, the County must study the

effects of oil and gas production on the Endangered Steelhead

Trout in Sisar Creek to determine if there is anything that can be

done to reinvigorate this habitat.

New Application to reopen Nesbitt Field which should have been

abandoned within 2 years of May,2013. To date the wells are not

idled (per DOGGR) as required by current terms of the CUP.
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Mirada has made applrcation with Ventura County Planning

Depaftment to reopen an oil field that the operator promised to

abandon to abate his violation of illegally using Koenigstein Road for

approximately 20 years. Planning staff incorrectly state in the DEIR

that the Planning Commission found the intersection of Koenigstein

Road to be safe in a 2013 hearing. Quite the contrary. Prior to the

Planning Commissíon hearing, the applicant withdrew his request to

use Koenigstein Road and agreed to abandon all oil wells using that

access in order to abate the violation of its use of Koenigstein Road.

Because the violation was removed from the cuP, permission to drill 9

oil wells on the same CUP accessed by a different road was granted

However, the wells were never abandoned. This new application is

premised upon the approval to use Koenigstein Road granted in this

SEIR. ln fact, the second actívity is dependent upon the first activity.

The applicant has not abandoned the oil fìeld within two years as

promised and has submitted a statement in writing to Planning Staff

that he never intended to abandon the oil field. Both the County and

the applicant were simply waiting for this questionable permission to

use Koenigstein Road to be granted.

The full cumulative impacts of the full development of both of these

oil CUP s must be analyzed in this SEIR
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ln order to provide the public with a thorough and

acceptable EIR for this new project, CFROG is requesting.

I A County approved biologíst do a comprehensive review of the

'cumulative and project specifìc effects of decades of oil and gas

activíties on the flora and fauna of Upper Ojai as was required by the

Appellate Court decision in the Whitman case. This review must

include an analysis of the possibílity of further harm due to the

circumstances of the current unprecedented drought.

2. A mutually agreed upon (public and plannirtg staff) third pafty

traffic engineering firm be retained to complete a thorough study of the

intersection of Koenigstein Road and Highway 150 including the

immediate entry onto the bridge after making the turn. This study

must incorporate the Fire Department study supporting its decision to

move its fire station due to the dangerous conditions on Highway 150

and its many blind turns"

3. Fish and Wildlife state in writing how the Steelhead Trout is faring

in Sisar Creek and how oil and gas activities, including direct pollution

and increased sedimentation, have affected the endangered species in

the past and how increased activity may affect the species in this

critical habitat in the future. Additionally, the County, as lead agency

should conduct its own study of the cunrulative impacts of oil and gas

activity on the two trout streams in Upper Ojaì, Sisar and Santa Paula
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Creek. Both of these streams were historically excellent fishing

streams, now there is no active fishing in either stream.

4. A third party consulting firm, not affilìated with the applicant either

in the present or in the past, provide an detailed analysis of the efficacy

of either requiring the applicant to rebuild the washed out bridge or

utilize a pipeline to transport oil and brine water frorn both the lower

and upper CUP's on Koenigstein Road owned by the applicant. This

study must include an analysis of current and future traffic for the

duration of this permit lf a reasonahle projection cannot be made for

the years into the future, then there must be a time limit on the

permission that reflects the accurate projection capabilities. This

analysis willthen allow the public to understand and weigh whether to

grant its support for the applìcant to use Koenigstein Road for oil

tanker trucks for the next 25 years.

lncluded in this study must be an inventory of the hundreds of

pipelines that lace the hillsides of Upper Ojai. Some of these pipelines

predate DOGGR. Most of them are above ground pipelines carrying

crude oil, compressed gas, and sometimes unseparated crude oil and

natural gas in the same pipeline. Many of these pipelÍnes are as much

as 80 years old. AB 1960 requires operators to do an inventory of

pipelines and prepare a pipeline management plan. Since most of the
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pipelines in Upper Ojai are above ground, these plans should be

submitted to Resource Management Agency and be available for

public perusal as they are ultimately the responsibìlity of the County of

Ventura. So, forthe firsttime in over 100 years of oil production in

Upper Ojai, we are calf ing study of the increased fire dangers and the

pipelines, and possible mitigations that could be included to protect the

citizens from wildfire danger.

5. The Upper Ojai is located in an "extreme fire danger" designation.

An ânalysis of the increase in the risk c¡[wiltlfile lrar¡l to citizetrs and

their property from oil and gas activity is long overdue. The recent fire

in three oil storage tanks in Hopper Canyon just miles away from this

area, home to dozens of oil storage tanks, is reason for concern that the

same type of incident could occur here. That fire was not catastrophic

because the air was damp and there was a very light wind. What might

occur in a dry, east wind?

6. A study of the aquifers and water quality in Upper Ojai as aflected

by the drought and 100+ years of oil and gas activities. This study

must include mitigations for oil and gas industry water use. lt must

also include future projections of water sustainability in this area

dependent upon fresh water wells.

Respectfully Submitted,ounty Planning Division

800 So Victoria Ave.
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Ventura, CA 93009

Dear Ms. Boero:

May 15, 2015

The draft Environmental lmpact Report (ElR) on the Mirada Agnew

project is inadequate in part because it failed to complete the study

recommended in the original ElR. There was a scoping hearing and

questions and comments were submitted to you to be considered in the

Supplemental Environmental lmpact Reporl (SEIR). It is as if the

hearing and the testimony did not happen which leaves the public in

the position of responding to an inaccurate by omission staff document

that is rife with conclusionary statements unsupported by evidence.

CEQA cumulative impacts

Jeffrey Barnes, County Counsel, said at a Planning Commission

hearing of a zoning clearance appeal brought by Los Padres Forest

Watch in early 2015, "when we have the opportunity tp review a CUP,

we had better get it right."

The 1985 Final Environmental lmpact Report (FEIR) on CUP 3319

called fora thorough study of the flora and fauna in the Upper Ojaias

part of a cumulative review of the potential harm to the environment

that decades of oil operations might have done. The FEIR is not the

product of a study by the Planning Department ratified by the Board of
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Supervisors. Rather, it is the culmination of a lawsuit successfully

brought by local citizens that resulted in a publíshed opinion by the 2nd

District Court of Appeal to force the Planning Department to study the

cumulative impacts of oil and gas development in Upper Ojai. The

DEIR omits the imporlant fact that the FEIR contains a statement from

the bíologist charged with assessing the impact of oil and gas

operations on Sisar and Bear Creeks that says the time of year was not

suitable for making the requÍred evaluation. Therefore, as a condition

of approval of the FEIR, ä rccurtìtìtetldation was tlade to do a multi-

agency task force study of the flora and fauna in the immediate future.

As we pointed out in our comments at the scoping hearing, there never

was such a study. Planning Staff dismissed the suggestion of the study

by saying it was just a "recommendation." So now for the first time, in

this supplemental ElR, we have the opporlunity (responsibility) to look

at the flora and fauna in a sensible, thoughtful manner to assess the

historical and future health of the ecosystem in Upper Ojai. Ventura

County General PIan Resources Appendix includes four pages of

promises to the public about our biological resources. The section

concludes, "The interdependence of all life forms and the ecological

needs for a stable and well-balanced environment must be recognized

so that a healthy coexistence between human and natural biological

communities can be assured."pg.59. This project is adjacent to one of
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the oldest and largest unregulated oil and gas production CUP's in

Ventura County. Thus, we need to take this unusual opportunity to

study the flora and fauna in a sensible, thoughtful manner to assess the

hístorical and future health of the ecosystem. "We had better get it

right."(Jeff Barnes)

ln Whitman vs. Board of Supervisors, the lawsuit painstakingly

brought by citizens thirty years ago on this very CUP, an EIR is

defíned in Public Resources Code section 21 061 as "an informational

document," the purpose of which "is to provide public agencies and the

public in general with detailed information about the effects which a

proposed project is likely to have on the environment; to list ways in

which the [88 Cal.App.3d 406] signifìcant effects of such a proiect

might be minimized; and to indicate alternatives to such a

project."fn.3. This SEIR does not meet that standard-

Cumulative Effects of "antìquated CUP permits"

Against this backdrop, it must be understood that Ventura County has

determined that any oil and gas cuP, regardless of its potential or past

environmental impacts, must be treated as frozen in time. ln other

words, whatever conditions were contained ìn the CUP at the time it

was granted are the extent and limit of any future permitting Upper

Ojai has the largest and probably the oldest CUP in Ventura County'
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CUP'1 5 encompasses 7880 acres on the southern half of the Upper

Ojai Valley. Four more antiquated CUP's cover the adjacent

Silverthread Field and Sisar Creek Field. There has never been any

CEQA review in the forty-five years since the law was enacted on any

of these oil permits. As of March, 1979, there were about 195

proclucing wells in the OjaiOil Field (Silverthread, CUP 15, and Sisar

areas). Now, in 2015, there are still no conditions, NOR TIME or

DRILLING LIMITS on those CUP's. This is the environmental

setting of the project before us today,

Major CEQA Triggering Event

Substantial changes to the conditions under which the permi! was.

issued have occurred which must trigger a CEQA review. Today,

California is in an unprecedented 1500-yeardrought. Governor Brown

has declared a drought state of emergency. All water agencies, all

members of the public, and all industries have been tasked with cutting

their water use by 25o/o and 32ok percent in Ojai. The implications of

this extreme drought do not just affect the use of hundreds of

thousands of gallons of water to drill an oil well. The water to drill this

well will come from the water well located on the property That same

aquifer provicles water to dozens of private homes in the immediate

area. The heavy draw on that one water well may affect nearby

homeowners and the production of thelr own wells. Water wells are
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drying up and new ones are being drilled at a record pace (see water

well permits issued in 2014 and2015 in the OjaiValley). These new

wells are often deeper and perhaps entering new aquifers of untapped

water. The County has provided no data or analysis regarding this

environmental issue. Neither the County nor ihe public have any idea

what impact oÌl and gas drilling, production, or completion techniques

may have on the rapidly diminishing water in this area. We, the

citizens of Upper Ojai, call upon our Resource Management Agency to

complete a scientific study of the possible serious environmental

impacts, cumulative or project specific of drilling new oÍl wells during

this unprecedented drought.

The drought has put the flora and fauna of Upper Ojai under

extreme stress.

CalFire has just completed an aerial survey of the number of dying and

dead trees in California National Forests. According to this report,

there are 999,000 acres of dead trees. (AP News story). The Upper

Ojai Summit Fire Station just submitted a report to Ventura County

Fire Department on the effects of tl're drought on the Upper Ojai

protected oak forests. Preliminary information puts the tree death rate

at about 20%. Fish and Wildlife just issued a public statement that

many species of wild animals are abandoning iheir young as a matter
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of survival. "californla Department of Fish and wildlìfe officials said

drought has forced more bears and deer to venture onto mountain

highways, where many are struck and killed by vehicles,' (LA Times

Veronica Rocha,20 15) The addition of three new oil wells on an

existing well pad near sisar and Bear canyon creeks is an unnecessary

risk in today's drought climate. The effects of truck traffic, drilling

rigs, air pollution, noise, increased human activity, and the potential for

an accidental oil or brine water spill might just prove to be the

additional critical irtrpacl. tltat causes a permanent crash in a species

populatíon.

lf we don't take the time and opporlunity now to study the cumulative

effects of all of the oil and gas activities on the 
"nu,ront.nt 

over the

past 30-100 years when we have a conditioned, expired CUP adjacent

to the non-conditioned CUP's, when will this ever be done?

Continuing to permit oil and gas CUP's in Upper Ojaiwithout

cumulative effects studies is to violate the purpose and intent of

CEQA.

Traffic and safety Concerns at Koeningstein Road intersection

with Hwy '150

The FEIR of 1983 determined that the intersection of Koenigstein

Road and Highway 150 is too dangerous for large oil trucks lt is up

the applicant to disprove that finding. The DEIR references a traffic
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study done by Public Works. There is no reference ín the traffic study

that Koenigstein Road is determined unsafe for oil trucks. ln order to

oveñurn that finding, there must be some evidence that changes have

occurred in either the type of trucks or angle of the turn to warrant the

reversal of a long-standing finding. Apparently, planning staff created

a video of a truck making the turn successfully. There is also evidence

in the record that an oil truck hit the bridge while attempting to make

the same turn. This accident was the one of the fìnal incidents that

stopped the old flagman experiment and triggered the final

determination that the intersection is unsafe. The flagman did not

work because he did not show up with any regularity.

The DEIR tries to assert that the number of truck trips will be reduced

by the condition of this permit The notion is absurd. The number of

truck trips permitted on Koenigstein Road is currently zero. Any truck

on that road is an INCREASE in truck volume. The next assertion is

that since the applicant has been unlawfully usìng the road in violation

of the CUP, that use somehow proves that the applicant can safely use

the road. Rather than assessing a penalty for the long-standing

violation of the CUP, Ventura Planning is rewarding the oil company

by trying to assêrt that this permit represents a reduction in risk-

The primary responsibÌlity of Ventura County Government is to
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protect the health, safety, and welfare of the community. The

County's CEQA responsibility is to produce data driven analyses

supporting any change in this condition.

The DEIR presents incorrect data regarding the traffic vo|-lme.

According to County representations, CALTRANS data on Highway

150 logs the ADT at 2900, the same as it was in 1983. CFROG

checked the same CALTRANS data and 'for 2013 it was 3900 ADT,

about a 25o/oincrease since 1983. lt has not remained static for 30

years as the DEIR asserts. Additionally, Koénlgstèin Road is the only

entrance to a housing subdivísion that was permitted in early 2000.

The volume of residential traffic has steadily increased as available lots

have been purchased and developed. Accurate and up-to-date traffic

numbers must be obtained in order to draw any accurate conclusions

about traffic patterns or circulation.

Substantial evidence including a 2nd District Appelate Courl Case

(Whitman v. Ventura County Board of Supervisors) in the record

supports the fact that the Koenigstein Road intersection has been

determined to be unsafe for large oil tanker trucks. The County

incorrectly asserts that the intersection is safe based upon data that is

incomplele and inaccurate

ln State of California v Superior Court, the courtfound that an EIR is

presumed adequate and the petitioner (applicant in this case) has the
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burden of proving othenvise.

"An agency abuses its discretion if it fails to proceed in a

manner required by law or if substantial evidence in the record

does not support the agency's decìsion. (Save Our Peninsula

Committee v. Monterey County Bd of Supervisors (2001) 87

Cal.App.4th 99, 117.) '[A]n EIR is presumed adequate

[citation], and the [petitioner] in a CEQA action has the burden

of provìng othen¡¡ise." (State of California v. Superior Court

(1990) 222 CaLApp.3d 1416, 1419.)'

Without a thorough study of this intersection by a certified traffìc

engineer mutually selected by the Planning Department and the public,

there can be no lawful change in existíng circumstances. This request

for a twenty-five year use entitlement is extremely risky to the public

and puts the County at great risk of a lawsuit in the event of an

accident. Furthermore, such a traffic study should include a projection

of traffic volumes for the 25-year life of the entitlement. The health

and safety of the public are at stake.

The SEIR must also include the precise size of trucks that wíll be used

to service these three new oil wells, three existing oil wells and one

redrilled well. lt can be reasonably assumed that the amount of

produced oil will increase, so if the number of trucks is decreased, the
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logical conclusion is that the service trucks will be need to be larger.

ln orderto assess the Public Works memo reversing the FEIR, we need

a precise description of each truck that will remove oil or brine water

from the CUP, both now and into the future life of the CUP.

Data from VC Fire Department

The Summit Fire Department should be consulted for two reasons

The number of accidents that they have responded to on Highway 150

and the type of accidents should be analyzed. Additionally, the Sunmit

Fire Station is being relocated because o[ its tjattgerous locatiotr on

Highway 150 on a blind corner. ltwas determined thatthe turn onto

Highway 150 for fire trucks presented a danger to motorists and fire

department personnel. There has been no accidánt involving a fire

truck departing that fire station. The intersection in questign at

Koenigstein Road and Highway 150 is mid-section between two blind

corners, Since the environmental situations are analogous, the

environmental review should incorporate and evaluate the study that

supports this relocation finding.

The second analysis of fire department records should cover the

number and type of the response calls to oil and gas incidences in

Upper Ojai. Without that careful analysis of accidental emergencies

already in the record, the public cannot be reassured as to the

implications of the safety of further development.
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Pipeline Alternative and Bridge Rebuild Alternative

CUP 3345 contains the following under statement of overriding

consideration number 9' "The nearest pipeline is the Arco Four

Corners Pipeline located south of Highway 150. Condition 49 requires

that connection to an oil pipeline be done when production averages

350 barrels of oil per day (about two trucks per day)." The DEIR

permits an average of 1.1 tanker trucks per day or 2.3 one-way trips

per day. However, a second application just submitted by the same

operator to use Koenígstein Road would create an additional amount of

oil and a commensurate increase in tanker truck traffic that may put the

amount of truck trips at or over the two trucks per day condition.

There is no way to assess the number of trucks per day that would be

needed by this applicant for both of the Koenigstein oil fields unless

the facts presented are specific to this applicant only. Slnce most oil

companies in the immediate area successfully use a commercial

pipeline for shipping their oil and gas, there is evidence that the same

alternative would be viable for this operator. The use of the

commercial pipeline merits a complete analysis of all costs under

current conditions weighed carefully against the risks of using

Koenigstein Road for large oil truck traffic. Since the applicant owns

both the Agnew and Nesbitt and Harlh leases, the analysis should

:t L,t



include the costs of br,rilding a pipeline through the NesbiUHafih land

to keep all oil trucks off of Koenigstein Road.

Likewise, there is no analysis of the cost of repairing or rebuilding the

washed out bridge over Sisar Creek The DEIR puts forth no evidence

to support the assertion that Fish and Wildlife might not allow the

reconstruction of the bridge. The conclusionary information provided

for the public regarding this critical issue ìs woefully incomplete and

dismissive Public Resources Code section 21153 requires a public

agency preparing an EIR to cortsulI witl¡ atttl obtain cotrtlrrents frotlt

"any public agency which has jurisdiction by law with respect to the

project..."fn.8. Section 15029 6 include in this category of public

agencies " ..the area in which reside those citizens most directly

concerned by such environmental effects..."fn.9

The list of agencies that should be consulted as to all aspects of this

DEIR include. City of Ojai, City of Santa Paula, United States Forest

Service, California Department of Fish and Wildlife, United States Soil

Conservation District, Regional Water Quality Control Board, Ojai

ReSource Protection District, Sisar Water District, Ventura County

Watershed Protection District, California Department of

Transportation, California Highway Patrol and the Ojai Unified School

District, Summit School. This task must be taken seriously. lt is not

only the law, it is the imperative that our environment be protected to
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the fullest extent. Therefore, we need the knowledge and expertise of

all jurisdictional agencies to submit written comments.

ln this DEIR, the lead agency, Ventura County Planning, submitted an

erroneorls Notice of P,reparation (NOP) to the State of Californía

Clearinghouse and Planning Unit. The NOP is erroneous because it

only states in the project description that the modification of CUP 3543

is for the "continued maintenance of an existing oil and gas exploration

and production operation (Agnew lease area) for an additional 25

years." lt does not mention the applìcant's request to drill three new

wells and redrill a fourth well nor to change its access to authorize the

use of a currently prohibited, dangerous road. This is an additional

reason that County Planning must contact all listed agencies directly

for their input,

There is no mention of the natural gas thatwill be produced on this

CUP. The disposition of the gas has not been discussed or evaluated.

The Agnew well records on this site indicate a history of problems

with APCD over flaring and disposition of the gas due to its hlgh

hydrogen content. The current plan and an analysis of each possible

use or disposition of the gas must be included in the SEIR

Sisar Creek and Endangered Steelhead Trout

1. The DEIR fails to demonstrate or include any evidence that this
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project will not substantially impact Sisar Creek from possible

contamination from oil spills, hazardous chemical spills, and

brine water spills. Sisar Creek consists of about 7 4 slream

miles and is tributary to Santa Paula Creek. í, Oo*" southeast,

entering Santa Paula Creek near the area oÍ Sulphur Springs.

ln 1975 as part of a study of freshwater fishes and habitat, Sisar

Creek was suryeyed and multiple and "abundant" fish were

observed with excellent summer holding water, abundant food,

aclequate cover atrcJ suitable water temps .. " (Moore 1 980a).

Sisar Creek was surveyed again in 1992 and was absent any

Steelhead fish. ln 2O07, one steelhead was observed in four

locations that were surveyed. (Stillwater, USFW 2007)

There is an alarming decline in the number of steelhead trout in

Sisar Creek. Since this is critical habitat for steelhead trout, the

lack of any mention of the species in this DEIR is fufiher

evidence of its inadequacy. The project site is adjacent to the

East Fork of Sisar Creek. However, there are hundreds of oil

wells on the "antiquated" CUP surrounding this project that are

also adjacent to Sisar Creek. lt can be reasonably assumed

that the cumulative effects of the almost 100 years of oil

production has had a major negative impact on the quality of the

water and habitat in Sisar Creek. During '100 years of oil
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production, not one study has been done to assess the effects

of oil production activities on the environment in this area,

Within the past 3 months there was an oil pipeline break In the

immediate vicinity of CUP 3319 near Sisar Creek. While no oil

penetrated the creek, it was a very close call. Today, especially

during this extreme drought and in order to comply with the

Federal Endangered Species Act, the County must study the

effects of oil and gas production on the Endangered Steelhead

Trout in SisarCreek to determine if there is anything that can be

done to reinvigorate this habitat"

New Application to reopen Nesbitt Field which should have been

abandoned within 2 years of May, 2013. To date the wells are not

idled (per DOGGR) as required by current terms of the CUP.

Mirada has made application with Ventura County Planning

Department to reopen an oil field that the operator promised to

abandon to abate his violation of illegally using Koenigstein Road for

approximately 20 years. Planning staff incorrectly state in the DEIR

that the Planning Commission found the intersection of Koenigstein

Road to be safe in a 2013 hearing. Quite the contrary. Prior to the

Planning Commission hearing, the applicant withdrew his request to

use Koenígstein Road and agreed to abandon all oil wells using that
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access in order to abate the violation of its use of Koenigstein Road.

Because the violation was removed from the CUP, permission to drill 9

oil wells on the same CUP accessed by a different road was granted

However, the wells were never abandoned. This new application is

premised upon the approval to use Koenigstein Road granted in this

SEIR. ln fact, the second activity is dependent upon the first activity.

The applicant has not abandoned the oil field within two years as

promised and has submitted a statement in writing to Planning Staff

il¡aLlre rrevet'itrteltr:lecl to aba¡rdolr tlre oil field. Both the County and

the applicant were simply waiting for this questionable permission to

use Koenigstein Road to be granted.

The full cumulative impacts of the full development of both of these

oil CUP's must be analyzed in this SEIR^

ln order to provide the public with a thorough and

acceptable EIR for this new project, CFROG is requesting:

'l . A County approved biologist do a comprehensive review of the

cumulative and project specific effects of decades of oil and gas

activities on the flora and fauna of Upper Ojai as was required by the

Appellate Court decision in the Whitman case This review must

include an analysis of the possibility of furlher harm due to the

circumstances of the current unprecedented drought.

2. A mutually agreed upon (public and planning staff) third party
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traffic engíneering firm be retained to complete a thorough study of the

intersection of Koenigstein Road and Highway 150 including the

immediate entry onto the bridge after making the turn. This study

must incorporate the Fire Department study supportíng its decision to

move its fire station due to the dangerous conditions on Highway 150

and its many blind turns.

3. Fish and Wildlife state in writing how the Steelhead Trout is faring

in Sisar Creek and how oil and gas activities, including direct pollution

and increased sedimentation, have affected the endangered species in

the past and how increased activity may affect the species in this

critical habitat in the future. Additionally, the County, as lead agency

should conduct its own study of the cumulatíve impacts of oil and gas

activity on the two trout streams in Upper Ojai, Sisar and Santa Paula

Creek. Both of these streams were historically excellent fishing

streams, now there is no active fishing in eíther stream.

4. A third party consulting firm, not affiliated with the applicant either

in the present or in the past, provide an detailed analysis of the efficacy

of either requiring the applicant to rebuild the washed out bridge or

utilize a pipeline to transport oìl and brine water from both the lower

and upper CUP's on Koenigstein Road owned by the applicant. This

study must include an analysis of current and future traffic for the
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duration of this permit. lf a reasonable projection cannot be made for

the years into the future, then there must be a time limit on the

permission that reflects the accurate projection capabilities. This

analysis will then allow the public to understand and weigh whether to

grant its support for the applicant to use Koenigstein Road for oil

tanker trucks for the next 25 years.

lncluded in this study must be an inventory of the hundreds of

pípelines that lace the híllsides of upper ojai. some of these pipelines

predate DOGGR. Most of them are above ground pipelines carrying

crude oil, compressed gas, and sometimes unseparated crude oil and

natural gas in the same pipeline. Many of these pipelines are as much

as B0 years old. AB 1960 requires operators to do an inventory of

pipelines and prepare a pipeline management plan. Since most of the

pipelines in Upper Ojai are above ground, these plans should be

submitted to Resource Management Agency and be avaílable for

public perusal as they are ultimately the responsibility of the County of

Ventura. So, for the first time in over 100 years.of oil production in

Upper Ojai, we are calling study of the increased fire dangers and the

pipelines, and possible mitigations that could be included to protect the

citizens from wildfire danger.

5. The Upper Ojai is located in an "extreme fire danger" designation.

An analysis of the increase in the risk of wildfire harm to citizens and
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their property from oil and gas activity is long overdue. Ïhe recent fire

in three oil storage tanks in Hopper Canyon just miles away from this

area, home to dozens of oÍl storage tanks, is reason for concern that the

same type of incident could occur here. That fire was not catastrophic

because the air was damp and there was a very light wind. What might

occur in a dry, east wind?

6. A study of the aquifers and water quality in Upper Ojai as affected

by the drought and 100+ years of oil and gas activities. This study

must include mitigations for oil and gas industry water use. lt must

also include future projections of water sustainability in this area

dependent upon fresh water wells.

Respectfully Submitted,

John Brooks

CFROG
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Boero, Kristina

From:
Sent:
To:
Su bject:

Dear Ms. Boero -

l've several friends living up off Koeningstein Road in the Upper OjTi Valley with whom I visit regularly over the past
many years. I travel on Highway 1 50 both from Ojai and from Santa Paula and l've had many instances over the
past decade when l've had to take either a hard right or a hard left turn from the highway onto Koeningstein Road
exactly when an oil service truck rs afso negotiating an exit - or an entrance - while coming from the opposite
direction on Koeningstein. lts a blind turn from either direction and coming upon a loaded oil tanker truck is
terrifying and terribly unsafe- Considering that there's an alternative service road constructed and maintained by the
oil company who's wells are off Koeningstein, there's no rational reason why oil service vehicles - with the potr:Átial
of catastrophic explosion resulting in potential death and intense fire if a serious collision were io take place - should
be allowed to share Koeningstein with other veh¡cles travelíng to and from the many homes ín the area The sharp
(and blind) turn required for any vehicle navigating from eitherdirection on Highway 150 onto Koeningstein
represents a legitimate safety concern with great potential fortragicconseguences if Oil Service Trucks (especially
oil tanker trucks) are allowed to share that access with cars. I urge your office to not allow such Oil Service Truci<s

ad. And if the County funds a legitimate highway geometr¡c safety study, such a study
Un-Biased and "neutral" consulting firm who's neutrality on this issue is beyond reproach
and the residents of Koeningstein Road.

Thank you.

Michael J. Shapiro
1231 Fairview Courl
Ojai, CA 93023
805-BB9-71 05
michael@michaeljshapiro com

m ichael@ m ichaeljsha p iro.co m

Tuesday, Jurre 09, 2015 72:22 PM

Boero, Kristina
RE: The inherent and grave safety conflict between Koeningstein Road ani Oil Irrdustry
Service trucks

il-J-
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June 14, ?015

Kristína Boero
Ventura Counl'¡ Planning Ðivisicn
80O South Vidoria Avenue
Venti;ra, CÂ 93OO9

Dear Ms- Boero,

Attacfied please find a memo¡andum frotll Ed P'uzak, Traffic Engineer- tr1/e submit this docurnent into the
comme¡ts for the Draft SEIF for Mirada Petroleutn Oii and 6as Prolect ¡rumber PL13-0158.

,lain Perry

Board ùlernber, Èespnn;ibie till or:c J¿s

i-irlÍG:lr:¿r'¡j '";l l:ireÌ.oi't;: i¡:iln .i¡i;:k^;. .l¡:í::i,Îrr:i'¡ ï':.,:t '::;.; ''i:li:i'aa!-i, i.ia¡cl i-]¡iì,¡ ùtir: j),:¡i'¡

,\t:i: ¡: tlirr ¿ìi)¡;r':ì :

'j':e,¡rtCclcr,¡t ?lÐ, itir"i)3iiiili,ileyiit;-ì.lr'ç!{;ir;. l¡.ir;i",¿ii,.i ¡;i17.¡;ii¡--h;rl i'l,jar3ì,¡/iilr/{ün t'j':).-1.t\i1t}t.

3,rrah Cti¿'rst!"arû.?t'tú, '¿'ìc¡ie PEi.ecs. C. ,lriit;h;ri:l iih¡.zir,r. 
-iorir,r Snurlan, ùi¿ce tnrJe(hil¡, 'larn 
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+nginärf ng corîsutting firm. Relatad Prcject iilvol'¡ement incllded :

x Co-ProjBcf DirsÈtcr ior , (PrlWA), Dspaftm€ni ÞÍ

Transpäflafon in d*va e llandbook", añ opÊrating
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x Developert uaffic accìd*nt iepoñing s'¡slarns ior Çítiçs cT Lynwood, Çerritos' snc

Pa.Ìm gPrfrqs" Cal!{'oinla'

ã Ðc-proþct D{rector, city cf Trjeçün, Arizone, 
-comprrheñsivr Foad'¡¿ay ughüng"

pro¡e,;r. Ðevalope,j *Íteria for ÇitywldË stfeEt and icqdwày l¡ghting ilfa!-tlcss'

1¡J!S TASL} CQT'{SULfl Nq gi\¡Gl|¡{ËEFS

Sou-ìhern üajftaml¿ fuìanager tor Trafflc & Trannporlation Ërrglneering. Rêlål€d ProìâÇ-t

: ¡õYôlv€fltÍÏ indudsd:

Frejeci Ûiracbr for Corflpr*hansive J'ratfic

Çfty cl El Sagundo, Çalifornle, Study irr'rol

{TS Ml ctråtègy dÈvð lopúsnt, identÍñcatíor¡
banEit neads.

ûe,¡alçlpscl ClÍer-¡lqtlon Elemenl oi the Gerr+,"ai Flan TÐr the Cities of Él $egunci'c and

nadonào Bea¿h. Re,riewed ånd recomrnended ímprovornents tö iha Fiverslde
Courrrf Çtro¡lation Element þr the Cþ of HerneL

Ðeue{oped ffic eirculation, AeâÉs$ and parkíng pìÈns includìng signing and

Etfiping r€mffimêndations fOr prlvata shopping ce¡"rlers gnd office cjevalopm*nix ìn

Senft! Barþaru, *nc! Ôrenga tonrtly, Êalifoi'nia-

Ceord*rst¡,J Þ.g:fji: detcur glanninç ancJ iey r,rÌ'¡.ith ASL deeign depanmen'i or,
prçjeæ reiajsd lc hy--4raulic lmprcvernents xnrJ sirnst dæigns,

Ðerrelo¡rod cïì BniJ of gtreet peiklng demand; ldentlfled daflclencies and dovelooe,l
mifig*{on ríìaå.Bu¡'es for projeet irr the vrraterlront er.'Bg of Santa Barbars"

Frojact Oire',.1ûr an'ìdsntifitaù'ofì# High,{cci'dent þcadÐrrc'studies in titiaa of
L:ai'lc¡gÍar, Hurrtingtan Par* an<l tlerden ßi'av.Ê, tallfornlq,. y's pan of ihe Huntlngtcn
FErk xb.;di¡ Hre cau*alîve taúara ol single '¡ehiçle, run-o'ff-the-road Çpe accid*nts
yeárê ifi\i'restÍçded.

Proja,;t Dira'Corla;' Cesigrr of iratñc signals, eaíely' lightìng end lane co¡t¡oi display
eys'i.*;ns br he l-1,8" i'låvl/, Ganrp Pen.Jleton þlarine Bå'å6, tca,¡nsid+, Califortria,

,A* Fr*iqr; iji¡'çr;,:.¡i' ir.,' i,'lf'. ryi {.i)¡Íill'---,É, 'lalÌiÐrnia r1ëi,'É¿\)rÉii ir';lSi':,:ign*ì ìj:ï¡ñË,
*i-:,si:iç é!í')d;leì.;'ij'ì,r::l.i::'ît*e.rJ*;'.:ii'ri-:.r *'i i¡'*: l"¡i:i'.$,:sì¿rrillìla+ i;ìtaiE+,;ijr¡ir;,
ii;:;ii'¡Í¡)e'4, n;r)tiatfn iC+¡lj*i-'":S ;:;iålj,,,e ii: riËíìai :jjïjil'; åilij i-la¡,j,ir,y¡: ,--;"+il¿:¡;i'l;ì,:s

,,ls i r,- i¡,-i:it j tiïe I'lå:-: {l ::\ i F r:¡-t i' ¡ ìr ::g:: i ¿ ì È.ç
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2 Desig'ed biclfie lan.s an,l Êath ícr sË.:Ìion c'i bícy'ci,a leuility alonç Palos Vard;s

ó.¡u*"¡n City éf Foiling þiiils Ësratss, F¿viàwei signinç and stripir,g aiong 5åm€

s¿ttion,

I,l (BSl) CÛ¡YSULTINâ ËìiGINEERS

From ^etårt data tc March 1âËS, Proj+cf fulanaEer foi' Tr.*fflc &. Transpnitãtion. F¡em

l,lerch 1 g€5 lo 1g97, vice Prasidant jfl eharge ci ltie Lle Ançalas courrty regÌon'

PruJ*c1 Engaqenrents lncì ud Bd :

I ÂÈtirìg Oity Traffic Engineer lor Crl¡ of Oceanside, Cs{ifor'nis. Dutiee inclucjed lraffic

slgnal deeign, traffic engineerïng stud¡ss, r

slgns, tl'rlpÌpg end ma¡klng; rBYielY c,f naw
âcces.sr parking layout, gçornatric deeign'
c¡reulelion a6d bicycle lana/path design. Lìalson '¡¿ith Õ,{LTFAI'IS relatilis to
propoaad interchange and highrvay alignment deeign for the Houta 7rì Expressway

througûr Oce¿r$ida.

Conductåd Mlssion Avanua tiansportatien cçnicoÍ study i¡ wesiei¡t pcrtion of

Çcearreide to determine nêcsssary raadway '¡¿ideilinË n*eds, channelìze$on
locaticns, bue Íqns¡t locati<rns snd tel,Ðoaiions, signing a¡cj ma¡kïng nesds and
traffie'¿irn¡fs$on chanços to improve r¡afíic llow en'J rÐd$ca +cci¡=¡,E

Directo¡, .Paver¡ent lv{arkinç Demonst'-a'fion t3rent, Cilias oî i'luniìill;lo¡ Fark &
Ocea¡¡eìdø, Prcjaç årrtaitã{j prepara'ilon of plans, specificatlonÈ, Ðst¡rnåtee an,J
çonsù-';çtiön inEpa*tjo* fr:r he lrrsl¿llatlon nÌ rai*Erj pe.,'e'rnen'i ¡'re¡ksn; ¡rr seleclsd
i.Ðui.?s wffiin tfie cities.

r ÐirEd¡r, üftywido 'Iraffic Sìgnel Ev.eiuaùün Str.rdy, ill¡l pl Ocaansi.Je, Dutles
i,rv¡lv+d evslueiloñ ci Ê'fty existing tratfic signal instelletione to dÈtårrnine
daficien€iea in sìgrral timing, op+i-etion and dlspleV. ,{rialy:çi,e çí lo,:ations nit¡
g:rlentÞl for luh¡re sigrralìzatìon þåsed on prajai*d he.ffir:'¡üirJines. TianspôrråflL11ì
fiar'nlnE and nrodeling, acciden; hisiçry, eignt diutanca reqrirernËr'tts, ËtÇ. wsr.s
also rrülizÊd.

È ßireu:lor, Clfy of .Anairqim, Comriarciali Reci.eqtion e¡'rá Clrcili¡'lir¡n study, A¡eileim,
taijfoml.r. Ðutleg irlv'ç|.¡+d preliminary ,lesign ci gioun.l nrçuntad irnd overhçacj
sþn ntossaliÊ Signinä â,nd rnana;;j*rnarlt ¡:í,s¡-re iol døpi,rynrÉrlî fÐr l¡aitìc e¡ginaeiing
t'integfr* +åec'1 cer-t,ai¡-l '):rilnr'ì'l-øíejilì/fg."-raalín¡tispr¡fi¡iç +^r':rrli¡ rrl,:i,¡i.

r iil'+,fir:1, i?ii-7 qf .{najrei'¡¡ ''lìlg:: irlstí:iaj,'-.l;'; ln< iti'¡:.jni'Êli4i,ti:,ji ,3,;'--.¡"¡";,1:

'je';al,;i.ån.l€rr.ts, Prcjr:ct rr-l-r",¡li';ci ,J+finiirç pi^-.r!h:'.1ì'it$ ;¡ e,r;:li¡ri::ii'.x.t¡n ãiirJ r!¡Jsra.'Íilf': Ltìi

1:-i{\')?Í, tåglrinp;irxrniiiríicn *r'':i ;ïiiziili:i!È;ìi::iì ù{,);}iatr, ijir,¡tri ;,¡rî,3 i:1 Éì

ai,t:l,3jr:1rfiT,f ítinti g,:r;lf!iaCl ¿l r-1i',:;J,'i-ì,-ì iÐ j:'¡it,'t).¡:l :)i;-Í,::ii;¡,t.:.r ;J,.;;.i .'?ii;l:.+ r:ui,:¡f;ê; ìr;ri

a';¿i¡1.,r¿îg iì'lr¡:u;ii irtrp¡r;t;;7;1 sìgiri';rg ei¡.1 naii"¡1+r1å;.ìr)ri.
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Froj*ct Þir'scior fç¡' e Circulaiion Study' Anelysis of

impl,l of lsrÌd use stsm v/Êe' conductsd'

B*c¡mmond¿üons rrrprovurnorÌlg' pårkfnË

rnúfiagtrrltrn sFatsglea and TSM utralegtea'

* ;lu3ìs.i1 es Traf{o ñnglnaer tor City 'tT Rolìing Hil{B Estales. tuties involvsd hafflc

lew of sçning, rna,'king, trafflc siErrai wa,:rani studleE dñd

trlstory analyees, and ccn,luct of *paod åuruelu' Ualgcn

wtth piannlr¡g or exisiing ciaveloprneÛtE hdth raspect to imptcl

on t¡affic onçi h as c ri^revrrey location, pedastrlan. and bio/cle

circr¡letipn, lóading arrd unloedlng and internal parkítrg layout and çirqulstion'

Project ÐìreC*or, Crty c'f Lswndale Citywide Tra nvolveñent

inJLA"¡ øevalopmånt of engineering, cheñnel rol' and signìng

þ restriËt corrrûuter tiaffic intrusion into resida ËorrducÈåd

parkin$ analyaee ì.o optlrnize curù parking cn majo¡ añerlÊl through ch/.
i:çvetõe¡ aitsrflative street deslgns for resin;rfuring meJor arterisl tratfic flow'

UZAK & ASSÐCIATES, INC'

#

I'

"'l
:'
I
t; r
r,:

!ü

ã

slecialiing in strÐËt, highway, and transparlation engineering consuiting arrd

tsfirutting for litig*tio n "

T,-affiö'Errginaer (Acting), Citry of Harm':sa Baach, ei'rgag*d to provìde corrtinuin,ç
'trsffc ,ÉrrÊín+ÉrTng servicse anrj ls cgndurt speeial proiects, 1987 ìc ?ÙÇt,

T,¡atfir: H¡ginaurÍng rlnnsulìant icr öi"¡y of F,xuriiaìn V.allç),, reviewing rpeclal
rl",-1jaâra" tmfilc jmn**tsïudiec ¿ird Eirvirtni"n+iltãl imnaci Rap*ns, (Eln5), 198? ìn
'tÐË]_

ûlrculation & Parking $ìudy, La ñliracle Dríva-in Swsp ful*et. Arrafyzed ãccessi
navle.¡¡td pe,J.eet'ien circr.¡iation and esses.sed parking for Swap fuìeet OperflüÊn,
Såflr,ä Fe Springs, Öeliûomia. 1997.

Frnj.a,.:t fuisnaçer, -*it/ of Yihittìe'", Transporiatio¡ ÀcceEs and Circulation Sh-.idy,
Itåaçnoila Arrân,.¡e Ëleer¡ra", 1 987.

T¡:qÍiic g*¡ri-y o{ "l)r-La:'le fics,l 'ionìdor üpeteiio¡", tltty +f flrlçnrovia, 1S88.

fi+.ii*];-,'¡:i'îl Sil,:i7 ioi "i-;ri-rE Ësaen ;S j;'çlr"is: i.i;"nËie:<'' {ii Lìo¡¡rçf r: ;}*rh), ,-nrrr;
tÞs{;-i " l'Sel-¡L'l Ðçr.1.
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Registered Pròfassianal T¡'affic EnEirraar in thæ Steta ¿i Caìilor'ia ('1976) #Û2Ü2

l Ti¿îfic lmpac stu,Jy |or .,il1nt1imer StiÊet Çicstji¿,', City ol sanra Ana, in conjunction
- 

*n¡"pråp'o=aO t'lo'tngutt Comrnerciai Froier:l' 1Ê95'

r lirqfñc rmpacr strdy îÈr *Çio+ura oI Fioneer Bor,rre.iârd ijcts¡een citjes ol i''lawaiian

4 
$.,rrdsns and Lorrç -t"tt:;:]="r, 

,',,,r*,sity or Çaiiiornia, Ëerkare.lr Tra¡Jic saíaty

Frcvi'lts a'¡al¡¡atÌåns oi fial'ic engineering and

ihin l'loril-rðrn Ëati"fornìa agancies with emphaejs +n

tfiocüve use oï engineerinç and *nior*+*"ni pract-ices to mitçeie iocal traf'r'ic s#*ry

problams, 2000 to 20-11.

Prtbress I o NAL B g'G! $TR'ATI o r{

. ,F*gti.tured Frofessional Ôivii Engineer in the states of californîa ('1e69) #1AA',4'

.f.tawait (1g74) #372-1, Nçvada il g7s) #4190 and A¡izona {19æ) #15"147"

I

PRSËES,S ITT{ÂL AFFILIAT] O II

r , Arnetican gocisty of Civil Engineers ('q'SCÊ)

r ltïstltutÊ of Transportation Êngineers (iTQ
r iVnerican Public !V'lik= A*s*¡cidticn (AP\À/A)

r Transporlå.tlön Ëesear+i'¡ ðnard íInB)

TË.À.e.H .l N g .AjII D LË.TTU FI i.Fl :È E.{J G"A Ë ËJIi E 1.¡'T€

¡ irrstructor f+r ifl,âlårui¿ cf Trairsporìs'tion Et',-ldies (fT,S), LJníver tè¡ ct' Ðalìi¡¡nie

Bai*aley, teachlng "Fund4n:¡ri""als of Tiaific Enginearing'' 1Ë78 io 20fJi '

¡ .lnstr-.icio¡ ior tfflcs ol Trarfic Salety (ÙTS), .Siata of Caiifomra, teaching .Ttaffic

Saist¡ Prr:biems". jirsr¡ucl-ion inr¡clv.s,i pr'i-eciÎcel & iheorçlical applicati'ln.s nl h-ai.ic

+ngin,eeri¡g ,J*.siçn anLr! ôi3êràtftns as it falalÉrC lo iirrpraving nafety, Ðirecte.l at

¡'afric sngíneerinü gnd Ìar¡¡ eniçrcemânt p'er--jÕnnel, 197/ throuçh i 981 '

a Gresi ì,gütil¡'.sr ç¡1 "Advan-)-ages arrd Þísadrrantacles nf Using tenrr¡¡;iqrize'l Tralrìc

$ignal Syttenis'', lrrternariangi ,!lurtjcipai Signal ,ùssocialion, 'l3iñ,

.5:r.+Ð..!:rÐ.,¡a "3ir:',icia *r'iil Fr;,;,åSlrian .i¡iEi:1, SlaiE of \l\ilsc¡lr'lsin", 'Ji=s=r1l:+cJ a.i

trl.åUÛEF r;-r,aeiìi't¿ ir 5:¡n r:lì;!ì' ri;;rríiCr;-riA, !Ç7'ô.

ìip*ahar,:rn -Bi,:¡,üi+.i¿j^"'i:¿ ir¡ i¡4rsc,'r 'ìalii¡inr.r" pr=:i.:iile'J Al ¡\,iAi-il-IiËP

í;il t-iiÈ f ,¡ i'l rlit i:ï-':cra t! r, li i i,ir:r i s,' 37') .
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r lnsù¡ucitôr for lnstilute of Tra¡-,spoitål!,1n siudies onÉ w€ck ¿Ðul$â on "Üonstructon
t 

w;;k zorre Tec¡nlquas and piactices", 1994 through 1985.

i lnstruct orlor lTS. Univeæfg oÌ CaliÍornia teaçhing 'tapacity & Safaly Åtong Êural

' stnt* HiçhweYr", 1984'

i Speaker at AFV/A Transportntiçn Confererlçe în Los Angeles on 'Transpoñsüon- 
Systems Maneglment Tschniques to Êeduce Trnrr€l Gcngostíon", 1882'

cfvrt rHvQLvEtr¡ËNf

,.?, fulemþar, City of Fountein Va.lley TraÈric &. Transpo¡tation Cornmission, i 979.

,, IÅembcr, Oity of Fountain Va.llay Plsnnin-q Çomrrrission, 197Ð thraugh 1981 "

COI,IM¡TTEE I NVQLVE¡II EilT

¡ Memb6r, lnstltutÊ ot'fransportation Enginaers (fTE) Çommitie,r 5-BB, "Parking
örneratier¡', 1Ð8O through 19ä1

r Mcmba¡. ITE'úommitiae 4ìtl-1t, .ld..sntlflcåtion of Hesearch Ài+es Flegarding Hurnan
Feflors in Trafllê f,fld TrarìËpÕilatjon EnfineerinE Research Êegerding Hurnan
Factors in T,-anoportatiqln Engint*iing', iS83 ihroo.¡gh igg7,

'r þismþÈf, lTË Cornmitte,e 4,À..-?7, u'Trgffi,. ton'!i'oi De'¡iËgg i¡r' torv V+iuitr¿ Ëoáds",
1086 io 1ÊgA.

r A¡nericqn PublÍc Worlcs AssoeiEllon (AP-VVA¡, Sor¡msm C¿Jifomia A¡sE
Transpoftation Committee, Ìvìerïþev l9É1 lo clåte. SEn¿ed as Chsiiman 'l8BB

Itrough 1984.

r fulomber, fl"E Gommitta,+ 5P-3, *Pe,i¿stijan FeciJitles", 19gQ to lÈgS,

{nstiir.,lg ef îrarnporîaÌlpn Engineai:s ,Ëavie'¡¡er cT fulanusl On Uniiprm Truffic Control
Þaviceg (MtJTtD) in assislanr:= cr ùit,-fl-CD TÐchni+åi CÐßì¡iri.tts+, lg8'l tc Zûe1',
?'00ts to pres'ent

F'*du.ral Tux 1,, ä. nurnb+r lJ#-,1,:ü5ë,$*.d
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Bo Kristina

From:
Sent:
lo:
Subject:
Attachments:

Margot Griswold Ì mgriswold@ landiq.com>

Monday, June 15, 2015 1:25 PM

Boero, Kristina
Comment letter DSEIR (P113-0158)

DSEIRKoenigstein oil.docx

Please find my comments attached to this email for the draft SEIR (P113-0158)

Margot Griswold
72738 Koenigstein Road
Santa Paula, CA 93060
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Dear Ms. Boer-o:

I find rhe draft SEIR [P113-0158) is inadequate fol a number of reasons as stated below.
First, I would like to comment on the whole process.'l'he draft EIIì
does address many of the comments that wet'e ¡nade during scoping hearing and comment
letters that wcre submitted to the County of'Ventura. These comments should be
considered in the EIR.

As stated in Whitman v-s. Board of Supervisors, the lawsuit painstakingìy brought by
citizens thirty years ago on this very CUP, an EIR is defined in Public Resources
Code sectio n 21061 as "an inforrnational document," the purpose ol which "is to
provide public agencies and the public in general with detailed informatio¡r about the
effects which a proposed project is likely to have on the environment; to list ways in
which the [88 Cal.App.3d 406] significant effects of such a project might be
rninimized; and to indicate alternatives to such a project."fn.3 I expect no less today.

Against this backdrop, it must be r"rnderstood that Ventura County has delermined that any
oil and gas CUP, regardless of its potential or past e¡rvironrnental irnpacts, must be treated
as frozen in time. In other words, whatever conditions were containecl in the CUP at the
time it was granted are the e.xtent and ljmit of any future pernritting. Upper Ojai has the
largest and probably the oldest CUP in Ventura County. CUP 15 encompasses 7BB0 acres on
the Sor.rthern half of the Upper Ojai Valley. Four more antiquated CUP's cover the adjacent
Silverthread Field and Sisar Creel< Field. There are no conditions that wilì ever be put on
these oil permits. As of March, L979, there were about 1"95 producing wells in the Ojai Oil
Fielcl (Silverthread, CUP 15, and Sisar aleas). Now, in 2015, there are still no conditions,
NOR TIME or DRÌLLING LIMITS on those CUP's.

At this time and for lhis DSEIR, the County of Ventura nlust tal<e the rime and opportunity '

now to study the cumulative effects of all of the oil and gas activìties on the environment
ovcr the past 100 years when we have a conditioned, expired CUP adjacent to the
non-conditioned CUP's, when will this ever be done? Continuing to permit oil and gas CUP's
in Upper Ojai without cumulative effècts studies is to ignore the purpose and intent of
CEQA.

Substantial changes to the conditions r-rnder which the permit was issued have
occurred which rnust trigger a CEQA review. Today, California is in an
unprecedented drought. Governor Brown has declared a drought state of
emergency. All water agencies, all members of the public, and all industries have
been tasked with cuttìng their water use by 250/o.The implications of tl-ris extretne
drought do notjust affect the use ofhundreds ofthousands ofgallons ofwatei to
drill an oil well. I'he water to drill this well will come f,rom the water well located
on the property. That same aquifer provides water to dozens of private homes in the
irnrnediate area. The heavy draw on that one water well may affect nearby
homeowners and the production oltheir own wells.

WATER RESOTJRCES

On page 52, rhe applicant claims that the short-term water use woulcl be ecluivalent to 0.07
acre-leet per year. Averaging water usage over a one year period when all the water would
actuality be used oveI a short period of a few weeì<s, as stated by the appìicant, is
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mrsleading at best. Based on information provided by the applicant, the average
consumption of water during drilling opcrations would be 10,500 gallons per day. Absent a

hydrology study that shows that this amount of water can safely be withdrawn from the
existing aquafer without eÊfecting existing uses of tìrat aquafer, the applicant shouìd be
requircd to truck in water from exterior sources.

'fhe applicant should retajn a qualified hydrologist, acceptarble to the County, to prepare a'
hydroìogical evalualion of the existing aquifer to determine that the withdrawaì of water
required lor drilling can be accomplÍshed without having any effects on exiting uses o[ that
aquafler. In the absence of sucìr ]rydrological evaluation, thc applicant shall provide water to
the far:ility for drilling purposes via trucks frou an approved Water Pr-rrveyor. The applìcant
shall provide a "will serve" letter from the Water Purveyor.

The drought has put the flora and fauna of Upper Ojai under extrerne stress. Cal Fire
has just completed an aerial survey of the number of dying and dead trees Ín
California National Foresrs. According to this report, there are 999,000 acres of dead trees.

[AP News story). The Upper Ojai Sumrnit Fire Station just submitted a report to Ventura
County l.-ire Department on the effects of the drought on the Upper Ojai protected oak
forests. Preliminary information puts the tree death rate at about 20%. Fish and Wildlife
just issucd a publÍc statcrîcnt that many spccics of wild aninlals arc abandoning thcir young
as a rnatter of survival, "California Department of Fish and Wildtile olficials said dror-rght has
forced more bears and de er to ventureonto mountain highways, where many are struck and
killed by vehicles." [LA TirnesVeronica Rocha, 201,5). The addition of three new oil wells on
an existing well padnear Sisar and Bear Canyon Creeks is an unnecessary risk in today's
droughtclimate, The effects of truck traffìc, drilìing rigs, air pollution, noise, increasecl
human activity, and the potential for an accidental oil or brine water spill might just
prove to be the additional critical impact that causes a permanent crash in a species
population. There is no mention or study of this in the DEIR.

Water wells are drying up and new ones are being drilled at a record pace (see water well
permits issued in2014 and 3015.) These new wells are deeper and entering new ar¡uilers of
untap¡re dwater We have no idea what impact oil and gas drilling, procìuction or cornpletion
techniques may have on the rapidly diminishing water in this area. We, the citizens
oF Ventura Count¡ call upon our Resource Management Agency to complete a scientific
study of tire pos.sible serious environmentaì impacts, cumulative or project specific of
drilling new well-s during this historical drought.

'fhe 1985 EIR called for a thorough study of the flora and fauna in the Upper O jai as

part of a crLmul;l[ive revÍew oF the potential harm to the environment that decades of oil
operations might have done. The FEIR is not the product of a study by the
Planning Department ratified by the Board of Superviso rs. Iìa[her, it is the
cuhnilration of a lawsuìt successfuìly brought by local citizens to force the Planning
Departmerrt to .study the cumulative impacts of oil and gas development in Upper
Ojai. The DEIR omits the fact that tÌrc adopted FEIR contains a staterxent from fhe
biologist charged with assessing fhe irnpact of oil and gas operations on Sisar and
fJear Creel<s that says the time nf year was not suitable for making this evaluation.
'l'herefore, as a condition of approv¿rl r¡f'the FEIR, a recommendation was rnade to
do a multi agency t¿rsk force study of the flclra and [auna in the irnmediate fu[ure. As
pointed out in our comments at the scopÍng hearing, there never was suclì a

study. Planning Staff dismissed the suggeslion by saying it wa-s just ;r
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recommendation. So now, in this supplemental ElR, you have the
responsibiìity to lool< at the t-lora and fauna in a sensible, thoughtfLrl man¡rer to
assess the historical and Íuture health of the ecosystem. Ventura County General
PIan Resources A¡lpendix includes 4 pages of promises to the public about our
biological resources. Thc. section conclucles, "'fhe interdependence of all liie fonns
and the ecological needs for a stable and well- balanced environmcnt must be
recognized so that a healthy coexistence between human and naturaì biological
com¡nunities can be assured."pgS9. This project is adjacenr to one of the oldest and
largest oil and gas ploduction CtJP's in Venlura County. The CtJP is considered
"antiquated". In other words, the County has relinquished its power to do anything
on that CUP. Therefore, when there is a CUP such as this one that is ope'n for
review and study, in the words of Jeff Barnes, Cr,runty Counsel, "we had better get it
right." At a mininum, there should be a careful, thorough biological review of the
cumulative effects of oil and gas production on the flora and fauna of Upper Ojai as
was promised in the EIR of 1985. Anything less is a real affront to the citizens of
this community and a startling lack of interest and follow-through on the part of our
ìead agency.

Trafhc

The original FEIIì, adopted by the Ventura County Boarcl of Supervisors has determined that
the intersection of Koenigstein Road and Highway 150 is too dangerous for large oil
trucks.

It is up the applicant to disprove that finding. The DEIR references a "traftìc study
"done by Pubìic Worl<s. Not only is the "traffic study" not included in the DEIR, the
supporting video cited by the reviewing agency is also not included. lt appears that
the traffic report was cornpleted without evell a site visit.

The DEIR states that the traffic volume according to CALTRANS data is about
2009,the same as it was in 1983. CFROG checlced the same CALTRANS data ancl
for 2013 it was 3900 AD'f, abor.rt a 1/3 increase. [t has not remained static for 30
years as the DEIR asserts. Additionally, l(oenigstein Road is the only entrance to a
housing subdivision that was permitted in early 2000. The volume of residential
traffic has steadily increased as available lots have been purchased and developed,
The traffic numbers r¡rust be updated in order to draw any accurate conclusions.

Substantial evidence including in the record supports the fact that the Koenigstein Road
intersection has not been determined to be unsafe. (See 2nd District Court Case [Whitman v
Ventura County]).

In State of California v Superior Court, the court found that an EìR is presumed
adequate ancl the petitioner [applicant Ín this case) has the burden of proving
otherwise:

"An agency abuses its discretion if Ít falls to proceed in a manuer required by
law or ifsubstantial evidence in the record does not support the agency's
clecision. (Save Our Peninsula Commjttee v. Mclnterey County Bd. of
Supervisors (2001,) B7 Cal.App.4th99,117 ) "fAln [ÌlR is presumedadequate

[citationl, and the [petitionerl in a CEQA action has the burden of proving
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otherwise." (State of Catrifornia v. Superior Court (1990) 222 CaLApp.3d14.16, I+19.)"

Withoul a thorough study oithis intersection by a certified tratTic engineer mr,rtually
selected by the Planning Department and the public, there can be no lawful change
in existing circumstances. The health and safety of the public are at stake.

The SL,IR r¡ust include the size of trucks that will be used to service these three new
oil weìls, lhree existing oil wells and one redrilÌed well. It can be reasonably
assumed that the amount of prociuced oiì will i¡rcrease, so if the numller oFtrucks is
decreased, the logical conclusion is that the scrvice trucl<s will be need to be ìarger.
There has been no historical demonstration that larger trucks can use the Koenigstein Road
intersection safely.

There is no injection well on the proposed project. The DEf R project description does not
mention what will be done with brine (^/¿tter. The tnrcks for transporting the hrine water
must also be counted in the daily usage numbers. Does the applicant intend to inject the
produced water in the injection well on the Nesbitt lease? If so, then the cumulative impacts
of that application must be considered as a consequence of this action. What is the proposed
schedule of large trucks utiliziug the intersection? An EIR should include, at the least, an
artalysis of besL case firrd, rrrediurn case find, aud low case finrì ancl the nunrber- of tluck U ips
it would take to service each scenario.

There is no mention of the natural gas that will be produced on this CUP. The
disposiEion of the gas has not been discnssed c¡r evaluated. The.,{gnew weìl records
on this site indicate a history of problems with APCD over flaring and disposition of
the gas. 'lhe current plan and an analysis of each possible use or disposition of the
gas must be included in the SEIR. 'lhe formula for analyzing greenhouse gases in
the DEIR is incorrect and underestilnates emissions. Plus there are no phased
reductions or re-openers to conform with new greenhoLrse gas regulations that will
likely come as the state endeavors to cut greenhouse gas emissions 40 percent
bcìow l-990 levels by 203O and an [ì0 percent cut by 2050

'I'he DEIR fails to show how the applicant will protect Sisar Creek from
possible contamination from oil spills, hazardous chemicaì spills, and brine
water spilìs. Sisar Creek consists of about 7.4 stream miles and is tribntary to
Santa Pauìa Creek. It flows southeast, entering Santa Paula Creek near the
area of Sulphur .Springs .In 197 5 as part of a study of flreshwater fishes and
habitat, Sisar Creek was surveyed and multiple and "abundant" fìsh were
observed with excellent summer holding water, abundant fr-lod, adecluale cover
and suitable water temps..." fMoore 1980a),

Sisar Creek was surveyed again in L99'2 and was absent any Steelhead tish .

Why is there a decline in the number of steelheacl trout in Sisar Creel<? Since this is
criticaì habital for steelhead trout, the lack of any mention of the species in this
DEIIì is further evidence of its inadequacy. The project site is adjacent to Sisar
Creek. Ilowever, there are hundreds of oil wclls on the "antiquated" CUP

surrouncling this CIJP that are also adjacent to Sisar Creel<. It can be reasonably
assumed that fte cumulative eflects of the almost 1-00 years of oil production has

had an effect on the quality of the water in Sisar Creek. During that 100 years of oil
production, not orre study has been done to assess the effects of oil production
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activities on the environment in this area. Within the past 3 months there was an oil
pipeline breal< in the immediate vicinity of CUP 3319 near Sisar Creek. While n<r

oilpenetrated the creel<, itwas a close call. This is not an unusual occurrence.

Spills, breal<s, ;:,nd carelessness have kept local backhoe workers and cleanup crews
in this cornmunity busy for decades. Our lead agency has relinquished its police
power to other agcncics and is the last agency to show up on a spill site.'l'oday,
especially during this extreme drought, we rnust study the effects oI oil and gas

production on the tìndangered Steelhead Trout in SÍsar Creel< to deterrnine if there is

anything that can be done to reinvigorate this habitat.

The Summít Fire Department shouìd be consulted for two reasons. The number of
accidents that they have responded to on Highway 150 and the type of accidents
shouìd be analyzed. Additionally, the Fire Station is being relocated because of its
dangcrous location on a blind corner. It was determined that the turn onto Highway
150 fbr fire trucks presen[ed a danger to motorists and fire department personnel.

There has been no accident involving a fire truck departing that fire station. Yet, at
great expense, the fire department is being relocated to increase safety on Highway
150. So, iL l¡rusL be tlelrrurrs[r'aLeci lo the public that the same condition less than a

mile away can be safely permitled fbr large oil trucks. This issue was raised at the
scoping hearing for the DEIR, yet is has been completely ignored in this report. The
public has a right to ask that their heaÌth and safety be protected by our lead agency

The second analysis of fìre department records should cover the number and type of
the response calls to oil and gas incidences in Upper Ojai. Without that careful
analysis of accidentaì emergencies already in [he record, the public cannot be

reassured as to the implications of the safety of further development'
CtJP 3345 contains the following under statement of overriding consideration
nulxber 9: "The nearest pipeìine is the Arco F'our Corners PÍpeline Iocated south of
Highwiry 150. Condition 49 requires that connection to an oil pipeline be done whcn
production averages 350 barrels of oil per day (about two trucks per day]." The
DEIR permits an average of 1 l- tanker trucks per day or 2.3 one -way trips per day,

Howcver, a second application just submitted by the same operator to use the
Koenigstein Road would create an additional amount of oil and a commensurate
increase in tanl<er truck traffic that would put the amount of truck trips at or over thc'

fwo trucks per day condition. The use of tìre commercial pipeline merits a completc
analysis of costs weighed carefully against the risks of using I(oenigstein Road for
large oil truck traffic. This analysis should be done by a thÍrcl party, unbiased
consultant since the Planning Staff have demonstratecl their bias by not even
mentioning [he irnmediate option of,a pipeline which would eliminate the burden of
danger that ìarge trucks pose to the public.

Likewise, there is no analysis of lhe cost of repairing the washed out bridge over

Sisar Creek. The obligation is on the applicant to provide access that was authorized
by the CUP. The DEIR puts forth no evidence to sLrpport the assertion that Fisb and

Wildlife nright nol allow the reconstruction of the bridge. The conclusionary
information provided [or the pLrblic rcg;rrding this critical issue is woeflully
incomplete and dismissive. Public Resources Code section 2L153 requires a public
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agency preparÍng an EIR to consult with and obtain comrnents from "any public
agency which has jurisdiction by law with respect to the project..."fn.B Section
1,5029.6 include in this category of public agencies ",,.the area in which reside those
citizens most directly concerned by such environmental effects..."fn.9

General Lac.k and Curnuìative lmpacts Analysis

The llst of'agencies that should be consulted as to all aspects of this DEiR include:
Ciry of Ojai, City of Santa Paula, United States Forest Service, Caìifornia
I)epartment of Fish and Wildlife, United Slates Soil Conservation District, Regional
Water Quality Control Board, Ojai Re.sor"rrce Proteclìon District, Sisar Water
District, Ventura County Watershed Protection District, California Department of
Transportation, California Highway Patrol and the Ojai Unified School District,Summit
School. This task must be taken seriously. It is not only the law, it is the
imperative tÌrat our environment be protected to the fullest extent. Therefore, we
need the knowledge and expertise of all jurisdictionai agencies.

CEQA Guidelines section 151,42 mandates that the EIR contain specific references
to ¡'both existent and planned" related projects in the region for the purpose of
analyz,ing¡ossihìe cumr.rìative impacts, There currently is a pending project for 19
new oil wells within two miles of the project. And amazingly, the same applicant
has a pending application to reopen an oilfield it promised to abandon two years ago

utilizing Koenigstein Road for access. The full curnulat.ive effect.s of aìl possible
trucks and future build out ofthe Nesbitt/Harth lease areas accessed by Koenigstein
Road must be evaluated. The estimate of truck traffic currently being asserted is
woefully underestimated. There must be a reasoned plan determining potential oil
dcvelopment that is presented to the public now to evalttate the cumuìative impacts.

The County is once again participating in piecemeaìing projects so that the public
sees only partial impacts.

"lt Ís well established that "'CEQA forbids "piecemeal" review of the
significant environmental impacts of a project."' [Banning Ranch
Conservancy v. City of Newport Beach (201,2) 211 Cal.App .4th 1209,
1222 (Banning Ranch).)

Rather, CEQA mandates "that environmental considerations do not become submerged by
chopping a largc project into many little ones-each with a minimal potential impact on the
environment-which curnulatively may have disastrous consequences." IBozung v, Local
Agency Formation Com. [1975) 13 Cal.3d 263,283-284 ftìozungJ.) Thus, the term "project"
as used for CEQA purposes is defined broadÌy as "the whole of an action, which has a

potenlial for resulting ìn either ;r direct physical change in the environment, or a reasonably
foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment . . ." (Cal. Code Regs., tit. L4., $

15378, subd. (a).J "Courts have consÍclered separate activitjes as one CEQA project arnd

required them to be reviewed together where, lor example, thc second activity is a
reasclnably [oreseeable conseqrìence of the first activity fcitationJ; the second activily is a
future expansion of the first activity that will change the scope of the [irst activity's impacts

[citation]; or both activities are integral parts of the sarne project [citation]." (Sierra Club 13

v. West Side lrrigation Dist. (2005) 128 Cal.App .+th 690,698 (Sierra Cìub)J.'
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Whether a project has received improper piecemeal review is a question oI law that we
review independently. [Banning Ranch, supra, 211 Cal.App.4.th at p.722a.)"(Paulcl< v
California Dept. oF Resonrces. 20 L4)

The same applicant has made application with Ventura County Planning Department
for reopening an oil lease that was promised to be abandoned to abate [he vio]ation of
illegally using Koenigstein Road for approximately 20 years. That application is premised
upon the approval to use Koenigstein Road il it granted by this DEIR. In this situation the
second activity is a reasonably fbreseeable consequence of the first
activity. In f,act, the sccond activity is dependent upon the first activity. The applicant has
not abandoned the oil fìeld within two years as promised and has put in

writing that they never intended to abandon the oil field. 'l'his was a deception of the
Planning Commission . Therefore, the cumulative impacts of the full development of both
oiì CUP's must be analyzed for their environmental impacts to the residents of Koenigstein
Road and the public using Highway 150.

The California Supreme Court has observed that an EIR serves "to demonstrate to an
apprehensive citizenrythat the [responsible public] agency has in fact analyzed and
considered the ecological implications of its action,"

I hope that you will consider our comments and address them fully so that our rights
to participate in and be heard in the CEQA process are honored.

Margot Griswold
L2L38 Koenigstein Road
Santa Paula, CA 93060
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Boero. Kristína

From: Darlny [:verett <d¿ì nny-everett@msn com >

Monciay, June 15, 2C15 4:57 Plvl

ßr¡ero, KristÌn¿

l'iarzha Täylor; DannY Everetl

tulodífied conciiiicnal use Perrnit (cuP) No. PLl3-0158 - Mirada Òíl and Gas Facility

Irnc.L-'1.2C.1,'j

Mç. Kr-istin¡ Boero, M"P P.Â.

Ventrr ra Cc) u n Ly Rescu rce M¿l nagerne rt Agency

8Cl0 S" Victoria A'¡e., [- iil74C
Ventura, CA 930C9 l-74C

Deal M"s. Boero,

My wife Tiarzha Iaylor arrd I have lived on Koen¡gstein Road in Upper Oiai for over 1.5 years. We are respondinB

to tlìe draft SFIR for the abovc-refere¡cttd CUP for Mirada Peirilleul¡ Company to inc¡ease their oil atrd gas

opcrations in Upper Ojai inclucJing reopening wells. drilling new welis anc obtairring formai approval by the

County to use Koengisteil¡ Road for theìr transporLation neecs Givert this area has already absorbed a

significant amounf oi oil and gas activity, including ltundreds of v¡ells already in use in Upper Ojai, a more

<Jetailed examinai¡on cf the eriviro¡merrtal intpact oí lhis prcject is necessary- Key considerations, along with

others, should include:

Tlw tu¡tultttivp iutl:r.lcL oF all of f he ri¡<¡re than hundrcd oil ond gol wcilí in the entire Upper Oiai area alone on

a¡r qual¡ty, plants arrcj anim.rls, ald climate, vs. a singular enr,ìTortmental review of this project,

The tmpacI t!-ral the significant amoui'rt of water requrred for oil ancl f¡as prodtlctioll will have on area ground

wate.r, giverr waler levels are at an all time low as .r result of the nrajor California drought, as well as the

potent¡ål water pollut¡crr to the natur¿l springs ancl aquìfers u$ed by property owrlers as a result of oil and gas

operât¡oils,

Conductìng an updated analysis of the -safety ol large oil and gas tanker trucks accesslng the inlerseclion of

Koenigstein Road anC Highway 150, and the sr:hedule Ìn which lhe.se large trucks are on the road, We lrave

wjtnesser-l fìrst-hancl from trclr horne large oil production trucks and oil tankers on Koenlgstein, inciudìng being

awakened in lhe rniddle of the night by these vehícles as they drive up and down our road

We are proucl to live and raise culr tììree younB r:hildien in the incredible, bucolic environment that is Upper

O¡ai And given rhe long legacv that oil and gas üevelopment has irl this region, we ¿iso understand the delicate

bal¿nce ol'tryirlg to satisfy ihe: c1esire oIneighbors and local residents to maintairl a peaceful livirrg

environnrent, with lhe opportun¡ty for iarrdowners to engage in "free onterprìçe" and work within tho confines

clf their p¡operiy to conduct certaín lancl uses. llowevet, oil cornpanies already havt-'a significant preser'ìce ln

VÊntura Cc,unty, with mcrc than 4il0 oil peinri[s issr-¡ed sirrce )AI7,irt êdditian to the recenLapproval o[220

mrneral acres foroil prorjuct.ic.rrr bei¡¡d ihornas Aqurn¿s Allowing increased o¡l product¡on and der¿elr¡prnelrI rn

thís area tlrrouglr a "piece meal" approval process, further ccmi-¡licaied by a stn6;uiar vs cumulati're revle'¡r of

lhe e ¡r,¡ironnrental impacts that the sigrrificant oìl and gas compäny operations have in this area, would infringe

on the delicate balanc;e b-.twecn oil cornpan¡r land uses arrd the clesire of similariv situated l.¡nd ourners and
krcal re-sÍdents to lìve in a pristir-ie, peaceful envirortrrent.

S i¡:¡l rr¡ lv

Danny [\,erett & Tiarzha Taylor

Sen t:
To:
Cc:

Subject:
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June ì5,2015

Krislino Boero,
Commercicll/l nduslriol Permiis
Plonning Division
County of Venturo
800 S. Viclorio Avenue
Venlurq, CA93OO9-L740

Re: Cqse No. PLl3-0158

Deqr Ms. Boero

As o follow up to my letter of June Blh. I wonl io mcke the following specific commenls wìfh
regord to the shortcomings of lhe Drofl SElR:

It does nol include oll the foreseeoble proiec'is wilhin the vicinity of this exisling sile, irrclucling
pending opplicolion PLl5-00ó0 to un-qbondon Mirodo's oil wells referenced in CUP LU:l l-004,ì.

Thot would increose the numl¡er of wells from the yeor 2Ol3 opproved 9 new weils ond 2

reworked wells by, of the minimum. 4 extro wells.

Also, /vlirodo recenlly reoctivoted its 2 federol wells in lhe vicinity. The cumulolive effect of these
proposecl wells, olong with the other wells thct hove been chcnged from idle on lhe neorby
CUP 15. ore nol oddressed in lhìs SEIR.

ll is too l'reovy o burden lo hove members of lne public hove to ossess f he occurote nunlber of
pending well opplícotions, mìnisteriol or discretionory. thot the county of Venluro hos before í1.

The county musl moke on cccurof e occounling of ihe lrue nt.rmber of fcreseeoble wells before
bosing on SEIR on o number thol is inoccuroie.

There is nrr evidence lhcf the Sisor crossing connoi be resiored. Bock when the lloocling

occurred In ']993 
fnof ì995, os inoccurclely slcrted ìn the rlocumenls). the oil compony clt the

Ìime siqted thot it fully inlended io fÌx the crossing.

lf There ore environmeniol issues to fixing lhe crossing, lhose con be oclcjressed Through opplying
for o bridge or woivers.

However the opplicorrl wonls to oddress resioring the origincrl crossing. the coutrty of Venturo

musl not occept o.l foce volue tlrol the crossing is nol currently operoble. lt musl hqve evidence
from Ojoi Oìl ond lhe proper permitling <¡ulhorilies lhot tlrere is o irue irnpedirnent. lt r¡ust be
delermined whether lhere is crctucrlly cn economic motive for Mirodo nol to wonl to use lhe
origlnol permilteci crossing.

lf the opplicolion is cpproved, there is obsolutely no soncliot-r for viololing on exQress condilion
of its permil for lhe lost 22 yeors. lt should nof Lre given lhe privilege lo be gronted o new
condilionol use permit when iÌ hos blotcrnily violoted ils previous conc1itioncrl usc- permil for more
lhon lwo decodes.

A review of courriy records shows that the'Plonning Division. Plonrring Commission qnd Boqrd of
Supervisors hove in numerous officiol county documents docurnerrlecl the hozorcls of lorge oil-

reloled vehicles cll the inierseciion of llighwcy 150 ond Koenigstein Roocl. li is why oil vehicles

L-l

L'2

L-s

l
l
l

,ij

L-b



lcrrger thon %-lon ore prohibited from using thol inlerseclion. To completely dismiss 40 yeors'
worlh of documentecl qnd implemented precoutions in o two-poge county document thol wos
presided over by Mirodo would be loughoble were it not so conlenrptible, so ob'¡iously biosed
ond completely unccceploble to ony objeclive decider. The legol liobility the counly of
Venturo would qssume by opproving this PLl3-01 58 ín lhe foce of overwlrelming officiol
evÌdence of the serious hozctrds of ollowing numerous oil-relqted troffìc ct .lhìs interseclion is

crslronomicol ond not in the bounds of good government.

Bridge No. 32ó orr Koenigslein Rooci moy not be buill for or sTurdy enough lo ccrry ihe weighl of
the proposed fonkers, bosed on Cqltrons' Appendix 20 Weight Chorl (Plote 25-5). Thot bridge
hos olso been delermined by Coltrans lo be deficienl in structurol integrity. qs evidenced in

recent bridge reviews os reported in the medio

The county needs 1o ccrefully exomine cnd review Venturo County Aír Pollulion Conirol District
ooplicotions from the oppliconl for fhis CUP ond its olher neorby CUPs lo ensure lhcl lhey
occurolely reflect the proper opplicont ond the proper oir credils, elc., involved in processing
such permils

There hove been subslonticrl chonges in lhe oreo since 1983, including o new subdivision on
KoenÌgslein Rood, lhe build-ouï of Thomqs Aquinos College qnd q subsf ontiol increose in troffic
on Highwoy ì50.

ln the 1970s, The county of Venturq look lhe opplicoTion of just one new oil well in lhe vicinity of
lhis opplicont's siie cll the woy to the U.S. Supreme Courf to ensure lhere wcs odequote
environmentol review. The counfy of Veniura hos since completely chonged course, octing os

on odvocole for misleoding, inoccurqte qnd hormful lmpocls on the Upper Ojoi. Thìs is in direcl
opposilion Io the legol provisions outlined in |he Jon. 17 , 1979, Colifornio court of oppeol cqse of
Whilmon vs, Veniurq Coun'ly Boord of Supervisors. This Mirodo opplicolion must be meosured
ogoinst ihe requiremenls of lhot legol document.

Whif rnon vs. counly Boord of Supervisors requires the study of cumulqtive impocls, nol iust
cunìulqlive irnpocts up to ì 983, bul cumulotive impocts lo this doy. 32years ofler lhe decision
wos renclerecl.

This inodequote DSEIR compounds on opplicotìon thot is olreody riddled wilh both errors ond
egregìous omissions.

Sincerely.

John Dovis
12179 Koenigslein Roed
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NIs. Kristina Boero
-\'entuia County Planring Divisicn
800 SoLrth Vicloria Aveuue
Veni-r,rrä, CA, 93009

Re: Mirada Ìef¡'ole¿¡m {)il and Gas Pro ject
S ubsequcnt Êr.rvir"onmentai Impaci R epot.r

SCÌI#Zû 1 5021 0453. (GR Nc. 1 5 û5 1 0HA
Vic. t/EN/]50i26 114

i)ear lvfs, Boero

'l'hc Califbrnia Depaúñent of Traasportation lCaltrans) has levievied the Subsequent

Enr-iro.nme¡;a1 lmpact Report pr€pai:ed tbr ehe proposeC iVirada Petroleum Cil ¿nd Gas projeot.

T)rc' propose d pro-ject consists of cöntiluation r:f operatìon of a Fetroieurrr oii ;¡rd gas ;oroduction
-rvhÍch]¡rv,-lives clrílling of thr.ee new'oii wells. llre re-drilliirg of one elriisting wsll. a¡rd the u.se or'-

i(i:en-rgsiein R.oad ibr aocess to the pro'iect site.

liaiii a.¡s has i'evie.¡ecÍ the l-ratlìc Cilcula.tion a¡rd SaÍ'ety seciitn of- li:.,: Subseciut:¡Í

:ivilo¡r¡elt:rÍ intpaci Report |SEF-) antì h¡s the Ì-oilc'¡,'irrg colÍ.ÌlËiar-s:

T'Ìre I983 FE|Rstaie.sthatihemoremenioflargev¿hiclesatîheiniersectionoi"Ojai Ror:d(State
Route 150) and Kcenigstein Ro¿rd corrld u-reate unsafe condiiions; ¿u:c-Ì prchibjtei large irucks
ircrn utilizj¡rg ihis jntersection. 'Ihe drilling siie w-l¡s lo l:e aocel;sed via a privurte acces.s roaC
¡.vest oiKoenigstein Rc,'act. FÍü,;ve,¡er, the private road e/â1; Íl.occleil in 11ì95 aird la¡rKer -tlcks

iiave been uti.iiziag,Koenigsiein iìcrad a^s ii is the Drliy acccss :.-Ðae io thc pru¡':ct siie.

ñiirada Prlrr:ieum ,Jil a-nd Gzrs is reqr-iesting pennission to r¡fiiize K-oenigstett Road to access Lhe

nr,:jer-,'L siic: l;eca'ùse il is ihe cnly rÕí1d avaliable as ii is noi feasiblr: to ¡cr:oiisliltc¡ ihe t]ooch:d

pritzaic ioad, iil¡il<er ',¡lrck r.ri-i¡i,; ';vçtJá bc hmiteci to & loads DeÌ' '/,/etil( (e -q. 16 o!Ìe-v/i)rr l¡s6l¡.

trils per,¡¡eei<.)- 'iiij:; is a ledr-rclion cicirn'enl li ¡niis of i2loads DÊ:i r-vcÐi{ ().{;ili¿-n¡'¿:¡ ines pci
'ç,¿eull )

¡lr.l:i'¡l:,,-riì?; iiit: i-t'-llïiei i;';..'5-,']r;rlr. iiiir:l- lrì-L;s -¡,)t-:lC i;¿ ti:.j iirntll :,1¡rci iil.'i'; i,ll.ç':;:'i ;:,-:.:l ::,:i

)j¡ '.,t'r.l¿ tt ,n/i:, stt:!<t:;titiltt:, u:a2rttel i:n<! t (iiL'tútl tt(tiitt/t.t(tit'.)t! i)"t¿(.1,1

;o ¿i!th)tt(:/ tltìr¡Or,tir.; : ,!Lt]t!j!n:l :j;t!¿ ¡:Qi¿1i¡¡.i'
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Ms. Kristina Boero
Jun*: 12, 2015
Page 2

be adequate to accommodate a right tLun fiom SR-ISC onto Koerrigstein Road without

*¡1"rou"hiog onto the opposirc lane. Caitra¡s requests installation of warning llashing lights and

.signs in both directions approaching tire Koenigstej¡r Road hrtersection

Calt¡æts recornmends widening of the Sisar C¡eek Bridge lo ìmpro-re tantff truck ingress and

egress movoments from State Route I50 to Koenigstein Road. Please coordinate with Caltrans

to determine the fea^sibility of tJre bridge widening a¡d/or other mitigation altematíves.

Caltrans stalf is available to work with Ventura Corinty and the applicant to adequately mitigate

potential safety concerns associated v¡ith the proposed Mjrada Pet¡oleum Oi1 and Gas project.

Þ1"^" contacl project coordinato¡ Elmer Alvæ*z to schechile a meeting or a teleconference to

discuss the trafüc safety conceÌrìs mentioned above. I{e can be reached at (213) 897-6696 or

electronically at çL!4re¡,e.[:.'o&í¿-d'JÌri4=È'li.

Sincerely,

1'-i ^ ,¿ tt*":.
/\ l-, /Ðt -."^<-i4."?'þrä!
"K: 

* " '!'1
DIANbIA V/ATSON
IGR/CEQA Branch Chie
Cajt¡a¡s District 7

cc: Scotl Morg'an, State Cleari¡rghouse

' Pr¡.¡ v¿g i :¡¿!.ie. Íti¡Ia¿ußù¿e, niegruui .niú i:.iVc.?¡tt l¡ a\$Por iù!-!\Ltt t);il¿ñ
to ¿¡thøce Cc!¡.fotw : eu:triny tn¿ !ivttitiiity"
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