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Commission ar
the original
proceedings,
EIR did anot fully

CEQA) ., The development o0f this EIm

i rn;& n“v¢r0nr
Ls in response ¢

Quality act (
that court ruling (for reference, see the Court of Appeal cof the €

cf California, Second aAppellate District, Division Three, in John
Whitmen, =t al., vs. the Boerd of Supervisors of Ventura County, e
2nd Civil No. 52617). That appellate court remanded the mettar th
the Superior Court system to the Board of Supervisers for correcti
the EIR. The Board reviewed the matter and on May 29, 1379, direc
the Resource Management Agency to upgrade the original EIR in acce
with the direction of the appellate court, and to prepare findings
supporting an earlier action of the Board Ieoa*dinc an apreal of
certain conditions cf the pe_M¢t. } L the Board'
actiorn, the Resource Management Rge

Corporation for the prepmeraticn of
the project.

i)
D&

The sfec;ﬂlﬂ find rgs ocf the appellate court andéd ths mannsr in whi
this amended FIR herein addresses those findings are as follows:
1. The court found that the original ZIR inade
cumulative impact of related projects in tne
therefore directsd that the County prepare an ad
of the cumulative impacts related to the
this EIR reopresents 2 compilation of the Bl
GSsessSments” provicsd in tas origiEEl'Efi, alcng W nh tae
"cumulative impact assessmencs’ ceveloped for the Uppexr Ojadl
Valley Cil and Gas Develcpment Master EIR Studv (EiR Efor CUE-
ARGO Pelroleum EEEbora_;Jn, Sisar Creek, 1580). In order to
facilitate the readar in the review cf this repori, the ¢ )
impact analysis is herein separated by chapter from the taxt
the original EIR (refer to pages 2 20 Zor the text of the ori
EIR, and pages 20-47 for the cumulative anclYSlS) ther
all amencded cr added sections of this 1‘epo*"‘_ are dencted by ¢
asterisk in both the Table of Contents and the text.
2 The Cocurt expressed en opinion that ideally all publ
ewercising authority over any natural r=souxces whic
t should have been cc

el
w cf the project. The co

might be affected by the proje
during the environmental revie

however, did not provide specific dirsction in this
as it wrote, "...it is difficulit, if not impossible,

court to determine with any exactitude which public egencie
the right tc¢ exercise authcrity over resources which may be
aZfectec by Phoenix's oroject." The court left the danalln
he County condu
addici “_l oubL
—ne
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hould have addressad -
associated with a
mplated by thes appli-

4. The courf found that the original EZIR
itself to the environmental conseguences
pipeline. A pipeline was originally conts
cant for product transport i1f the wells should prove success?Ful
The court, however, declined Lo provide direction en =his matter
othsr than to imply that snvizonmentzl rewvisw of the pipeline
wonld be necessary pricr o its aporeval. To this gffect, a
pipeline environmental impact analysis has been develoopes and
Lnciudad as Saction L. Pipaline Assassment, Dages 22-24, Further-
more, page 6, Ssction IT, Description of Grerations is her=in =mendsd to more
Zully describe the pipsline oroject, Thess S=Ctions have been sdded since bre
pexmit conditions (specifically condition No. 30) raquire the installation of

a pipeline for product transport once production exceeds 350 barrels of crude

oil per day.

in azmended to include the adopted

S. The Appendices Sect re
ative assessment data calculations.

of
permit conditions, and

Project Descrivtion (2mended):

As noted above theras are presently two producing wslls on the CUP-3543
project site. The description of this project is best explained by
its history, and for raference vurposes that history is herein included.

(Original Permit) - On March 3, 1976, the Planning Commission
approved CUP-3543 Zcr the drilling of cne exploratory oil well,
suhject to 58 conditions. As a result of en appeal of this
dacision by the applicant, the 3oard of Supervisors on april 27,
19756, modified 6 conditions of the permit. Subseguently,

Mr., John Whitman, et al., initiated litigation in the Superior
Ceurt in June of 1876, in order to determine the adeguacy of the
related ZIR. On May 10, 1977, the Superior Court found thet the
document was adeguate, subsequently the plaintiff appealed the
matter to the Statz District Court of Appeals. In abs=znce of an

injunction, the appli t i ated drilling operations for one
well on September 28, 7 late Octobex, :zhe drilling rig
was rzmovad from +the ftar testing the scil formatiocns,
the wsll went "on pro £ in December oZ 1976.
(Mcdified Permit) — On Mazch 25, 1977, Phoenix West submitted an
application for the modification of %<he permit to allow the
additional on-site developmeni of five oil wells. In reviewing
the project, the Board of Supervisors on July 3, 1277, determined
that the environmental 2ffects of the project and the propcsead
modification were similar enough to warranit the same treatment in
adegquataly covered the impacts

an EIR, in that the original EIR
of the projazct. Subsequent to that detarmination, on September 22,
1977, the Planning Commission approved the modificaticn, subject
to 53 condiktions. Two of the conditions imposad by the Planning
Commissicn were appealed by the applicant; on the other hand

Mr. John Whitman apoealed the Commission's decisicn in granting

the cermiit. Cn November 22, 1977, the 3card of Supervisors
denied both appeals, d = modifisd ona condi-
Zion. Subsequent to jo)eka well was drillad
which weni into production in

(additionzal Permit 2rep
filed a further application
development ¢ three addi
walls per sits) in The n
along Xoenigstein Road.
drawn by the applicant
time, no applications a

any further modificatio




Public Review

This amended EIR will undergo a full public review, including a
required public hearing before the Ventura County Environmental
Report Review Committee. After the close of that public review,
the Planning Division will directly return to the Board of Super-
visors, recommending the certificaticn of the final version cf
this amended EIK, Also, in accordance with the appellate court's
irection, as well as the May 29, 1979, direction of the Board of
Supervisors, the Planning Divisiorn will return to the Board with
Tecommended findings regarding an earlier decision by the Board
to sustain an appeal of certain conditions of the original permit.

To facilitate review of this amended EIR, each of the fcllowing
major sections that have been added is preceded by an asterisk
and has been printed on gold-colored paper to highlight new
information:
Page 6 Description of Operations (portion per-
taining to the proposed pipeline)

Page 22 Pipeline Assessment
Pages 28-54 Cumulative Analysis
Page 56 Croanizations, Agencies, and Individuals

Consulted for Data Input

D-J Appendices (EIR Distribution List, Permit
Conditiens, Cumulative Data Calculations,
Floral / Faunal Species Lists, and Com-
ments/Agency Responses).

()
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*PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Applicant: Phoenix West 0il and Gas Corporation
Project Titie: Phoenix West 0il and Gas Corporation -
Conditional Use Permit No. CUP~23543

Project Location: The subject project is located in the
Sisar arez of the Upper 0Ojai Valley,
about 500 feet north of Koenigstein
Road, &bout one half mile northeast cf
Highway 150 and approximately 9 miles
east of the 0jzi city limits (See Maps
1, 2 and 3}.

Purpose of Project: The applicant is requesting- 'a Condi-
tional Use Permit to drill one explora-
tory oil well.

Legal Description: The site contains 1.5 acres and is
designated as a portion of Assessor's
Parcel 40-01-522 (144.,5 acres).

Zoning: The project site is zoned "R-E~1Ac"
{Rural Exclusive-One Acre Minimum
Lot Size).

General Plan: The Open Space and Conservation Element

of the Ventura County General Plan
designates the prcject site as "Open
Space." The project would be in con-
formance with this designation; however,
the site's zoning is inconsistent with
the "Open Svace" designation.

Description of Operation:

The applicant is seeking Conditional Use Permit No. CUP-3543

in order to drill one exploratory well on 1.5 acres. The project
would include one o0il well site (200' x 200'), an access road
approximately one-fourth mile in length and parking areas.

The applicant states that portable cil well drilling eguipment
would be installed as well as temporary drilling rig lighting

on self-contained electrical generating equipment. The fuel
for the drilling operations would be diesel oil. Water would
be obtained from an existing private well in the area. During

drilling opsrations an estimated 50 barrels per day of non-toxic
drilling waste would be contained in 2 steel tanks and one open
sump. Removal of the wastes would be to an approved dump site.
The precject would generate approximately 20 vehicular visits per
day; approximately 17 of the vehicles would be autonctilas and
2 would be small to medium sized trucks. It is estimated that
drilling operations would take from 30 to 90 davs.
If the well is successZul, production ecuinment, 2 storage tanks
and 1 wash (dehydration) tank would be placed on the site. 1
products would be transported Ifrom the well sites by a piveline.
2pproximately 1 cil field truck per day would he temrorarily

n

A1

utilized tc transoort the oil from the site until pipeline is
constructed., It is estimated that 2 visits per day would bhe
required to maintain the facilities after the nipeline is con-
structed.

If the well is unsuccessful, the site would be zbandoned zfier
40 to 60 days and all equipment and materials employed in the
drilling would be removed. The applicant states *the site's
topography would be restored to its original condition.



*Degcription of Cveration (Amended):

Since 1275, two producing wells have been developed by Phoenix West Oil and
Gas Corporation. Currenily, present production under CUP-3543 is 35 barrels
per day. Maximum production was about 130 barrels per day. If, however, a
production rate of at least 350 barrels of ¢il per day is achieved, all products
would be transperted from the well site by a pipeline construcied in accordance
with all applicable state/county laws, rules, and regulations.* Permits regu-
lating the development and use of the proposed pipeline would be required from
the following responsible agencies: Caltrans, Ventura County Fire Prevention
Bureau, California Department of Fish and Game, and the Veniura County
Fiocd Control District. According to the project applicant's representative,
forseeable future production rates (for all lands covered by CUP-3543) would
not exceed 1,000 barrels of oil per day. In this instance, pipeline use would
be 10 percent to 15 percent of the time (or a maximum of 3.5 hours per day)

during normal production operations.

The proposed pipeline would be approximately 4,000 feet in length and have

a 3-inch diameter. Pipeline placement would be both above and below ground
as a function of terrain conditions. Its probable route would be as shown on
Map 4, ultimately connecting with the Atlantic-Richfield Oil Corporation
(ARCO) pipeline as shown. This 6-inch-diameter line is owned by ARCO and
originates at the ARCO oil-processing facility to the south of Highway 150/
Sisar Road intersection and proceeds easterly to Fillmore. The pipeline
operator, Four Corners Pipe Line Company, reports that the average daily
pumping capacity is presently about 7,600 barrels of oil per day. The present
peak daily pumping capacity is estimated at 11,200 barrels per day. Four
Corners Pipe Line Company has indicated that the pipeline capacity may be
expandable to 20,000 barrels per day with additional pumping capacity, how-
ever, an engineering feasibility study would be necessary to confirm this pos-
sibility. Additionel details concerning the capacity of the ARCO pipeline are
given in the Cumulative Anzlysis starting on page 28 of this EIR.

From a qualitative standpoint, the ARCO pipeline appears to be of sufficient
size to accommodate the maximum conceivable CUP-3543 production rate of
1,000 barrels per day. However, an engineering feasibility study would be
required to determine if additional pumping capacity would have to be added
to accommodate this quantity of oil. One thousand barrels per day would rep-
resent 5 percent of 20,000 barrels per day potential capacity or about 9 per-
cent of the present maximum daily pumping capacity of 11,200 barrels per
day.**

According to the project applicant's representative, that portion of the pipeline
crossing Sisar Creek would be buried in the existing roadbed built by Argo
Petroleum which crosses Sisar Creek on culverts (see Map 4). Alternatively,
a suspension bridge could be built to support that portion of the pipeline as it
crosses Sisar Creek. In this case, the suspension bridge would probably con-
sist of two 10-foot-high "A" frames with a cable anchored behind and strapped
to the pipe to raise it above the creekbed and prevent sagging.

#*Review Condition Numbers 30 and 32 of permit, Appendix D.

*%*For additional informaticn, see pages 20-31, botiom of page 33, and
top of page 37.
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ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The project site contalns approximately 1.5 acres which are
currently undeveloped. Surrounding land uses include scattered
residences approximately one-fourth mile to the north and limited
o0il and gas operations to the south, east and west. A hill
separates the project site and the residences to the north.

The site is epproximately one-half mile south of the Los Padres
National Forest boundary line.

The site is zoned "R-E-1lAc," and areas to the south and west are
similarly zoned. Parcels to the north and east are zoned
"R-E-1Ac" and "O-S-40Ac" (Open Space-Forty Acre Minimum Lot Size).

Topography on the site is characterized by hilly terrain with
slopes ranging from 10 to 40 per cent. The site is presently
in an undisturbed mature chaparral plant community. Although
the surrounding area contains the uses cited above, it is pre-
dominantly in an undisturbed natural state. Bear Canyon and
Bear Creek are approximately 500 feet east and Sisar Creek is
approximately 2000 feet west and 4000 feet south of the pro-
posed well site. The project site is a wildlife habitat.

Access to the site is via Koenigstein Road and a proposed
on-site access road.

The site is in an area which is "very likely to contain arch-
aeological sites'" according to UCLA studies, and it is also in
an extreme fire hazard area.

The project site is located in the Upper Ojai Valley which is
characterized as a rural residential and agricultural community,
The area's population is approximately 320 persons. Access to
the Valley is either from Ojai or Santa Paula via State Route
150, a rural, two lane road.

Other o0il related projects in the area which are pending approval
or have been recently approved and not constructed include:

Transworld Oil Company (CUP-3538) for an oil transfer
station located at State Route 150 and the access road
to the Silverthread 0il Field, gpproximately 3.25 miles
southeast of the project; and

Argo Petroleum (CUP-3344) for four additional development

wells on the Ferndale Ranch which is located 3.75 miles
southeast of the subject site.

11



*ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

2ir Quality Assessmentl

The drilling operation would reguire approximately 400 gallons
of diesel fuel per day, according to the applicant. Emission
factors for stationary diesel sources (Environmental Protection
Agency publication #AP-42) follow:

Reactive Hydrocarbons = 37.5 1lbs/1000 gal. fuel burned
NO, = 469 1bs/1000 gal. fuel burned

Daily emissions follows:

Reactive Hydrocarbons 400 gal.
1000 gal. x 37.5 1lbs. = .008 tons

2000 1lbs/tons

NO 400 gal.
1000 gal. x 469 1bs. = ,094 tons

2000 lbs/ton

Impact: The project would result in a 0.016 per cent increase

in reactive hydrocarbons and a 0.1 per cent increase in NOy
emissions countywide. These emissions, in addition to some
associated with vehicle miles traveled by project vehicles, would
have a slight impact on the County's oxidant problem.

Grading Assessment?

The applicant indicates that approximately 8,000 cubic yards of

dirt would be excavated to create the well site and road and that
excavated material would be used as fill or retained for abandon-
ment of site purposes. (See Proposed Drill Site Plan, page 8§ ).

Impact: Any extensive site grading may result in deposition of
Ioose £ill which may be subject to erosion. 1In addition, site
runoff during rainfall could result in considerable transport
and deposition of soil onto Koenigstein Road.

Mitigating Measures: The applicant indicates that all runoff
water would be confined to the drill site area or on the access
road through the construction of a dike on the site and that the
fill and road would be compacted. The apnlicant proposed to
landscape the site if the well is productive.

Staff Evaluation: The Public Works Agency indicates that addi-

tional information such as a grading rlan would be necessary

to evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed mitigating measures.
Additional erosion control measures could include landscaping
and/or paving channels and/or roadways with non-erodible materials.

Geology Assessment

The project site is underlain by an undetermined thickness,
perhaps several hundred feet of coarse Terrace Deposits
consisting primarily of firm silt, sand, gravel and rock
fragments to large boulder-size. These materials can be highily
permeable, i.e., transmit fluids easily. The Coldwater Pormation
consisting of hard, relatively impermeable, sandstone directly
underlies the Terrace Deposits. The vertical thickness of this
formation and other of similar character beneath the site may be
several thousand feet.

Additional general information and area extent of formations
and faults can be obtained by reference to the State Division
of Mines and Geology, Preliminary Report 14 "Geology and
Mineral Resources Study of Southern Ventura County."

1
Prepared by Ventura County Air Pollution Control District,
September 25, 1975,

2
Memoranda, A. P. Stokes to V. R. Husbands, Subject: CUP-3543,

September 22 and October 8, 1975,
12
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Impact: Loss of drilling or other fluids into permeable
terrace deposits or other permeable earth materials could
occur unless precautions are implemented during drilling
operations. Degradation of local ground water could result
from such losses.

Mitigating Measures: This well will be drilled in accordance
with requirements of the California Division of 0il and Gas
which requires annular sealing and testing of sealing to the
base of fresh-water reservoir which should provide adequate
protection of adjacent fresh-water supplies.

Division 3 of the Public Resource Code outlines provisions
for protection of ground water. The pertinent sections follow:

Sec. 3106. fThe State 0il and Gas Supervisors shall so
supervise the drilling, operation, maintenance, and
abandonment of wells as to prevent, as far as passible,
damage to life, healkh, property, and natural resources;
damage to underground oil and gas deposits from infiltrating
water and other causes; loss of oil, gas, or ressrvoir
energy, and damage to undergyround and surface waters
suitable for irrigation of domestic purposes by the
infiltration of, or the addition of, detrimental sub-
stances, by reason of the drilling, operation, main-
tenance, or abandonment of wells.

Sec. 3107. A district deputy in each distriet, designated
by the supervisor, shall colleet all necessary informatien
regarding the oil and gas wells in the district, with a

view to determining the presence and source of water in thea
0il sands and the location and extent of strata bearing
water suitable for irrigation or domestic purposes that
might be affected. He shall prepare maps and other
accessories necessary to determine the presence and

source of water in the oil sands and the location and

extent of strata bearing water suitable for irrigation

or domestic purposes or surface water suitable for such
purposes. This work shall be done with the view of advising
the operators as to the best means of protecting the il '
and gas sands and the water-bearing strata and surface
water, and with a view to aiding the supervisor in ordering
tests or repair work at wells, All this data shall be kept
on file in the office of the district deputy of the re-
spective district.

Sec. 3210. The owner or operator of any well shall keep,
or cause to be kept, a careful and accurate log, core
record, and history of the drilling of the well.

Sec. 3211. The log shall show the character and depth

of the formation passed through or encountered in the
drilling of the well, and particularly the location and
depth of waterbearing strata, together with the character
of water encountered from time to time, so far as as-
certained, whether or not the water was shut off, and if
g0 at what point. The log shall show completely the
amounts, kinds, and size of casing used, the depth at
which eil-bearing strata are encountered, the depth and
character of such strata, and whether all water overlying
and underlying such oll-bearing strata was successfully
and permanently shut off so as to prevent the percolation
or penetration of water into such oil-bearing strata; and
whether strata bearing water that might be suitable for
irrigation or domestic purposes are properly protected
from the infiltration or addition of detrimental substances
from the well.

Ibid
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Sec. 3220. The owner or operator of any well on lands
producing cr reasonably presumed to cantain oil or gas
shall preperly case it with water-tight and adequate
metal casing, in accordance with methods approved hy

the supervisor or the district deputy, and shall, under
his direction, shut off all water overlying and underlying
oil-bearing or gas-bearing strata and prevent any water
from penetrating such strata. The owner or operator
shall also use every effort and endeavor to prevent
damage to life, health, property, and natural resources;
to shut out detrimental substances from strata containing
water suitable for irrigation or domestic purposes and
from surface water suitable for such purposes, and to
prevent the infiltration of detrimental substances into
such strata and into such surface water.

Sec. 3221. Whenever it appears to the supervisor that
water from any well is penetrating oil-bearing or gas-
bearing strata or that detrimental substances are
infiltrating into underground or surface water suitable
for irrigation or domestic purposes, he may order a shut-
off test and designate a day upon which the test shall be
held. The order shall be in writing and served upon the
owner or operator of the well at least ten days prior to
the day designated for the test. Upon receipt of the
order, the owner or operator shall hold the test in the
manner and at the time prescribed.

Sec. 3224. The supervisor shall order such tests or
remedial work as in his judgment are necessary to prevent
damage to life, health, property, and natural resources;
to protect oil and gas deposits from damage by underground
water, or to prevent the escape of water into underground
formations, or to prevent the infiltration of detrimental
substances, into underground or surface water suitable

for irrigation or domestic purposes, to the best interests
of the neighboring property owners and the public. The
order shall be in writing, signed by the supervisor.

Sec. 3228. Before abandoning any well in accordance with
methods approved by the supervisor or the district deputy,
and under this direction, the owner or operator shall shut
off and exclude all water from entering oil-bearing or
gas~bearing strata encountered in the well and shall use
every effort and endeavor to protect any underground or
surface water suitable for irrigation or domestic purposes
from the infiltration or addition of any detrimental
substances.

Hydrology Assessment?

Small-scale geologic maps indicate that the proposed drilling
site is underlain by terrace deposits and older marine sedi-
ments. The terrace deposits generally are guite permeable and
can transmit surface water downward. The older marine forma-
tions are generally considered nonwater-bearing; however,
numerous wells about one-half mile north of the project site pro-
duce limited amounts of fresh water from these types of rocks.
Replenishment to these older marine rocks is probably through
fracture zones.

Impact: Drilling fluids within the proposed sump may be quite
saline. Since preliminary information indicates that downward
migration to apparently fresh water bearing zones exist, ground-
water degradation could occur by lateral movement southerly to
Sisar Creek and possibly northerly by movement through the

Coldwater sandstone.

Staff Recommended Mitigation Measures: The sump should be
Tined with impervious material to prevent ground water degradation.

4
Ibid
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Traffic Assessment>

Access to the site is via State Route 150 to Koenigstein Road.
State Route 150 is a 24 foot wide paved road with graded
shoulders. The current volume is 3000 average daily traffic
(ADT) and the average speed is 45 mph. There are curves on
State Route 150 both east and west of Koenigstein Road.
Koenigstein Road is a 14 foot wide paved road with graded

dirt shoulders. The road is in average condition. The
current volume is approximately 50 ADT with no viable estimate
of capacity available due to the surface width and seasonal
variation of weather conditions. This road currently carries
oil field related traffic. Access via Koenigstein Road is
marginal with respect to the road width, the structural section,
and the junction with State Route 150. There has been one
recorded accident at the intersection of State Route 150 and
Koenigstein Road during the last 12 months. This accident
involved a car and a pickup; one driver was driving under the
influence of alcochol.

The project would result in a traffic volume of 40 ADT during
the drilling stage. If the well is successful, the traffic
volume would be approximately 4 ADT after the pipeline is
constructed for removal of oil from the site. Large truck-
trailer 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.

Impact: Both Bridge #326 on Koenigstein Road and the road
itself are adequate to carry heavy equipment. Since the road
is inadequate to accommodate two passing trucks, one truck
would be required to pull over to the shouldex. This condition
would create an inconvenience; however, it would not be charact-
erized as unsafe due to the small volume of traffic currently
occuring on the road.

The movement of large vehicles at the intersection of State
Route 150 and Koenigstein Road could create unsafe conditions.

Mitigating Measures: The applicant proposes that the movements
of large vehicles at the intersection of State Route 150 and
Koenigstein Road be mitigated by the use of traffic control
personnel furnished by the Sheriff's Department.

Staff Evaluation: The Public Works Agency indicates that the
control of traffic is the responsibility of the applicant, not
the Sheriff or California Highway Patrol, as required by a
County Encroachment Permit for oversized/overweight loads.
Flagmen should be required for movements of large vehicles at
the intersection.

Plantlife Assessment®

The proposed drilling site is presently in an undisturbed
mature chaparral plant community. Although the surrounding
area contains some rural home sites and limited oil field
operations, it is predominantly in an undisturbed natural state.
The site lies near the edge of Los Padres National Forest, and
as such, is part of a much larger wildlife habitat.

5
Memoranda, A. P. Stokes to V. R. Husbands, Subject: CUP-3543,
September 22, 1975 and October 30, 1975.

6

Op. Cit., Memorandum, A. P. Stokes to V. R. Husbands, September
22, 1975.

16



The existing flora is extremely dense with chamise being
the dominant plant species. Other significant species on
the site include Laurel Leafed Sumac, wild Buckwheat, Sage,
Yucc%, Scrub Oak, Elderberry, Toyon, Squaw Bush and Poison
Oak.

A significant riparian plant community (Bear Canyon) exists
approximately 500' east of the site. This community contains
Sycamore, Willow, White Alder, Cat Tail and Mule FPat. This
community and the presence of water there enhances the signi-
ficance of the site as a wildlife habitat.

Impact: The excavation for the drill site area (200" x 200°')
and the access road would result in the removal of native
vegetation.

Wildlife Assessment8

The project site is an excellent wildlife habitat. The signi-
ficance of the site as a wildlife habitat is enhanced by the
site's association with the live stream, riparian habitat of
Bear Canyon and its association with the Los Padres National
Forest to the north. The site's isplation and dense vagetation
also contribute to ite significcane as a wildlife habitat.

The total number of wildlife species actually observed was low.
This was mostly due to the air temperature which exceeded 100
degrees during the field research. The following species were
ldentified by observation or physical evidence, (i.e., scat,
tracts) : deer, coyote, scrub jay, titmouse, bushtit, wrentit,
vellow-bellied sapsucker and the black headed grosbeak,

The total number of species actually using or residing at the
site is undoubtedly very large. The site is likely visited
or residence for large mammals such as black bear, mountain
lien, gray fox, racoon, bob cat and the long-tailed weasel.
Small mammals likely found hers would be bats, chipmunk,
rabbits, gophers, mice and skunk.

The site is a suitable habitat for approximately 50 bird species
including those observed. The site is a suitable habitat for
approximately 13 species of snakes and lizards. The site is a
suitable habitat for a great number of invertebrate species.

No rare or endangered wildlife species were observed at this
site. The site is within the flying range of the California
Condor but is not a likely nesting or fodd source area.

Impact: Removal of the vegetation for the proposed drilling
site would have a substantial adverse impact on wildlife, This
impact would extend beyond the actual drill site due to increased
noise levels and the presence of huyman activity.

The sump would not be a significant hazard to wildlife for the

following reasons: the sump would be utilized for drilling mud
only; and the drilling operation would operate 24 hours per day
which would deter wildlife from entering the area.

If the well is unproductive, the sump would ke covered. If
the well is productive, the Ssump would remain for a period
of time. Since the well site would not be attended 24 hours
a day, the sump may prove hazardous to wildlife and trap
mammals as large as deer.

7 .
A detailed list of on site flora is available in the Ventura

County Flood Control District Office.

8 . E
A detailed list of wildlife of this area is available in the

Ventura County FLood Control District Office.

9
Memorandum, A. P. Stokes to V. R. Husbands, September 22, 1975,
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Mitigating Measures: The Ventura County Ordinance Code requires
that the sump shall be enclosed by a wire fence of a wire mesh

type with a maximum of 2 inches by 4 inches opening and said

fence shall be secured to steel posts not less than 5 feet ip
height above the ground and said posts shall have 45 degree

arms attached to top of posts with 3 strands of barb wire atttached
thereto. This measure would prevent people as well as wildlife
from entering the sump. '

Noise Assessmentl0

Noise measurements were taken in the project area by the Ventura
County Environmental Health Division (See Map 5 ). The
existing ambient noise levels ranged between 29 and 35 dB (A) .
Peak noise levels reached 73 and 44 dB(A) at locations 1 and 2,
respectively. These levels were associated with traffic on
State Route 150. y

Table 1 indicates the typical noise levels associated with
various types of residential communities. The ambient noise
level at all the locations measured falls below the levels
indicated for a quiet suburban residential community.

Impact: Drilling would occur 24 hours per day for a 30 to 90
day period. The applicant estimates that the drilling eqguipment
noise would be 109 dB(A) at the source. Since the projected
noise level is an estimate, actual noise levels could be lesser
oxr greater.

If the noise level at the unattenuated diesel is 100 dB(&n),

the noise level one-half mile away could be as high as 45 to
51 dB(A) and three-fourths mile away could be as high as 39

to 45 dB(A). These noise levels are typical of Urban and
Normal Subnrban Residential communities, respecively. Resi-
dential areas located at location 2 on Map 5 and in the Summit
area west of Koenigstein Road are approximately one-half and
three~fourths mile from the project site, respectively. The
project could increase the ambient noise level at location 2

by as much as 11 to 17 dB(A). Rancho Del Oso, located approxi-
mately one-fourth mile north of the project, would be unaffected
by the project noise which would be attenuated by a hill
located between the project and the Ranch.

Mitigating Measures: The applicants indicate that efforts
would be undertaken to attenuate the noise if complaints are
received during the drilling phase of the project.

Archaeological Assessmentll

The Ventura County Archaeological Society indicates that there
are no recorded archaeological sites in the immediate area of
the proposed exploratory well drilling site and that this area
has never been surveyed to determine the nature of its archas-—
ological resources. The site is in close proximity to the Upper
Ojai area which contains numerous recordsd archaeologlcal sites.
In addition, the site is located on a ridge flanked by an
intermittent stream both to the east and west. These Ffactors
indicate that the site is a highly probable location of
aberiginal occupation in the past.

The Archaeological Society recommends that a qualified archaso-
logist be engaged to make a surface determination of all the area
that will be involved in the well drilling, including all ex-
cavation, access roads, pipelines, firebreaks, sump and foundations.

It further recommends that during the construction, if subsurface
archaeclogical sites are encountered, all work should stop in the
immediate area and a qualified local archaeologist called in to
evaluate and make recommendations.

10
Memorandum, Irv Johnson to Janet Lyders, Subject: Phoenix
West 0il and Gas EIR, September 25, 1974.

11

Letter from Lyle A. Kenney, Coordinator, Ventura County Archaeo-
logical Society to Janet Lyders, Subject: EIR for CUP-3543,
September 11, 1975.
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Fire Protectionl?

The project site is located in an extreme fire hazard area
according to the Ventura County Seismic and Safety Element.
The applicant indicates that all fire department and U.S.
Forest Service Uniform Fire Code requirements would be adhered
to, including the presence on the site of 20,000 gallons of
water for use in event of fire.

Impact: The Ventura County Fire Department indicates that
adherence to these requirements would provide adequate
protection for the project area.

Visual Assessment

The Koenigstein Road area is predominantly in an undisturbed
natural state. Three homes are located approximately 600
feet north of the intersection of Koenigstein Road and State
Route 150. Adjacent and north of these homes is the Sisar
0il Corporation operation. Three oil drilling operations
southwest of the project are visible from the Road. The area
between the Sisar operation and Rancho Del Oso (approximately
one-half mile) and adjacent to the Road is in a natural state.

The view north of the project site area includes the foothills
and bluffs of Topa Topa Mountain. The view to theé south is
Sulphur Mountain, to the west is the Upper 0jai Valley and to
the east is towards Santa Paula Canyon.

The project site is at an elevation of approximately 1,700'

above sea level, approximately 280' higher than the elevation

at State Route 150 and Koenigstein Road. The project would
require the removal of natural vegetation and excavation to
create a 200' x 200' well site and access road. The drilling
operation would include a drilling rig with a drilling mast
approximately 140' above ground level. The rig would be operated
24 hours per day and lighted at night. If the well is successful,
pumping equipment and oil storage tanks approximately 16' high
would be located on the site.

Impact: The project would change the site from a natural,
hiTTside to an oil activity area. The project site and related
0il well equipment would be visible from the south, east and
west. Travelers on State Route 150 and residents south of

the site on Koenigstein Road and in the Summit area could
readily view this operation, in addition to three other oil

well sites southwest of the project. The oil rig would not
extend abova the skyline when viewed from the south, east and
west nor would if be visible from the homes north of the project.

Mitigating Measures: The applicant proposes to landscape the
0il well site If the well is productive or to restore the site
to its original topographical condition if the well is un-
productive.

Other Environmental Considerations

The applicant indicates that an oil line would be used to
transport the oil from the site if the well is productive.
Since the proposed location of the line is unknown at this
time; impacts associated with this activity cannot be evaluated.

12 )
Telecon, Inspector Burlison, Ventura County Fire Department,

to Janet Lyders, October 29, 1975.
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*Pipeline Assessment

Potentiel Flooding: The route of the proposed pipeline will cross an area in

the immediate vicinity of Sisar Creek that appears to be subject to relatively
heavy flooding. Recent floods have altered portions of the existing ¢creekbed,
creating several new drainage courseg.

Hzzerds: Several hazards inherent in the placement of the preoposed pipeline
have been determined. First, consiru ties may intensify the risk

of fire. This event could easily occur if consiruction equipment emits sparks
in dry, vegetaied areas. Second, the pipeline could conceivably break and/or
shear gs a result of siructural or environmentelly induced {ailure {e.g., {lood-
ing, ground sheking, etc.}.

Growth Inducement: If consirucied, the proposed Phoenix West pipeline would
thecretically have aboutl 5,900 barrels per day of excess capacity under maxi-
mum pumping conditions. This is far in excess of the quantity of cil that is
estimated to be cumulatively produced in this area of the Upper QOjai Vealley.
Under the cumulative probable high find scenario, seven wells producing
1,100 barrels of oil per day are projected for the area {consisting of the
probable production of Silver Explorastion and Phoenix West CUP-3685, see
Table 6). Production levels or well drilling above this amount is presently
not foreseen.

Similarly, the ARCO pipeline is theoretically expandable tc 20,000 barrels of
oil per day which may accomrodate all of the cumulative production identified
for the Upper Ojai Valley. Whether this is possible can only be confirmed
through an engineering investigation of the pipeline.

Grading: As previously indicated, the pipeline will be both above and below
ground according to the type of terrain conditions encountered. As such,
some trenching and grading will be required for the instaliagtion of the pipe
and minor grading may be required for right-of-way clearance in some
locations. Specifically on the west side of Sisar Creek, the pipeline would
pass through brush and probably be situated above ground. East of Sisar
Creek, approximately 1,000 feet of the pipeline would be buried, requiring
the excavation of 1,500 cubic feet of soil.

Flora end Fauna: The proposed pipeline route will pass through four biotic
communities including chaparral, introduced grassland, riparian woodland,
and southern cak woodland, respectively (detzailed floral and faunel species
lists prepared for the original CUP-3543 Draft EIR in 1975 are contained in
Appendix G). Within the chaparral community, the dominant shrub is chamise.
California sagebrush, buck brush, black sage, and laurel sumac are also
present, but are infrequent. Non-native annual grasses and herbs dominate
the introduced grassland community and include brome grasses, field mus-
tard, slender wild oats, and telegraph weed. Riparian vegetation found in
Sisar Creek is dominated by sycamore. Common floral associates include
mulefat, willow, and Mexicen elderberry. The southern oak woodland com-
munity is characterized by the presence of coast live oaks. Large shrubs,
including toyon, scrub oak, and holly-leaved cherry, occupy the openings
between the larger oak trees.

Impacts: The proposed pipeline creek crossing will not alter the banks or bed
of Sisar Creek, influence the direction of drainage, or the ability of the creek
to handle a given flow in the event of rainfall during construction operations.
At some undefined level of flooding, the segment of the pipeline proposed for
burial in the existing roadbed that presently crosses Sisar Creek could be sus-
ceptible to damage and/or breakage in the event of a {lood. The volume of
flooding which could potentially occur as well as the extent of the flood plain
has not been quantitatively determined. Given these unknown parameters, the
alternative of constructing a suspension bridge which could provide support
for the pipeline as it spans the sireamcourse and associaled vegetation would
require additional engineering analyses io determine its feasibility. Itis
noted, however, that the existing creek crossing has withstood the recent
above-average winter rainfall.

If the proposed pipeline should break or rupture on land while c¢il is present in
the line, nearby soils and plants would be adversely impacted. This effect
could potentially be more significant in the event of 2 major flood causing pipe



failure adjscent to or over Sisar Creek and resulting in the degradation of
creek waters and agsociated riparian vegetation. However, according to the
project applicant's representative, the pipeline would be drained afler every
shipment of oil so that it would be essentially empty. Additionally, no oil
transfer operations woulcd occur during periods of flooding. In the event that
z flood should break the line, approximately 1 gallon of oil is anticipated to
e released. Receni biological assessments conducted for similar projects
in the Upper Ojei Valley {(e.g., CUP-3680, 3681, 3688) have evaluated the
effects of potentially damaging oil spills upon terrestriel and aquatic habitats.
Essentially, impacts io these communities would be significant on 2 local
basis only. In particular, the magnitude of both the short- and long-term
impacts would be more pronounced upon the riparian habitat as a function of
existing stream size, point of introduction (or spill) to the point of collection
{cr vitimate diminution downstream} and associated plant and wildlife popula-
iions present. However, in both cases, the effects of an oil spill would be
temporary and habitet restoration/recovery could be accelerated through the

efforts of man.

Erosion and siliation are probable where fine-grained sediments are exposed
during requisite trenching operations. In particular, the potential erosion of
temporary soil stockpiles as well as losses from spillage and wind erosion
may eventually result in sedimentation and siltation problems in Sisar Creek
and adjacent drainage courses. However, given the fact that only 1,500 cubic
feet of soil is estimated to be moved, the problems of erosion and siltation
discussed above are not expected to be significant.

Construction of the proposed pipeline would result in the removal of natural
habitats and the disturbance/displacement of wildlife populations existing
along the pipeline route. Vegetation removal required for the pipeline right-
of-way could create potential erosion hazards. The presence of man,
machinery, and noise during construction operations would cause many less-~
tolerant species to leave nearby habitat areas. Collectively, these impacts
wouléd be significant on a local basis in chaparral, southern riparian, and oak
woodlands only. Along the pipeline route, onsiie communities are currently
in poor to fair condition. Therefore, given existing habitat conditions coupled
with disturbances from nearby production wells and requisite support activi-
ties, the area does not appear to play an important role in a regional eco-
sysiem, and the regional impacts are expected 1o be insignificant.

Mitigation Meagures: The following specific guidelines have been developed
lo mitigate, as best as is feasible, the impacts identified above. Unless other-
wise indicated, the measures are proposed by Boyle Engineering Corporation.

According to the applicant, a check valve (i.e., a flapper valve used in pipe-
lines to limit flow to one direction only) would be installed on the west end of
the pipeline crossing Sisar Creek to prevent any backflow should the line
break. Upstream from the crossing, a standard (or gate) valve would be in-
stalled for use only when shipping oil. These safety features combined with

a monitoring program would allow immediate pipeline shutdown in the event of
structural failure or natural disaster, thereby minimizing crude oil losses.
The monitoring program would normally consist of monthly field inspections
and/or frequent spot checks particularly during periods of heavy rainfall/
seasonal flooding.

Construction methods to minimize erosion hazards should be incorporated
into the project design. Requisite trenching operations (as necessary) for

the emplacement of the pipe should be phased in a manner so as to prevent

the susceptibility of large areas to erosion over extended periods of time.
Additionally, all construction operations should be seasonally scheduled,
avoiding both periods of anticipated rainfall and fire hazard. This will mini-
mize the probability of erosion problems created onsite as well as siltation

of downstream drainages. Bare soil that is exposed at other times of the
year should be revegetated immediately and maintained in that state. This in-
cludes all exposed grading and trenching. Usually, this is best accomplished
by hydroseeding with fast-growing fire retardant species compatible with site-
specific growing conditions (i.e., soil type, slope, climate, etc.). Regarding
fire hazards, the Ventura County Fire Prevention Bureau recommends that the
applicant contact the local division or battalion chief of the Ventura County
Fire Department to determine if environmental conditions will permit pipeline
construction activities on a given day.
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Measures suggested in the preceding paragraph to control erosion shounld be
implemented to minimize impacts to biotic resources downstream. Removal
of vegetation should be limited to that amount required for the pipeline right-
of-way. In addition to the use of spark arrestors, all construction machinery
should be equipped with mufflers to reduce noise levels generated during pipe-
line emplacement operations.

The following references provide discussion regarding the cumulative effects
of pipeline construction:

- See page 44, fourth and fifth paragraphs (air quality).

- See page 45, seventh paragraph (biology).

- See page 47, tenth paragraph (ground‘water) .

- See page 50, second paragraph (iraffic).
ERRC Review
In response to ERRC committee comments of 14 May 1980, archaeological
considerations and mitigations are addressed in Condition No. 32, Appendix D,

requiring that 2 modification of the permit be filed to allow for pipeline routing
and constructicn.
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BENEFICIAL IMPACTS

The applicant indicates the need for the development of
0il production from domestic 0il reserves is critical
at the present time and for the foreseeable future, and
the proposed project could contribute an energy source
wkich is urgently needed.

The project would corntribute to the county's tax base

while demanding few governmental services.

ANY ADVERSE ENVIRONMEDNTAL EFFECTS WHICH
CANNCT BE AVOIDED IF THE PROPOSAL IS IMPLEMLN

The project would result in a 0.016 percent increase
in reactive hydrocarbons and a 0.1 percent increase in
NOy emission countywide during the drilling phase of
the project.

The project site is an excellent wildlife habitat.
Removal of the vegetation for the proposed drillinc site
would have a substantial adverse impact on wildlife.
During drilling, this impact would extend beyond the

actual drill site due to increased noise levels and the
presence of man.

The project would change the site from a natural, hillside,
te an oil activity area. The project site and related

0il well equipment would be visible by travelers on State
Route 150 and residents south of the site on Koenigstein
Road and in the Summit area.

SUMMARY OF MITIGATION MEASURES
PROPCSED TO MINIMIZE THE IMPACT

Loss of drilling or other fluids into permeable terrace
deposits or other permeable earth materials could occur
unless precautions are implemented during drilling opera-
tions. Degradation of local groundwater could result from
such losses. This well will be drilled in accordance with
reguirements of the California Division of 0il and Gas which
reguires annular sealing and testing of sealing to the

base of fresh-water reservoir which should provide adequate
protection of adjacent fresh-water supplies.

Since drilling fluids within the proposed sump may be

quite saline and the potential for downward migration to
apparently fresh water bearing zones exist, ground water
deégradation could occur. The Public Works Agency recommends
the svmp be lined with impervious material to prevent ground
water degradation.

The movement of large vehicles at the intersection of

State Route 150 and Koenigstein Road could create unsafe
conditions. The applicant proposes that the movements of
large vehicles at the intersection of State Route 150 and
Koanigstein Road be mitigated by the use of traffic control
personnel furnished by the Sheriff's Department. The Public
Works Agency indicates that the control of traffic is the

responsibility of the applicant, not the Sheriff or California
Bighway Patrol, as required by a County Encroachment Permit for

oversized/overweight loads. Flagmen should be reguired for
movements of large vehicles at the intersection.

The Ventura County Ordinance Code requires that the sump
shall be enclosed by a wire fence of a wire mesh type with
a maximum of 2 inches by 4 inches opening and said fence
shall be secured to steel posts not less than 5 feet in
height above the ground and said posts shall have 45 degree
arms attached to top of posts with 3 strands of barb wire
attached thereto. This measure would prevent people as
well as wildlife from entering the sump.
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Any extensive site grading may result in deposition of
loose fill which may be subject to erosion. 1In addition,
site runoff during razinfell could result in considerable
transport and deposition of soil on to Koenigstein

Road. The applicant indicates that all runoff water
would be confined to the drill site area or on the road
through the construction of a dike and that the fill

ané road would be compacted. The applicant proposes to
landscape the site if the well is productive. The
Pukblic Works Agency indicates that more specific information
would be necessary to evaluate the effectiveness of the
proposed mitigating measures. Additional erosion
control measures could include landscaping and/or

paving channels and/or roadways with non-erodibile
materials.

If the noise level at the unattenusted diesel is 109 dB(A),
the noise level one-half mile away could be =s high as
45 to 51 dB(&) and three-fourths miie away could be as

high as 39 o 45 gB(4). These ncise levels zre typical
of Urban erd Nermal Suburban Residential communities,
respectively. Residential areas located =t location 2

on Map 4 and in the Summit area west of Koenigstein Road

are apprcximately one-half and three-fourths mile from

the project site, respectively. The project could increase
the ambient noise level at location 2 by as much as 11 to

17 dB(A). The applicants indicate that efforts would

be undertaken to attenuate the noise if complaints are
received during the drilling phase of the project.

Several factors indicate that the site is a highly
probzable location of aboriginal occupation in the past.
The Archaeological Society recommends that a gualified
archaeologist be engaged to make & surface determination
of all the area that will be involved in the well
drilling, including all excavation, access roads,
pipelines, firebreaks, sump and foundations. It further
recommends that during the construction, if subsurface
archaeological sites are encountered, all work should

stop in the immeidate area and a qualified local archseologist

called in to evaluate and make recommendations.

The project would change the site from a natural,
hillside to an oil activity area. Travelers on State
Route 150 and residents south of the site on Koenigstein
Road and in the Summit area could readily view this
operation, in addition to three other o0il well sites
southwest of the project. The applicant proposed to
landscape the o0il well site if the well i$ productive

or to restore the site to its original topographical
conditiorn if the well is unproductive.

The following energy conservation measures are recommended
by the Public Works Agency:

a. Reclamation of waste heat from engines to use
where process heat is required.

ki Utilization of the most efficient methods of
transportation, i.e., timing of trips to prevent
duplication.

Cu Adjustment of engines and selection of lubricants

and fuel for highest efficiency.
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ALTERNATIVES TO THE FROPOSED PRCJECT

No Project

A "no project' aliernative would maintain the existing environment including
existing oil drilling activity, aesthetics and natural charzacteristics. Tempo-
rary traffic, air pollution, and noise associated with the project weuld not
occur and the wildlife habitat would remain intact. The visual impact
associated with the excavation of the site and placement of oil-related
facilities would not occur.

Alternstive Locations

LTt

Alternative locations for the project would be equivalent to a "'no project
allernative which would maintain the existing environment and preclude
the exploration of oil at the proposed location.

THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN LOCAL SHORT-TERM USES
OF MAN'S ENVIRONMENT AND THE MAINTENANCE AND
ENHANCEMENT OF LONG-TERM PRODUCTIVITY

The long-term effects of the proposed project would occur only if the well
is productive. These effects relate to the visual and aesthetic changes
resulting from the excavation of the site and the location of oil-related
facilities on the site and the removal of a wildlife habitat.

According to the applicant, the reason the proposed project is justified
now rather than reserving an option for future alternatives is the urgent
need for domestic oil development.

ANY IRREVERSIBLE ENVIRONMENTAL CHANGES
WHICH WOULD BE INVOLVED IN THE PROPOSED
ACTION SHOULD IT BE IMPFLEMENTED

The irreversible environmental changes associated with a productive oil
well relate to the visual and aesthetic changes to the project site and sur-
rounding area, the removal of a wildlife habitat, and the extraction of oil,
a nonrenewable resource.

GROWTH-INDUCING IMPACT OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

If the proposed project is successful, expanded oil exploration on the project
site could be expected. The applicant indicates that the subject parcel could
accommodate one additional drill site. Expansion of oil activity on the site
would require a modification to Conditional Use Permit No. CUP-3543.
Expansion of oil activity beyond the site would require a new Conditional

Use Permit.
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*CUMULATIVE ANALYSIS

State law reguires thel the cumulative impact of the proposed project in con-
junction with all oither proposed and probable future oil drilling/production
eciivities in the study ares be anslyzed. To sccomplich this, approved project
case files were examined for information on existing operaiions. A question-
neire was mailed to oil development operatore in the Upper Ojai; the purpose

of which was 1o determine the exfent ol future probable oil development activity.
The gquestionneire was followed by 2 telephorne call discussion and, in some
ceses, an interview and a brief history of oil development in the Upper Ojai
Vailey was prepared. The cumulative parameters are described in detzil in
the subsections which follow.

Cumulative Setting

The Uppér Ojai has been the scene of oil drilling and production aclivily on 2
continuous basls since well belore the year 1900, Initizl exploration and pro-
duction oceurred ln the Silverthread and Lion Mounlzin producing zones of the
Ojai Oil Field. Development of the three other producing areas, Sulphur Moun-
tain, Nerth Sulphur Mountain, snd Sigar Creek, began afier the turnt of the
century.

The first oil well was driiled in 1866 in the Silverthread area, the eastern-
most producing area of the Upper Ojai, and it produced up to 30 barrels of ail
per day. In 1893, the firs{ well in the Lion Mountain area was drilled and pro-
duced 15 barrels per day. The drilling of exploratory wells continued and in-
creased somewhat after the turn of the century. Drilling began in the Sisar
Creek area and the North Suiphur Mountain area in about 1907 and 1211, re-
spectively. In 1817, much of the land in the oil producing aress of the Upper
Cjai wae acouired by the Pan American Petrolewn Company; during the foilow-
ing 20 yezrs, exploratlon and production of oil in the area declined with only
seattered wells drilled. In 1937, the Richfield Ol Company (now ARCO),
acguired much of the land zrea from Fan Americen, Drilling activity wae in-
creased by ARCO and by about 1850 each area had been extensively explored,
(California DOG, Summaeary of Operations California O Fields, 1963, 1866,
1967, 1968.)

The major oil-producing sirata of the Ojai field heve higtorically been the Mon-
terey Formation (Miocene Age). Sirate are found at verious depths in the area
due to the high seismic and tectonic activity of the area resulting in the area's
scattered fault zones and associated pay zones. Early wells that were drilled
in the Ojai field area ranged from a few hundred feet to about 4,000 fest, using
either cable toels or rolary equipment. In 1951, when oil production in the
area was high, ARCO drilled the deepest well (of that time) in the Silverthread
area, a total of 9,955 feet. A commercial quantity for production was not found.
(California DOG, 1968.)

Oil drilling activity in the Ojai field remains high today. More new wells were
drilled in the Ojai field in 1876 and 1977 than in any other field in Oil and Gas
District 2 (which covers all of Ventura County and some of Santa Barbara and
Los Angeles County). (California DOG 1976, 1977 Annua! Report.)

Significant new finds have occurred as a result of the drilling activity, In 1976,
Phoenix West Oil and Gas Corporation discovered a new Miocene pool in the
Sisar Creek area with the completion of a well located about I mile northwest
of the former productive limits of the field. Gulf Oil Corporation completed &
new discovery well on Forest Service land about 2,000 feet northwest from the
nearest producing well. This well is producing oil from fractured Miocene
shale. In 1877, the productive limits of the North Sulphur Mountain ares of
the Ojai field were extended more than 1/2 mile to the northwest with the
completion of an ARCO well. Two additionzl wells completed by ARCO in
1977 expanded the Sisar Creek area by about 1,000 feet to the southwest and
the North Sulphur Mounlain area by about 750 feet to the north. Total oil pro-
duction for the Ojai Qil Field in 1977, sccording to California DOG statistics,
was 1,115,237 barrels as shown in Table 2.

California DOG has alsc estimated known reserves in the Ojai field to be
about 8,300,000 barrels. At the current rate of production, it is possible
that known reserves will be extracted within the next ten years.

Prior to 1947, there was no attempt by the county of Ventura to regulate oil
drilling and production activity in the Upper Ojai Valley.
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TABLE 2

EXISTING OIL PRODUCTION CHARACTERISTICS FOR
QJAI OIL FIELD VENTURA COUNTY
{DOG 1977 ANNUAL REPORT)

. 1977 Cumuletive® Daily Estimated
Producing” Produciion Production Production Reserves
Aren Wells barreis) (barreis) _(barrels) {barrels)

Lion B T.51% 447,000 3 L
North Sulphur 30 303,117 3,523,000 28 e
Silverthread® 69 746,586 6,966,000 368.¢ e
Sigar! 28 23,885 2,134,000 2.8 -
Sulphur B 6,076 301,900 2 Lo =
Weldon* 3 28,060 747,000 26
Ojai Field Total® 145 1,115,237 14,370,000 21 8,300,000

1F1gures estimated from i976 annual report data.

2Includes 232,000 barrels from The Tip Top (aree which ls now essentially
abandoned.

JActual anc potential wells is 190.
4Not in Upper Ojai planning area.

5Figures are taken from the DOG 1976 and 1277 Annual Reports and do not
reflect an accurate total from all the figures shown here.

On March 25, 1947, the first County Land Use Ordinance (No. £12) was
adopted requiring a special use permit in all zones for the "development of
natural resources, together with necessary buildings, apparatus, or appur-
tenances incident thereto."

Following the establishment of County Land Use Ordinance No. 412 in 1947,
several permits were granted to oil companies for drilling and extraciion of
oil and naturel gas in the Upper Ojai Valley. A significant aspect of these
firgt permits was that no conditions of operation were attached to them zs
was the case for all permits granted prior to 1961. On November 30, 1961,
the Ventura County Board of Supervisors adopted Section 8163-14 of the
Venture County Ordinance Code which imposes 11 primary conditions on all
existing and future oil and gas drilling and extraction permits. Commencing
in 1970, the Ventura County Planning Commission began to impose additional
conditions, specific to the permit being requested, in order to mitigate po-
tential impacis.

Table 3 lists all existing oil permits and production operations in the Upper
Ojai Valley portions of the Ojai Oil Field. The permittees which are in-
dicated in the table are the msajor operators; however, they may not be the
only oil operators working & permit area. Figure | illustrates the area
covered by existing oil permits in the Upper Ojai Valley.

The oil-production operations in the Upper Ojai area consist of not only pro-
duction oil wells, but many other major facilities, such as oil and gas pipe-
line, storage tanks, truck transfer facilities, oil and gas processing facili-
ties, and numerous oil and gas flow lines. The location of all producing
wells (as well as dry holes) are shown in Figures 2 end 3. Thase fgures
are reduced copies of the California DOG well status maps and are current
up to March, 1979. A planning area boundary has been placed on these
figures to show which facilities are considered as being within the Upper Qjai
area. It is noted that the Ojai Oil Field extends much further to the west,
but generally this is a wildcat area with no production; and the Weldon Canyon
area of the Ojai field, which is a producing zone, is too far removed geo-
graphically from the Upper Ojai to have a significant effect on the area.
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Permit No.

CUP-15%

CUP-3252
CUP-7642
CUP-2242
CUP-2932

CUP-3318

CUP-3344

CUP-3543

TABLE 3

EXISTING OIL PERMITS AND PRODUCTION FACILITIES
UPPER OJAI VALLEY (AS OF MARCH, 1979)

Permittee

ARCO and
Chanslor-Western

Sun Oil

Dr. Harold Alexander
Silver Exploration Co.
QOjai Oil Co.

ARGO Petroleum

ARGO Petroleum
Phoenix West

Gulf Oil

Exeter Qil Co.
Phoenix West
Phoenix West

W. Perry Barker

Anderson

Location

7680 Acres on Southern
Half of Upper Cjai

Silverthread Field
Silverthread Field
Sisar Creek
Sisar Creek

North of Silverthread
Field

Ferndale Ranch

Sisar Creek

In U.S. Forest, North of
Silverthread Field
Sulphur Mountain
Sulphur Mountain
Sulphur Mountain

Lion Mountain

Lion Mountain

Total

Actual
Production
Wells

89

2

1
{MP Lane
Federal)

1

8

195

1Five more wells are planned under existing permit; included in probable

projects.

2No conditions on permit except the 11 primary conditions imposed by
Ventura County Ordinance Code Section 8163-14.

3No permit request filed by Gulf because site was located on Forest

Service lands.

4 i
*Permit number unknown.

This well is presently ''shut-in."

5Source of information is county of Ventura permit files and California

DOG Well Status Maps, March, 1979.

Existing major oll support facilities in the Upper Qjai are illustrated in
Figure 4. Also indicated in this figure are the major oil-producing zones

in termes of surface area.

In addition to the facilities shown in Figure 4,

there ere many small storgge tanks on individual production sites and there
are many oil and gas flow lines lying on the ground surface, the location and
existence of which has never been recorded.

£s shown in Figure 4, only one major oil pipeline exists which exports

oil from the Upper Ojai.

This pipeline is a 6-inch-diameter line owned by

ARCO. It originates at the ARCO oil-processing facility to the south of the
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Highway 150/Sisar Road intersection, and proceeds ezsterly to Fillmore.
The total length of the pipeline ie 15.4 miles and it is approximately 94 per-
cent buried and 6 percent gbove ground. The pipeline is classified as a
cemmon carrier line, which means that ite operation is regulated by the
Public Utllities Commission. The pipeline operaior, Four Corners Pipe
Line Compeany. reports that the average daily pumping capacity is presenil
about 7,600 barrels of oil per day. Peak operating capacity is estimated
at 11,200 barrels per day. Pipeline capacity at any particular time is &
function of pumping capacity. storage capacity, and the viscosity of crude
oil flowing through the line.

Feour Corners Pipe Line Company siresses that a definitive delermination as
to the feasibility of expanding the capacity of the pipeline would require &
detailed engineering evaluation. However, it was estimated that with addi-
tional pumping capacity and considering the type of terrain that the pipeline
goes through and assurmning that the quality of new crude oil contributed to

the line would be similar in consistency to that which is going through the
line now, the pipeline may be able to convey up to 20,000 barrels of oil per
day. It was pointed oul that historicelly the pipeline has had a greater pump-
ing capacity than it presently hes and that more crude oil has flowed through
than presently does. It is believed that pumping capacity could be added to
the pipeline at poinis of connection with contributing pipelines.

The oil pipeline is paralleled by a 5-inch-diameter compressed gas pipeline.
Flow in the gas pipeline is from east io west, and the gas pipeline continues
on westerly as shown in Figure 4. The gas pipeline presently transports
about 171,590,000 cubic feet of natural gas per month. ARCO, which
operates this pipeline, reports that the maximum capacity is more than
double the present level of usage.

The ARCO oil pipeline is used by other operators on a contract and case-by-
case basis. If there is not a formal contract for utilizing the pipeline,
ARCO will aliow some operators to use their facilities on a capacity availa-
ble basis. There have been occasions where operators have been denied
access to the line through ARCO {facilities because ARCC was utilizing its
full capacity.

According to the 1977 DOG Annual Report, approximately 1,100,000 barrels
of oil were produced in the Upper Ojai area of the Ojai Oil Field from 145
producing wells, the average per well being about 21 barrels per day.
However, it was found that as of March of 1978, there were about 195 pro-
ducing wells. At approximately 21 barrels per day, it is estimated that the
total daily production from the project area from existing wells is about
4,095 barrels per day. Of this amount, it is estimated that about 430
barrels per day are removed from the Upper Ojai via tank truck; and the
remainder of the oil produced in the project study area, about 3,665 bar-
rels per day, is exported via the ARCO pipeline (estimates of tank truck
activity were made based on contacts with the various oil operatorsj.

An apparent discrepancy exists between the average daily capacity of the
ARCO line, 7,600 barrels per day, and the estimated project area generated
oil shipped through the pipeline, 3,665 barrels per day. A plausible explana-
tion is that some oil is added to the pipeline outside of the project study area,
from the Santa Paula and Timber Canyon fields. This was confirmed by Four
Corners Pipe Line Company. Also, production may have increased in the
study area this past year, for which there is no data available.

The existing land-use development pattern in the Upper Ojai can be char-
acterized as rural. Population has always been sparse and agriculture has
been the predominant land-use activity for many years. Recent development
activity, however, has been comprised mainly of residential units. Resi-
dential land use and growth has centered in areas along Sisar Road and
Koenigstein Road near Highway 150 and along Sulphur Mountain Road.

An Ojal Valley Area Plan has been adopted by the Ventura County Resource
Management Agency which proposes land uses for the Ojai Valley, including
the Upper Ojai, which would allow low density (one dwelling unit per .5 to 5
acres) and very low density (one dwelling unit per 5 to 40 acres) residential
development in the project area. A growth rate of about 0.4 percent per yvear
is envisioned in the plan.
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Future 0il Development Policles - The plan also contains goals and policies
witli respect to future oil development which are worthy of consideration here.
The policy siztements listed below have been adopted by the Ventura County
Board of Supervisors.

ISSUE 1 What should be the character of present and future oil and gas de-
velopment in the valley ?

Goal 1 The cil and gas industry should utilize ""Best Available
Control Technology' (BACT) as outlined by APCD Rules
and Regulations. Conditions applied to the CUP's for
0il development should be enforced ic protect the hezlth
and welfare of the citizens and the character of the Ojai
Valley.

- Policy 1 Al]l existing regulations shall apply and
be enforced.

Policy 2 All gases emitted from all wells should
be collected and used or removed for
sale or proper disposal, if feasible.
Flaring or venting would be in case of
emergency or testing only.

- Policy 3 Electric production equipment shall be
used where practical to alleviate pollu-
tion from internal combustion engines.

- Policy 4  All oil and gas production sites or de-
velopment shall be landscaped in ac-
cordance with an approved plan.

- Policy 5  All production sites shall be screened
from any public road or residence
located within 500 yards by natural
terrain or flora which will reach the
height of production equipment within
five years.

- Policy 6 Drill sites that would be silhouetted on
a ridge or prominent knoll shall not be
permitted.

- Policy 7 Drill sites necessitating an inordinate
amount of cut and fill shall not be
permitted.

- Policy 8 New oil activity of any kind should not
affect the quality or quantity of the
present water supply so as to pollute or
to prevent the domestic or agricultural
use of the water supply.

- Policy 8  All well sites that have been abandoned
or are no longer producing shall be re-
stored to their original condition as
nearly as practicable.

- Policy 10 There should be no refining in the Ojai
Valley area.

- Policy 11 All oilfield facilities shall be kept to a
minimum size.

Goal 2 All existing oilfields shall be upgraded aesthetically
to meet reasonable standards.

Goal 3 All existing permits should be conditioned so as to re-
flect and support Goals 1 and 2.

Source: Ojai Valley Area Plan Draft EIR, Ventura County Environ-
mental Resources Agency Planning Division, April, 1978.
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Approved Projects

Table 4 contains all recently approved permits which have not yet been
developed. Up to 31 wells on six sites could be developed; however, ARGO
Petroleum currently plans to drill between one and nine wells on up to three
sites. Drilling could take place on these sites within the next one to four
years. Under a medium find scenario, roughly 126 barrels of oil per day
would be produced from approved permit operations. A high find would re-
sult in up to 1,750 barrels per day initially, decreasing annually thereafter
by eboui 20 percent.

Proposed Projects

Table 5 includes all permit epplications currently under consideration by

the county of Ventura. If all permits are granted, development of these sites
would take place over the next five years. A medium find would result in

the development of 15 wells on seven different sites and would result in the
production of about 1,184 barrels of oil per day initially. A high find
scenario would result in the development of 27 wells on nine different sites.
Production would be 6,200 barrels per day initially, decreasing to about
2,000 barrels per day several years after initial production. Detailed in-
formation on the proposed developmenis is contzined in the specific EIR

on each permit.

Probable Projects

Table 6 contains a listing of all probable fuiure oil operations in the Upper
Ojai Valley. Not all operators contacted had plans to develop additional

wells.

It is interesting that the time frame for development of "'probable' activity
ranges from one to five years from preseni. Most operators had definite
plans to drill the number of wells indicated iu the table. However, the
quantities of oil expected to be discovered was thought by the operators to
be highly speculative. Oil operators were quick to point out that the infor-
mation in Table 6 should not be construed in such 2 way as to place limits
on existing or future permits.

The medium find scenario for the probable future operations would result
in the development of 28 additional wells on 22 sites and the production of
about 1,876 barrels of oil per day.

A high find scenario would result in the development of 46 wells on 28 sites
and produce about 6,590 barrels of oil per day.

Considering all approved, proposed, and probable oil developments, a high
find would result in the development of 83 wells on 42 sites. Production
levels under a high find initially could be more than three times the existing
production rate. However, initial production levels would decline after a
few years, leveling off at around 5,500 barrels per day.

Approved, proposed, and probable drilling and production activities, including
access roads, flow lines, pipelines, and major storage facilities, are illus~-
trated in Figure 5. This figure includes drilling site locations as well. Each
drilling site will additionally have a smzll oil storage tank. High oblique aerial
panoramic photographs ere included as Figures G and 7 and show the general
ares of major oil facilities and activities.

Proposed and probable future oil drilling/production operations are influ-
enced by environmental factors, both directly and indirectly related fo oil
facilities. Probably the most impoertant facior affecting probable future oil
operatione is the availability of exporiation facilities to transport the oil
produced out of the Upper Ojai. Other factors of importance affecting
probable future operations include the availability of drilling rigs, known
versus unknown reserves, and the negative public attitude towards existing
and future oil operations.

In the Cumulative Setting, it is indicated that the existing ARCO pipeline,
the only oil pipeline out of the Upper Ojai Valley, may be running near its
presenily available pumping capacity. However, with additional pumping
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TABLE 4

APPROVED OIL PERMITS
UPPER OJAI VALLEY

DRILLING POTENTIAL PRODUCTION

MEDIUM FIND HIGH FIND

Approved Approved Time Quantity Total Quantity
Permit No. Permitlee Location Sites Wells Frame (Yr) | Sites Wells BBLS/Day/Well BBLS/Day | Sites Wells BBLS/Day/Well

CUP-3344 MOD. Argo Petroleum Ferndale Ranch 5 30(1) 1-4 2 5 21 105 3 9 150(2)

CUP-3653 Phoenix West Sulphur Mountain 1 1 1 1 1 21 21 T 1 10

6 31 1-4 3 6 126 a 10
(1) Though 30 wells have been approved, the permittee states that between 1 and 9 wells on three sites will actually be drilled.

(2) 150 barrels/day/well is initial production, which is expected to decTine by approximately 20% per year.

Total
8BLS/Day

1,350

10
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5

PROPQSED GIL PERMITS

IN THE UPPER QJAT VALLEY

DRILLING POTENTIAL PRODUCTION
MEDIUM FIND
. Proposed Time Quantity Total
Permit No. Applicant Location New Sites Wells Frame (Yr) | Sites Wells BDL/Day/Weli BBLS/Day | Sites Wells
CuP-3869 Phoenix West Soikh side of 1 1 1 | 1 100(2) 100 1 1
Sulphur Mtn.
CUP-3680 Unian 01 Sulphur Min. 1 10 2-5 i 5 100 500 1 10
CuP-3601 Unfon 011 Suiphur Mtn. 1 10 2-5 1 5 100 500 ] 10
w
@ CUP-3688 ARGO Petroleum No. of Hwy. 5D 6 6 2-5 ] q 21 84 6 3
9 27 1-5 7 15 1,184 9 27
M

(2) Indicates initial production which will decline by about 50% the first year.

*

Designates drilling from an existing site.

150 BBLS/Day/Well is initial production, which is expected to decline by approximately 20% per year for several years.

HIGH FIND

Quantity
BOL/Nay/Well

a0p (@)

Tutal
BRI S/Day

300

72,500
2,500

QU0

6,200
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Tabie 6

PROBABLE OIL OPERATIONS (3)
IN THE UPPER QJAT VALLEY

PROBABLE DRILLING PROBABLE PRODUCTION
MEDIUM FIND HIGH FIND
Time Quantity Total Quantity Total
Operator Location Sites Wells Frame (yr) | Sites Wells BBL/Day/Well BBLS/Day | Sites Wells BBl./Day/Well BBLS/Day
Cabeen Exp. Sisar Creek (3543) 1 2 5 1 1 60 60 1 2 100 200
Cabeen Exp. Silverthread (764) [*(1) 1 5 *(1) 1 60 60 *(1) i 100 100
Cabeen Exp. Silverthread (New) 1 6 5 1 3 60 180 i 6 100 600
Barker, W. Perry Lion Mountain (2) 3 un. *(2) 3 50 150 *(2) 3 100 300
ARCO Sup 15, 16 Sisar/North Sulphur| 5 5 ] 5 5 B0 400 5 1 100 500
and 31
Silver Exp. Sisar Creek G{]) 6 2 4 4 100 100 6 [ 150 900
Phoenix West Sisar Creek 1 1 1 1 1 50 50 1 i 200 200
CUP-3685
Phoenix West Black Mtn. 5 5 2(2) 3 3 35 105 5 5 100 500
CUP-3746
Phoenix West M-74 SuTphur Men. 4 4 2(2) 1 | 15 15 4 4 35 140
Phoenix West Black Mtn. 1 3 2(2) 1 1 35 35 1 3 100 300
Ccup-3747
Phoenix West CUP-3869  South Side of (1) g 1-4 *(1) 4 100 400 *(1) 9 300 2,700
: Sulphur Mtn.
ARGO Petroleum U.S. Forest North [*(1) 1 2-5 *(1) 1 21 -2 *(1) h 150 _ 150
of Silverthread 1-5 22 28 1,876 29 46 6,590

m
(2)

Four sites are envisioned; however, if high find is encountered, two more wells may be developed.
Lawsuits may affect timing.

(3) The information in this table is speculative and subject to change upon application by the operators to the County for permits to
develop these probable oil operations.
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capacity added, it may be possible to ship up 10 20,000 barrels per day
through the line. It appears that sufficient capacity could be added to handle
the high find cumulative scenario as discussed in this report. Individual

oil operators or groups of operators would be required to finance any pump-
ing capacity added to the pipeline.

Concerning drilling rigs, there is presently a shortage of drilling rigs in
Southern California. The availability of drilling rigs affects the number of
drilled operations that could occur at any one time. For purposes of esti-
mates contained in this cumulative analysis, it is assumed that no more
than three drilling rigs could operate in the Upper Ojai at one time.

According to the California DOG data, known reserves in the Ojei Oil Field
could be depleted within 10 years at the current rate of extraction. The big
hope for the Upper Ojai is that the Sespe and Vaqueros formations, which
have barely been explored, will prove productive. These formations may
or may not contain a significant quantity of oil. In spite of projections of
known reserves; therefore, it appears that oil activity will continue in the
valley, given reasonable success of probable operations, through the year
2000.

Another factor that may affect oil production activity in the Upper Ojai
Valley is the deregulation of the price of a barrel of domestic crude oil.
While information is sketchy in this area, it is thought that deregulation
of oil prices will make marginal operations more economically viable and,
in fact, may spurn a certain amount of reworking of existing wells.

Public attitude is another factor which may affect future oil operations. The
desire by more operators to use pipelines to ship crude oil out of the valley
stems partly from local public criticism of oil-related truck traffic. The
proximity of residential development to drilling and production activities has
resulted in numerous complaints from valley residents. By expanding the oil
drilling/production activities, in general, in the Upper Ojai, probable future
projects are likely to increase the interface between valley residents and oil
activities, and thus increase land-use conflicts.

A final factor which could significantly affect future drilling/production opera-
tions in the Upper Ojai is the opening of large blocks of land in the U.S. Forest
for oil exploration. Figure 8 illustrates federal lands within the project
planning area that are under consideration for oil and gas exploration. A sig-
nificant acreage is involved. Applications have been received by the Forest
Service and Bureau of Land Management for drilling permits on these lands in
the past, but as of yet only one has been granted.

No information is available on the extent of probable future development of
these lands since applicants are not required to state the number of wells to
be drilled or even locate drilling sites. Once a block of land is opened for
oil and gas exploration, the oil operator determines where and how many
wells he will drill. Environmental studies, which will be completed by the
Forest Service in 1980, will evaluate surface and subsurface resources in
the oil and gas block areas.
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Cumulative Aesthetics/Visual Impacts/Mitigation

Cumulative Setting: The Upper Ojai Valley, as seen from the proposed scenic
Stete Highway 150, has a diverse visual character. At the west end of the
valley just befcre Dennison Grade, wide open viewe of pastures with oces-
sional orchards and residences cheracterize the ares. Proceeding east,
more residentizl development occurs, particularly near the Summii School
where several commercial establishments direetly front the highway. Dis-
tant views of Sulphur Mountsin to the south and the Los Pzdres Nationg]
Forest to the north are lessened as the terrain steepens and the oak woad~
land becomes more dense.

Existing oilfields can be seen just north of the highway on the valley floor
near Sisar Creek. Further west, past Koenigstein Road, the valley narrows.
Oil well pads and access roads in this area are cut into the scrub/oak hill-
sides and are visible from the highway.

Newly planted orchards are somewhat changing the visual character of the
foothill slopes once covered by native chaparral. The cleared slopes are
vigible from the highway. :

Cumulative Impacis: The visual character of the Upper Ojai Valley, as de-
seribed above, will be slighlly changed g= & result of the proposed and proba-
ble oil drilling sites, equlpment, and aceess roads. Current oil production
aréa Is now basically 2t the velley floor bul could be extended into more visi-
ble bluffs and hillsides if proposed and probable projects are developed. The
majority of future projects, however, will be located in areas that presently

have oil operations.

If residential development expands in the Ojai area, the visibility of presently
isolated oil production sites may be increased.

Cumulative Mitigation Measures: Recommendations following the completion
of drilling or production operations would include:

Removal of all equipment and deleterious materials including
contaminated or sterile soil.

Grading modification of pad to recontour the site.
Cultivation of compacted soil.,

Seeding of area with appropriate indigenous or compatible
grasses/shrubs.

Enforcement of goals and policies of Ojai Valley Area General
Plan with respect to oil exploration and development.

Cumulative Air Quality Impacts/Mitigation

Cumulative Setting:* Air quality is of major concern in Ventura County. On
a countywide basis, National and State Standards for ozone and for total sus-
pended particulate (TSP) are frequently violated in Ventura County. State
standards for sulfates, nitrogen dioxide (N02), and lead (Pb) have been infre-
quently exceeded at some locations.

Pursuant to the Federal Clean Air Act of 1870 (42 U.8.C. 7401 et seg.) and
subsequent amendments, all arezs of the nation, including Ventura County,

are required to prepare and imPIement a plan fo meet each National Ambient
Air Quality Standard (NAAQS) "as expeditiously as practicable,' but no later
than December 31, 1982. Exemptions approved by the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency (EPA) Administrator may extend the attainment date for ozone
and carbon monoxide to December 31, 1987 (ibid). However, these extensions
can only be granted if it is demonstrated that all reasonably available measures
have been implemented to control emissions of these two pollutants.

*Tables . plates, and portions of the text for this section from the Ventura
County Air Quality Management Plan (Final Draft, March, 1979, and Draft,
September, 1978).
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ern in Ventura County. Smog

Sraop toxidant) is the zir pollutant of majc 1c
consists principaliy of ozone, and ambient ¢ g levels are measured at the
Ventura County air- monitoring stations (as eisew yas czone. Smog is
hazardous to health, reduces viqlmhuy and causes demage to vegetation and
to meterials. Each iype of smog damage resulis in aocomp«nvm" econormic
costs. Owver the past five years, measurements of nt 1evelc cof czone
in Venture Coun concentrations as 1es the
NAAQS, with some ciations (most frewuemly mose l“ S‘.m anad Ojai) record-
ing 34 and 16.3 percent of days d g "smog season" {roughly May through
Cctober) in violaiion of the gtandard.

.

,,

Another pollutant of aior concern is total suspended p“r“icula‘_es (T'SP).

Venturs County has been designated a nonzttainment area for TSP. During

1973-77, TSP Jevels .t the Ojal monitoring staticn have 2xc eec.ed the State
'thPnt II Quﬂit;

a.
Stan dar"" of 100 ug/m "ri ily average) on 5 to 25 per-

2 QS (carbon
JRY suoctant'aﬂ ¥
i hydrocarbons

juaently ho county S& 1 utents are
e report because it ig essential to predict cl“anges in levelg
utants to identily ic the fullest extent eny impacis of all pol-

uiure air quality.

The California standzrds for sulfaie, nitrogen dioxide, and lead have been
exceeded on rare occacions and for short duraticns ai Thousand Oaks, Port
Hueneme, and Camarillo, respectively. It ig suspectied that these readings
may derive from instrumental or locslized meteorclogical anomalies, and
their causes are currently being investigated.

Daytime westerly winds (winds that blow from a western quadrant) are very
common in Ventura County during smog season. Photochemical reactions
ncecur among the RHC and NOx emissions that are diluted into the airstream
as the sez breeze moves inland over sources of {resh emissions. For com-
plex reasons associated with chemical reaction rates involved in smog forma-
tion during transport, emissions that are mixed into the airstream from about
6§ a.m. to 9 a.m. in the morning sre of principal importance in defining pezak
ievels that can be expected in inland areas.

The canopy under which smog is contained during formation and transport is
due to temperature inversion phenomena, explained briefly as follows.
Normally. air cools as it riges, but under certain atmospheric conditions a
layer of warm air fails to cool at the usual rate, and cooler air, riging from
below, cannct penetrate this layer and is trapped and becomes stagnant. This
is known as "inversion.'" Emitted air pollutants are trapped beneath the in-
version canopy and accumulate, unlese the inversion breaks up or the wind
currents are strong enough to disperse the pollutants herizontally. Inver-
sions commonly occur at about 800 to 1,00C feet above the ground and are
most persistent during smog seasou. A typical inversion covers every popu-
lated ares of the county and all major sources of air pellution emissions.
Prevailing daytime winds and 1,000-foct contours serving to confine pol-
lutants under inversion conditions are shown in Figure 9.
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The Ojal Valley is ventilaied primarily by winds blewing up the Veniura
River: howewer, the winds diminish considerebly &s they arrive, leaving the
valiey poorly ventilated. The Ireguent inve reion lide and poor ventilation
sombine 7o cavse high levels of polluianis In the valiey.

he percent distribution of current emissions from
S s pre glvenin Figure 11. About 45 perceni of REC
i shouf 40 percent of NOx smissions eve produced ol apera-
- vehicles; the remainder gre derived from stationgry sources.
sze guariers of the county's TSF erise from gregwide, open-gir
sctivities, such 25 ferming sperations, surface cust generated by winde and
vehicleg on unpaved roads, consiruction end demolition operaiions, emis-
cions from vehicle operatione, znd open-air fires. The major staticuary
cource of TSP is ithe cperstion of powerplant boilers fired with fuel oil.

ok

Table 7 surnmarize oricel poliluiant levels as measured &t the Ojal air
quality monitoring st This teble emphasizes the problems with czone
and TSP in the Ojzi area. The problems with these pollutants extend county-
wide as noted previcusly.

Pollutant levels recorded at the Ventura County APCD zir-monitoring station
i sre considered representative of the levels throughoul the study area

The AQWMP includes the following controls:
Board (£BB) end E£PA Defined Reatonghble
res (HACH B)r RACM's are defined as

control measures which are technoeconomically justified and

2ble to & compliance schedule. These measures conirol
certzin stationary and area scurces of air poliution, e.g.,
gasoline vapore. petroleum refining, and architectural cosat-
ings. Implementation of these and previsouly adopted controls
provide for an annual incremental decrease in emissions. This
is known gs reasonable further progress.

/ ir Begources
Aveilabie Conirel Mezasure

fin Annual Moter Vehicle Inspection Program (MVIP). This
program, required by the CAALA, will be Implemented by

the state. Inspection and maintenance programs are designed
to identify vehicles which are gross poliuters and cause

these velicles to be adjusted or repaired to meet reasonable
emission standards.

4 Commitment to Defire gn Emission Heduetion Terget for the
Transporiziion Sector. Locsal agencies heve zlso agreed to
study transporiafion control measures and develop implementa-
tion schedules for those measures locally determined to be
reaconable.

Cumulative Impacia: Previously in this document, existing, proposed, and
probable levels of oil well developmeni were discussed. TFrom information
end assumpiions presented in the previous section and other porticns of this
paport, & cummulative air quslity impact analysis was developed. Cumulative
air quality ealeulations were performed for both s high find production
scenaiio and o meditm find scenario. Assumption and calculations for the
high find scenario are presented in Appendix E; mediom find assumptions
and caleulations are presented in Appendix F.

Tzble 8 demonstrates that, while uncontrolied emiasions exceed the relevant
AQMP zlloczlions in some instances, emissions with BACT can be accomimo-
dated within the allecations inell but two instences. This oceurs in 1880 under
both the high find end medium find scenarics where reactive hydrocarbon emis-
sions exceed the allocations. Thus vnder the high [ind and medium find
seensrios sgsuming productien in 1880, cumulative project emissions cennot
be zccommodated. However, if Lt is assumed thet produciion bepgine in 1881,
cumuletive stetionasy source sllocations can be gecommodated for both
scenarios within the Ojai Nongrowth Area.

b
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EMISSTONS FNVENTORY FOR VENTURS COURTY - 1977

(TONS PER YEAR)

Tor
EMISSION , SERCTIVE ) OXIDES OF JULEUR | Sugpﬁhusn i CarpoN
SQURCE CATEGORY Hvarocsreons| 1 TROGEN Uinxine PAR"lCULATE! Monox 10E
4] h,.) (30,5 .| (158 . | (C0)
. PETROLEUM |
0. PETROLEUM COMEUSTION l'ggé 6,917 15 | 6L | L179
2. ORGANIC SOLVENT USERS | !
A, SURFACE COATING 1_.7§8 8
B. DRY CLEANING (KE
C. DEGREASING 1,990 l
3. CHEMICAL I 1
4, NETALLURGICAL 2 q 5
5. MINERAL 250
6. FOOD & AG.PRO, 254 u
7. PESTICIDES AG. L;,%g
RES.

/00D PROCESSING
9. COMBUSTION OF FUELS

A, POWER PLANTS ' 694 8, ug 18,Sg 1, 9
8. OTHER INDUSTRIAL 7 3
C. DOMESTIC & COMMERC!AL 50 & 1
0. ORCHARD HEATERS 798 2
10, WASTE BURNING !
A.  AGRICULTURAL DEBR!S 2?5 & ; 25 l,7é§§
i s { ) i
D. DUMPS
E, fr?gllﬁékAB%RRNSERs {nEG) (NEG) (neg
o OTHERS w W % . & &
.. ISCELLANEOUS AREA SOURCE
2, HEG ya p
5 GRAORR Fires Y5 264 fuesd 2253 v.ig
[
g: Egﬁg;m OPERATIONS ;. ;:%g
2 Ges iy ! 115y
F. UTILITY EQUIP: MOWERS, 160 | 14 (nee) 5 1,350
ETC. |
. TOTAL, STATIONARY 1,678 | 17,31 18,889 13,u57 23,019
12. M.OTOR VEHICLES- ON ROAD 13,277 11,655 613 [ 1549 125,130
|
13. JET AIRCRAFT 212 112 47 170 470
14, PISTON AIRCRAFT 372 50 2 7 1,837
I5. RAILROADS 49 199 32 15 69
16. SHIPS 2 4 i | 5 4
17. O™HER OFF-RCAD VEHICLES = 613 s2 | s 5,004
LO.:AL,.*,ICB!!_E 14,367 12,643 1,930 | 1,804 132,604
T0TAL, ALL SOURCES | 29,045 29,957 13,979 | 15,261 155,623
(1) [NSUFFICIENT DATA
" }
Source: "AQMP, VCERA
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TARL

HISTORICAL POLLUTANT LEVELS IN OJAI VALLEY
STUDY AREA

Source: "AOMP", VCERA, 1978.
for OJAI MOWN RING STATION

0JAT MONITORING . N
| STATION Federal | State
Pollutant | Measurement reé2gaiang Standeard Stendard
Ozone Hourly Average +1Z2ppm 10ppm
©.) -Highest reading (6/29/74): .22ppn
3 -2nd highest reading (6/25/74):
.2lppm
Total Suspended 24 Hour Average 5 260 ¢/m3 i00 g/m3
Particulate -Highest reading (8/20/73): 220 g/m
(TSP) ~2nd highest reading (10/7/723):
;.3
158 g/m
Annuzl Geometric Mean 3 75 g/m3 60 g/m3
-1972 73 g/m
1973 66 g/
1974 57 g/u’
-1975 76 g/m>
~1976 59 g/m°
| 1977 70 g/w’ i
Carbon Monoxide 8 Hour Moving Average Sopm =
(co) -1074 Highest 8.7ppm
-1974 2ad highest 7.5ppm
Hourly Average 35ppm LOppm
-1972 Highest 12ppm
-1972 2nd highest 12ppm
Nitrogen Dioxide| Hourly Average = .25ppm
(¥0,) -1972 .19ppm
- -1973 .12ppm
-1974 .09%ppm
Annual Average .05ppm =
-1972 .0lppm
-1973 .02pom
~197% .0lppm
Sulfur Dioxide Annual Average
(SOZ) ~1977 .0lppn .03ppm -
24 Hour Average
-1977 .03ppm .lépom ,C5ppr
1 Hour Average
-1977 .O6ppa - 0.50ppm




TABLE 8

SUMMARY AND COMPARISON OF QJAI WONGROWTH
AREA EMISSION ALLOCATIONS VS. STATIONARY SOURCE
TOTAL CUMULATIVE EMISSIONS FOR
NONATTAINMENT POLLUTANTS

(tons per year)

Emigsion 18789 1980 1981 1982
AQMP Allocations? -RHC 19.6  20.0 i72.0  235.0
~NOx 23.0 25.0 305.0 485.0

Cumulative High Find?
Scenario for Ojai Nongrowth
Area--0il Production Only

1. Assuming first year RHC

of production 1980: -uncontrolled s 555.2 863.7 615.17
-w/BACT — 80.9 123.9 99.1
NOx
-uncontrolled - 62.1 104.2 104.2
-w/BACT - 18.6 31.3 31.3
2. Assuming first year
of production 1981: RHC
~-uncontrolled === - 555.2 863.7
-w/BACT -l 80.9 123.9
NOx
-uncontrolled - et 62.1 104.2
-w/BACT --- e 18.6 31.3
Cumulative Medium Find®
Scenario for Ojai Nongrowth
Area--0il Production Only
Including Petroleum Truck
Transport of all Oil
Production
1. Assuming first year RHC
of production 1980: -uncontrolled e 214.0 276.4 232.8
-w/BACT - 44.8 57.8 53.0
NOx
-uncontrolled - 59.9 89.4 87.8
-w/BACT -——— 23.4 33.8 32.0
2. Assuming first year RHC
of production 1981: -uncontrolled e —— 214.0 276.4
-w/BACT === === 44.8 57.8
NOx
-uncontrolled - == 59.9 89.4
-w/BACT e - 23.4 33.8

lpor Ojai Nongrowth Area. Source: Ventura County AQMP, Tables V-9
and V-10.

ZDerived from factors presented in Appendix E, utilizing additional
assumptions as indicated in Table 13, Footnote 3.

3Derivec} from factors presented in Appendix F, utilizing additional
assumptions as indicated in Table 13, Footnote 3.
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Cumulative Mitigation Measures:

General Emissions Control - In the preceding section, emissions from
stationary sources was deiermined to be significantly reduced if BACT weas
applied. In consideration of the AQMP New Source Review Rules, all new
oil developments will be required to apply BACT for stationary sources as
identified previously.

Emissions from sources not specifically controlled under New Source
Review Rules can be reduced as described following.

Consideration should be given to limiting the drilling operations to cne
operating rig at a time in the permit area, especially on days of adverse
air quality. While this may prolong the total project, it would substantially
reduce day-to-day project emissions.

Other measures should be implemented to reduce fugitive emissions from
petroleum handling and transportation as contained in the county's standard
0il permit conditions. These are as follows:

= No venting of well head gas to the atmosphere shall occur.
If quantities of gas exist in excess of that needed to power
production equipment, the gas should be flared in a manner
acceptable to APCD, the Ventura County Fire Chief, and
the Planning Director.

N Theat producing well equipment be routinely maintained in
a manner representative of good oil industry practices.

N That all valves, flanges, and connections should be routinely
maintained.

- Additionel possible mitigation measures affecting air quality
are identified in the Ojai Valley Area Plan Draft EIR in the
plans for Goal 1.

If an electrical source with sufficient capacity is available and if noise levels
are an important consideration at a probable future drilling/production site,
electric drilling rigs are possible. This would eliminate a considerable
amount of emissions, during the drilling phase, generated from the 11 diesel
engines used to power the drilling rig. The electrical demand from the elec-
tric drilling rig would be approximately 1,400 kilowatts on a 24-hour per day
basis for the length of the drilling phase (approximately 60 days). Electricity
is obtained from powerlines to run electrical drilling motors. These rigs can
be used only where there is a substantial electrical supply available. They
are not used in rural areas at all, since the power requirements are usually
much more than a rural system can accommodate. Also, electric drilling
rigs are scarce. There may only be a few in the entire state. The use of an
electrical drilling rig for future projects does not appear feasible.

The poiential impact from dust during the construction of the drilling sites

and access roads can be substantially reduced by keeping the earth sufficiently
watered to suppress dust. Watering normally achieves up to 50 percent reduc-
tion in fugitive dust emissions. Also, vehicle speed should be kept to & mini-
mum (less than 15 mph) to reduce dust.

The greatest continuing source of emissions during the production phase results
from gas-fired pumping equipment. However, gas-fired pumping equipment
emissions are exempt from consideration under the emissions allocation pro-
gram of the AQMP. To reduce emissions from gas-fired powered pumping
equipment, the applicanis should consider using electrically powered pump-

ing equipment if at all possible.
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0il Pipeline Consi era’cions N Some reductions in emi

P
appear' ic be

A definitive determination of whether the existing 4RCO pipeline can be
expanded would require a delailed engineering investigation. As discussed
previously, however, the pipeline mey be able to iransport up to 26,000
barrels of oil per day if additional pumping capacity is added at the points
of connectiion and the viscosity of the crude is similar tc that which now
flows through the pipe. Apparently, the capacity could be panded tc
handle the high find cumulative scenario ¢f oil development.

The high find air guality estimate was made based cn the various operators'
desires with respect tc utilizing pipelines. Most operators in di atled that
they wanted io utilize the ARCOC pipeline, and this was taken intc account in
the high find emissious calculations. Sme!ll additionza! emissions reductions
could be realized if all operaiors in the Ojai Valley were required to export
oil via & pipeline rather than trucking. For the high find scenario, about
32 tank truck trips per day could be eliminated which could reduce cum
lative RHC and x emissions by sbout 13 and 38 pcounde per day. res per'—

Pt

iively. =] the impaaci of *"uumng ol tocal traffic would ne improved
significantiy.
The high find scenario eir quality calculations have been mad e on the assump-
tion that & pipelirie would be constructed, thus they reflect emissions reduc-
ns obtzined from shipping cil via pipeline as opposed to 1 pping it via
tank truck. Medium f{ind scenzaric calculations assumed that no shipping
termined to be

pipeline would be constructed; however, emissions were de
lower than the high find scenario.

Emissions from the flaring of excess natural gas can be reduced through the
use of facilities and pipelines to transport the gas to & processing plant.
Present available capacity in the existing 5-inch ARCO gas pipeline is more
then double its present flow rate of 171,590 MCF.




Cumulative Biological Impacts/Mitigation

Cumulative Setting: In & regional context, the CUFP-3543 project arez is
identified both with the Upper Qjei Valley proper which drains tc the west as
pari of the Ventura River, and with Sisar Creek which turns eastward from
the low flat divide fo join Sania Paula Creek and the Santa Clarz River water-
shed. Although the CUP-3543 project sites are within the Sisar Creek drain-
age. the general area is still known as Upper Ojai Valley.

The Upper Ojai Valley ie iypical of valleys within the interior coastal ranges
of Southern California, displaying a variety of biotic communities.* The
valley is relatively broad and transverses the surrounding mountains in an
east-west direction. South-facing slopes are covered by chaparral while
north-facing slopes are covered by oak woodland. Generally, the valley floor
has been converted to agriculture and ranching, although small isolated
patches of native chaparral and oak woodland remain. The creeks, which
drain the valley, also support oak-riparian communities.

The coastal mountaing of Ventura County contain some of the most rugged ter-
rain found in California. Cultural developments are confined primarily to the
valleys and foothill slopes. The CUP-3543 sites are located on south-facing
foothill slopes near the southern boundary cf the Las Padres National Forest.
The immediate area to the north has no developed roads. A few four-wheel
drive type service roads penetrate a short distance only. The western
boundary of the Sespe Wildlife Area, which contains the Condor Refuge, lies
some 6 miles to the northeast, along the divide between Santa Paula Canyon
and the West Fork Sespe Creek.

Cumulative Impacts: Cumulative impacts of all proposed and probabie cil
drilling/production activities on the south-facing slope of the Upper Ojai
Valley (the general CUP-3543 area) upon the flora and fauna will not be sig-
nificant. The impacts will be determinable but future development will cccur
in areas that have already been impacied to a greater or lesser degree.

Implementation of the proposed project, hcwever, would contribute incremen-
tally to the increasing loss of biological resources and natural ecological set-
ting now taking place within the Upper Ojai Valley. In addition to oil-related
activities, loss of habitat would occur as a result of ongoing residential and
agricultural developments. Eventually, this trend and the attendant losses of
biological resources would become significant resulting in irreversible losses
in the ability of habitats to support and '"hold'" wildlife populations. At that
point in time, many wildlife species would be lost from the valley entirely.

Here again, eeach incremental loss adds to the total of all losses of biological
resources within the area and the point at which "'insignificant' becomes
"significant" depends upon the judgment of each individual making such an
evaluation.

Potential oil spills from CUP-3543 activities are an ever-present possibility
and under the most adverse conditions could adversely impact Sisar and/or
Santa Paula Creeks. From a realistic viewpoint, however, there is very little
likelihood that a spill from one of the two sites or from the proposed pipeline
would cause significant damage to the environment before the leakage was de-
tected and remedial action was taken to rectify and control the situation.

Cumulatively, the potentizal impact of oil spills within the Upper Ojai Valley
would be the same (as described above) with the order of risk and the potential
for damage increasing roughly proportionzl to the increase in pumping units,
the amount of oil pumped, and new flow lines.

Cumulative Mitigation Messures: As a measure to counteract the cumulative
impact of oil operations in {he 8isar Creek/Bear Creek habitat, it is recom-
mended that & 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

*Biotic communities are assemblages of plant and animal species ocecur-
ring within the same physical habitat in a predictable manner and having a
complex set of interrelationships.
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prior to placement and sealing of casing to the base of freshwater. During
this initial period, which the DOG indicates requires several days to a week
to complete, the uncased borehole is exposed to drilling fluid which consists
of clay-gel drilling mud and water. The clay-gel drilling mud and water-fluid
mixture is used to prevent caving of the borehale, carry cuttings to the sup- o,
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Cumulaiive Impaets: Contaminstion of adjeining surface water or groundwater
supplies by loss of drill fluids or by improper cementing of the surfoce seals
i nol considered likely because (2) the limited guantities of fresh grayndwaier
in the formations; (b) the drilling fluids utilized would prevent fluid loss;

fe) the wells would be drilled with freshwater; arid td) as necessary, the
aftnular epece would be sealed from pround surizce o the base of the fresh-
water zone,

Cumaulstive Mitigetion Measurea‘&; Mitigation measures that would ensure that
there would be no glgnificani contamination of surfzce or groundwealer are:

<
A1l drilling fluids and drill cuttings should be confined within the
drill site by means of mud tanks and berms. No surfsce waters
should be contaminated.

Subsurface waters should be protected by casing and cement to prevent
communicaiion between zones, as required by regulations of the DOG.

In order to protect groundwater during oil production, the casing strings
should be cemented in place and water shutoff tests should be conducted
and witnessed in accordance with the regulations of the DOG.

All liquid drilling discharge wasies should be accumulated in sicel {anks
within the permit aree and hauled away from the praoperiy for disposal
at an approved disposal site, and guch steel lanks should he removed
within 30 davs after completion or shandonment of the subject welle,
However, solid drilling waste materials could be temporarily deposited
in an eerthen depression with the final disposition of said solid waste
maierials to be accomplished [n compliance with the rules and regula-
tlens of the Califernia RWQCB, Los Angeles Region.

Suitable and adequate sanitary toilets and washing facilities, approved
by the Environmentzl Hezlth Division, should be installed and main-
tained in a clean and sanitary condition at z11 times during periods of
drilling.

Disposal of all potentially hazardous wastes, as defined In Sections
60001 through 60180 of Title 22 of the California Adminizirative Code,
should be by & means approved by the Ventura County Environmental
Health Department and the RWQCB, Los Angeleg Region.

Any abandoned water wells on the arilling site should be destroyed
in accordance with the Ventura County Well Ordinance.

Any oilspills from pipes, other facilities, or the well should be
cleaned and corrected in accordance with the Environmental
Protection Agency's (EPA) Spill Contingency Plan.

/" The initial hole should be drilled only tc the base of freshiwater with

'(J./k/- freshwater mud-and continuously sealed with a «=8ing and cement
4

/=~ annular seal prier to 3ﬁlﬂﬂ§dﬁ_§£§£1"'m‘é base of freshwater can
be estimated by evaluation of-afhier élﬁ‘ﬁ-piglggs in the area or by
b _continucus recording of the electrical conductivity-of drilling mud.
Fluid losses should be monitored onsite during drilling with the use

of an approved tracer.

e

Cumulative Traffic Impacts/Mitigzation

Cumulstive Setting: Koenigstein Foad is a narrow, single-lane roadway that
15 paved for approximately 1.75 miles and extends more o» less up into Bear
Canyon. On the lower portion, Koenigstein Roed has & pavement width of
about 12 feet, whereas the upper poriion has an approximete pavement widih
of 32 feet for about 1/4 mile, nerrowing to between 12 and 18 feet for approxi-
mately 1 mile. There are two small bridges over ereck draineges, one at the
road's intersection with Highway 150 and one on the widened portion. Infoerms-
tion presented in the 1978 Road Index Inventory for Ventura County indicates
that no official ADT counts or design cepacities are presenily dvailable. There
are, hewever, roughly 25 homes along the entire streteh of Koenigeiein Road,
many of which are along the lower portion. As saming 10 trips per day per
home as z ''worst case' traffic estimate, the ADT could be estimated at 950
plug oilfield traffic.
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Celtrans data for the three-year per10¢ 187€-1978 indicates that 114 zccidents

have occurred along Ei kway 150 between Ojai and Santa Paula (post miles

22.481 to 31.26), Of these acc1dents, only six involved vehicles class

truck tractor with traileﬁ . or in other words may have been oil-related heavy

truck treffic. This number represents only 3.5 percent cf the totzl, whereas

76.1 percent of the accidente involved passenger cars, pa<senger cars with
i1 = <2 Accident datas provided by Czltrang of the actusal

ente occurring slong this portion of Highwey 150 represents a
i lion vehicle miles (MVM). Estimates made by
ccidept rate'” of a roadway similar to Highway
ilivstirating that Highway 150, along this portion of the roadway,
: gr‘eate" acr‘ident rate then expected for this type of roadwey.
ercentage of accidents involving large vehicles.
r a2 small number overzll.

¢ Impacte: The totzl amount and type of traific that could be gen-
v the :.':Lsnng, rropoeed, and probable drilling end production in the

‘." lley is summaearized in Table 3. Refer to Appendix H for cal-
nd discussions of values used to arrive at the cumulative project
traffic figures.

&l

in evaluating existing production phase traffic, eight petroleum companies
p" sently operating in the Ojai Valley are shipping production oil via oil

nkers to eppropriate processing facilities. It is important to note here
Hat the calculated ADT reflects those veh1c1es required to adequately ser-
vice all production wells in the Upper Ojail Valley.

TABLE @

CUMITLATIVE PROJECT-GENERATED TRACFIC

Prosoasd? Probable?
Vetlicle Type ADT Vehlcle Type ADT
Briiling Pzgseenger 40.0 Pagsenger 60.0 Passenger (33178
Phass Yacuum 2.0 YVacuam 4.n Varcwrm t
Truck Trans Truck Trane- Truck Vrons-
port .6 port 1.2
fud Truck 0.5 Mud Truck 1.0
Fipe Truck g.3 Pipe Truck <40 Plpe Truck n-%
Frosiction’ Pagsenger 45~i Pasuenger 10.6 Passenger 22.0 Pagsenger 576.0
Phase Flekup Truck 72, Pickup Truck 16.0 Plckup Truck 56.0 Pickunp Truck L4,
Tank Truck
(existingj 7.0
Tank Truck
{Tuture) 3.0 Tank Truck 4.0 Tank Truck 1A.0 Tank Teuck as5.n

e ol o;.ts(xng drilling phsee tralfic not appliceble here, since all =ells are in

he calculated ADT for prepoeed drilllng and production phese treffic erauntes
ee wells cen he drilled al sny one {lme due 1o the current state shortage of drilling

‘T vnluee determined for tank trucke sssume that pipelingn will be inminlied
months of inil{al drilling/productlon lestng eetivitiee.




The determination of the ADT for both proposed/probable drilling operations
is based upon the following assumptions:

teveleg rellect the short-term natureo! driliing cperations.

5D

3

Only three wells are expected
number of wells that can be d
the current shortage
considerations w

analyzed io terms of a
determination of proposed production phase ADT valu vas based ou infor-
mation provided by the applicants. [t included the number of requisite
personnel to operate/maintain production facilities and also, anticipated
production (in barrels per day). Similarly, a combination of data from
Table 10 as well as assumptions concerning future personnel needs was

utilized in calculating ADT values during the probable production phase.

Future ADT projections could be well under those indicated in Table 11 if

the production phase does notl proceed in accordance with initizl assumptios.
Therefore, this scenaric should not be counsidered to be & prediction of future
conditions; it is a possible situatinn, not necessarily a probable future.

According to information presented in the ®ing! iR for CUP-3653, August,
1978, it is anticipaied that the majority of the additional traffic generated
during proposed and probable drilling/production phases would travel east-
bound {towards the city of Santa Paula) zlong State Highway 150.

probable production well
1

"

Based on the number of existing, proposed, and p
sites, it is estimated that 15 percent of the cumu

along some portion of Koenigstein Road {with 100 percent or all traffic ulti-
mately proceeding onlo State Highway 150). The following existing and pro-
jected ADT values have been calculated for State Highway 150 and Koenig-
stein Road.

lative ADT could occur

jail

el

TABLE 10

EXISTING ADT (1878)

Nou-Oil Traffiel Oil Traffic Total Traffic
Koenigstein Road? 250.0 70.0 320.0
State Highway 150 2,364.0 536.0 2,800.0

LADT values for Koenigsteln and State Highway 150 provided by the
Public Works Agency, Ventura County.

2The amount of ADT indicated for Koenigstein Road is the number which
could possibly use some portion of the roadway. It is a policy of the Couaty
of Ventura to prohibit use of the lower portion of Koenigstein Road by heavy-
duty oil traffic.
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Cumuliative Noigse Impacts/Mitigation

Cumulistive Setting: Measurements have been obisined and anaiysis has been
performed to assess the level of preparation, drilling, production, and aban-
donment a‘,twlty noise as it relates io cumulative projects. The measure-
menis and ana]ysls have been used to assess the potentlal impact of the
expected uoise on the residential locations in proximity to the proposed and
probable drilling sites and aleng the l‘OdGVlayS which w 111 be used to gain
access to the sites.

~-Weighted Sound Level - The scale of measurement which is mosi useful

'7 1 community noise measurement is the A-weighted sound pressure level,

commonly called the A-level or db(A). It is measured in decibels to pro-
vide a scale with the range and characteristics most consistent with that of

people's nearing ability.

Community Noise Equivalent Level - It is recognized that a given level of
noise rmay be more or less tolerable, depending on the duration of exposure
experienced by an individual. The State Department of Aeronautics and the
California Commission of Housing and Community Development have adopted
the Community Neise Eguivalent Level (CNEL). This measure considers a
weighted average noise level for the evening hours, 7p.m. to 10 p.m.,
increased by 5 dB and the late evening and morning hour noise levels, from
i0pem. to 7 aem., increased by 10 dB.

terior noise exposures at resideniial locztions in general should not ex-
ceed a CNEL of 65 dB. Land use regulations adhpiec by citie
¥+

ta

e

¢ and counties
dn*ougnnui Cealifornia consider {his as the maximum acceptable lgvel for
estericr living spaces
Neise Insul a' on Standards were officially adopied by ihe Czalifornia Commis-
sion of Housing a o Commum Drvclopmen in 1874. Tke ruiing sistes that
m

tiributable to exterior
any habitable room."

nterior Cormr g Equlvalcm Tevel (C
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Distance to
CNEL Contour From Near Lane Center
65 dB 60 dB 55 dB
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30 40 105 250
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istance of the exterior space from
r et or less from Highway 150 are

e existing nown-oil and oil-related traffic move-
expected to incrase to 55 feet by 1985 (with the
mmarizes cumulative traffic impacts.

se for ithe existing conditions is con-
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Koenigstein Road - The existing impact of traffic noise on residential 1oca-
tions is insignificent to minimal for most spaces adjacent to Koenigstein Road.
Exterior living spaces {recreation areas, rear yard, play area, etc.), which
are within about 30 to 40 feet. will be minimally impacted by the projecied
non-oil and cil-related activities.

Single-Fvent Noise Levels of Trucks - Truck passhys, particularly at night,
will cause a signifleant impact at residential locations nearest to the road-
ways, even though the long-term (CNEL) noise exposures are quite low. The
short duration sound levels may approach 80 to 85 dB(A) at the homes nearest
to the roadways. These levels may cause sleep interference and the related
annoyance associated with such interference. In some cases, noise-sensitive
individuals will need to keep their windows closed to minimize the single-
event noise of iruck passbys.

Drilling Activity Noise - A significant impact may be experienced at night
during the drilling and production phase of those future sites near residential
locations. Generally, residences within about 800 tc 1,200 feet from the
drilling operation will experience noise impact if noise control measures
are not included in the project design.

Cumuistive Mitigation Messures: The application of the [ollowing noise stan-
dzrds should be considered for (hose sites which significantly impact residen-
tial locations:

1. Noise Intrusion Into Resideniial Property From Drilling or
Production Operations

The drilling or production operations on the proposed sites
should nct produce noise, when experienced on residential
property in the general vicinity of the operations, that
exceeds the following standards:



I3

Roadway

Hwy. 150

Koenigstein
Road

*

A X

txisling

Non-011

2,364

o
(2]
o

TABLE 13

ASSESSHENT OF NOISE FXPOSURES
PRODUCED BY VEMICLE TRAFFIC

Averaqe baily Traffic

0+

236

70

Tank
Trucks

7

Cammmunity nolse equivalent level.

Projected {1985)

Non-011 Gil*

2,421 200

256 127

CNEL** @ 50' From Mear Lang

Existing
Tank
Trucks Non-0i1
37 62 i
10 53

Projected

With With
U Non-0i1 e

64 0B 62 00 65.5 00

57 53 549

Existing and projected vehicle movements assoclated with ofl-related activities.



EXTERIOR NOISE STANDARDS

cige Level

. T p.m. 55 db(4}
10p.m. to 7 a.m, 45 db(A)

These stendards are applicable measured 5 feet from
the exterior wall facing the noise source.

Noise Generzied by Motor Vehicles on Public Righi-of-Way

a. The applicant should not operate either & motor vehicle or
combination of vehicles on public right-of-way within the
general vicinity of the proposed siteg, at any time or
under any condition of grade, load, acceleration, or
deceleration, in such a manner as to exceed the following
noise limit for the category of motor vehicle within the
apeed limits specified:

Speed Speed
Limit Limit
of 35 mph of more

or Less than 35 mph

(1) Any motor vehicle with &
manufacturer's gross
vehicle weight rating of
8,000 pounds or more and
any combination of vehicles
towed by such motor
vehicles: 86 db(A) 30 db(A)

(2) Any other moter vehicle and
any combination of vehicles

towed by such motor
vehicles: 76 db(A) 82 db(A)

b. The noise limits established by this condition should be
based on a distance of 50 feet from the center of the lane
of travel within the speed limit specified.

c. Test procedures and instrumentation to be utilized should
be in accordance with regulations of the Department of
California Highway Patrol.

(Refer to the California Vehicle Code relative to Noise Laws
and Regulations.}

The following measures should be implemented to achieve the above noise
standards:

Truck movements to and from the proposed sites should be
minimized during the evening and early morning hours
(Tp.m. to 7 a.m.). In addition, only well-maintained
vehicles should be permitted to operate during the various
phases of site preparation, drilling, production, and
abandonment.

To accomplish the noise reduction required and to minimize
or eliminate annoyance at the residential locations, the fol-
lowing mitigation measures should he considered where
necessary-

i+ Construct the access road to the site(s) at locations
furthest from the residential locations.

2. Provide a temporary sound barrier. Specific details con-
ceruning appropriate sizing and type of materials for.noise
barriers are left to the discretion of the project applicant.



u
s on ihe rig, such as:

&

-

5. )

c.

d. Working board below crown for a height of 7 to
10 feet.

The California Vehicle Code inciudes a provision concerning the
neise produced by motor vehicles. This porlion of the code is
enforced by noise survey teams located throughout the state. In
addition, the U.S. EPA is promulgating a truck noise regulstion
throughout the country. This regulation may have a significant
impact on truck noise by about 1985 to 1987 and a corresponding
beneficial impact on traffic noise levels within the study area
for both non-oil and cil-related vehicle movements.

If adequate electrical power sources are readily available, con~
siderztion should be given to the use of electric drilling rigs

to reduce acoustic impacts. Alternatively, provision should be
made for the use of muffled diesel engines during the drilling
phase.
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Ventura County Stalfl

William Hayreon Yeniura County Flood Control District
311l Lockard Ventura County Flood Control Disirict
Willlem Frank Ventura County Public Works Agency

Joe Hannah Ventura County Public Works Agency
Ron Shepherd Ventura County Public Worke Agency
Walt Schiernbeck Ventura County Fire Prevention Bureau

Jim Rouge Yentura County Air Pollution Control District

Praoject Consultanis

HBovle Engineering Corpcration

Managing Engineer
ector of Environmental Services
., Civil Engineer
n, mnvironmental Planner
Environmental Analyst

Geotechnical Consultants, Incs (Report in Technical Volume)

David A. Gardner, C.E.G., Geotechnic Consultant (Cumulative Analysis)
Scott Soule, Bioclogical Consultant (Cumulative Analysis)

J. J. Van Houten, P.E., Acoustical Consultant (Cumulative Analysis)

ORGANIZATIONS/INDIVIDUALS CONTACTED

California Business and Transportaiion
Agency, Department of Transportation

Charles Koteck

Californiz Depariment of Fish and Gare

Ken Sasaki, Unarmored Threespine Stickelback Recovery Team
Bili Richardson, Inland Fisheries

Jack Spruill, Assoc. Wildlife Manager Biologist

Rich Clack, Wildlife Biologist

California Division of Oil and Gas

Murry Dosch, District Operations Engineer

Celifornia Public Utilities Commission

Mrs. Simmerson, Tariffs Department

Celifornia Regional Water Quality Control Board

Hubert Kang, Associate Engineer

Phoenix West OQil and Gag Corporation

Ted Off, Applicant's Representative

United States Forest Service

Ken Keginer, Wildlife Biologist
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APPENDIX A

COMMENTS AND AGENCY RESPONSE TO DRAFT
OIF NOVEMBER 12, 1975



Mr. and firs” S, H. Stewart
12617 Xoenigstein Rd.
Santa Paula, Ca., 93060
Nov. 20, 1975

Environmental Quality Appeals Committee
Ventura County

625 B, Santa Clara St.

Ventura, Califernia, <3001

Re: EIR for CUP 3543
Gentlemen:

We live on approximately six acres on Bear Creek, a little over
ane-Fourth mile from the pronosed nroject. The purpose of this
letiter is to appsal the Nov. 12, 1975, action of the Environmental
Report Review Committee accepting the adequacy of the Environmental
Impact Report fer CUP 3543 (Phoenix West 041 and Gas Corp.,
applizant). Wz were +two of the petitioners at that meeting who
rpleaded that the report was insufficient ard incomplete. e

submit this appeal to the Ervironmental Quality Appeals Committee,
and, 1f unsuccessful at that level, intend to continue the appeal to

thz Flanning Commission, the Board of Supervisors, and, possibly,
10 the cour+s.

We, and others whom ws support in this action, recognize the loczl,
national, and werld need for oil. Our livelihoocds currently are
dependent upon oil. We also believe, however, thet the dsvelopment
of 0il should disturb as little as possible other nazural resources,
and must not infringe on the rizhts of those now living in the

area, the general county residents, and posterity. Fossil fuels
have projected limited reserves. I=% ie imperative that sone-

time in the near future scisnce develop alternative enersy sources,
So far there are ng alusrnatives to watar, viable air, and focd
from the soil for life surviwval. The current greed Tor oil must
not imperil these life-susteining resgurces, nor make living
untenable in the vicinity of oil develooment and producticn
great ag the current need fo- oil mav be, its developmens =nd
production must be rigidly cont-oliled.

e following points ares submitied as svidence of the inadecuzey

of the subject ZIR.

1. CUMULATIVE EFFECT. The cumu jec
project with now vending and possible future prejects © was

IR for Phoenix West 0il and Gas Corp., CUP 2543, p.6

14y

1. Draf+t
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ignored. Oral statements by members of the ERRC were %o the
effect that the ETR should not consider possible eumulative
impacts of this and future projects. ie cortend that tnis
opinion ig wrong and not within the intent of law er sensibla
planning. One junk wvarq breeds gnother. The potentizl
cumulative effect would cut across all envirenmental aspects
of the report.

2. AIR QUALITY ASSESSNMENT, At thisz time we have no
basis to question the 2ir auality assessment except for the
total ommission of any referesnce to tha cumulativa effent,
Subject project "would have = slizht impact on the County's
oxidant problem."(2) The emissions of a single car, even
an old one, would alse have only a “"slight impact." Vet
this cannot be ignored because of the accumuiation,

3. GRADINC ASSESSMENT. At the Nov. 12, 1975, meeting
of the ERRC we questioned the adequacy of the "grading™ plan
included in the EIR. we contended that there was no grading
plan. There was a sketch of a "Proposed Drill Site Plan.,"
The report itsels included the statement, "The Bublie Works
Agency indicates tha+ additional information, such as a grading
vlan, would be necessary to evaluate +he eXfertiveness of the
broposed mitigating measures" {3) In appraising the adequacy
of the subject EIR +ha members of the ERRC were relying on
vazue "intentions", "indications", and "propesals" of the
a2pplicant. Speci®ic, binding plans are essential for any
adequate evaluation.

The "Proposed Drill Site Plan" seemingly weuld rlace the site
on a hill with 2 grade of approximatvely 27% (1' in 3.65'),
requiring an excavation of Nearly 8,000 yards, Aparently
sump would be logated immediataly below ana parallel with
high point or the oxcaveticr, What is to prevens rztursl
2IT watey from running into ang cverilowing the sump andé
causing the waste in the sump from centaminzting the lower
surrounding area? Even in this semi-arid area it sometimes
ralns flsrcely. We Toressea additienal run.cf? aznd erogion
croblems that, without 2 grading plan, canrot be evaluated,

h
h
u
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Ve rzding plan or 2ssegsment thereof,

ar of the Public Works
i and recuirements
hfs] ract, and that,

th cemplese,




4, GEOLOGY ASSESSMEMNT. At this time we have no basis for
comment on the geology assessment because our study is as yet
incemplete.

5. HYDROLOGY ASSESSMENT, It is essential that underzround
and surface water bga rrotected. In this section, wthe report
sugzests possible underground and/cr surface watex contaminatien,
and yet lists only as a recommended mitizating measure that "the
sump should be lined with impervious materizl to pravent ground
water degradation." (4) Bear Creek is approximately 2350 faet
from the proposed site. Bear Creek flows into Sisar Creek which
becomes Santa Paula Creek. As suggested in numbered Paragraph 3
above, what about pessible centamiration from overflow c¢f the
sump, and surface water contaminatiecn frem other run~cff from
the site? We contend that this problem has been cursorily
handled by the report.

6. TRAFFIC ASSESSMENT, Large trucks servicing existing oil
developments in the broad general area already pose a severe
traffic hazzrd on State Route 150, One needs but to drive this
road regularly to attest to this. %e have tersonal knowledge of
near misses if not recorded accidents.

Large trucks servicing existinz oil developments north o
Koenigstein Reoad from the proposed precject present an ext
hazard at the infersection of Siate Foute 150 and Koenigs
foad., This turn carnot be negotiated by large trucks wit
culling far into the opposite lane iato oncoming traffic
then backing and maneuvering, Attesting to this is the b
guard rail at the south east corner of the bridge which wa
hit by one of the trucks while negotiating the iturn., Arn

ly multio

increass in the number of large trucks simp lisg the
harzard toth 2t this intersecticn zrd on State Rcute 1350 The
report acknowledges "the movement of large vehicles 2% ih

the
intersection of State Route 150 and Koenigstein Rozd could
create unsafe conditions," (5) and states that "

4
should be required for movement of lazrge vehicles at the
intersection.” (5) Again, the report ignores %he razards
from existing o0il developmenis 2nd the cumulztiva impact
from tha proposed znd pessible future projscts,
Ae stated gstein Road for szbout cne-hzlf
mile north at 15¢ 1s cne-lane, 14 foot width or iess
with minimu d & nen-existent, shculders., This
secticn is aQu 5 isting treffic, particuleriy with
the recent ase of 0il truck use. Further ircrezsein use
resulting from the propcsed project znd pcssible future projects
will make this section untenable. The report, on page 11, refer

L. Ibid, p. 10
5. Ipid, p. 11
e« Ibid; p« 11



safe con-
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dition. We contend that the zdded traffic on this sect
create an increasing incorvenience, =z cetentially hazar
situation, and undoubtedly would require greater mainte
and improvement of the winter conditiscn of %hs roaq.

to this point as creating an inconvenience but not an un
"2

1
s}
n

On pages 2 and 11 the repert refers to a pipeline to trancoport
the eoil and suzgests that this would 2lleviate any traffic
hazard. Yef there was no indication of where the pipeline
might go, what rcute it mizht take, whether it was feszible, or
what proiective measures should be reguired to prevent water

or surface contamination in event of breakage. At the Now. 132,
1975, ZRRC hearing, the applicent stated that they could not
suomit a plan Tor the pipeline because easements over various
properties would be required and that no effort hag Seen made to
acquire these easements. Upon questioning by the audience, the
applicant implied that the pipeline would Teed into an existing
line down State Route 150 ownsd by another company. There is
at least a rumor that the "other company" would not grant
rermission for use of its line by applicant. When cénfronted
with this, the applicant lamely stated that this was net known

to be true. It appears that a truek loading area wouléd be required

or near the intersecticn of Koenigstsin Road ard State Route 150
(or semewhere on State Boute 150) unless the applicant could use
the existing 1ine on State Route 150, or unless the zpplicant's

nipeline extended to Saznta Pzaula or beyond. YWe contend (1) thast

it is urlikely that a pipeline ever would avist ard thus zllavizts

hazards from increased traffic, and (2) that the recort was
inadequate in neot requiring some specifice cn the pipeline to
provide a baszis for evaluatiorn,

7.PLANTLIFE AND WILDLIFE ASSESSMENT., The renors
an adverse prgect impact cn plantlife and wildlife,
however, the potential cumulative effsci of this and

possible projec<s.

8. NOISE ASSESSMENT., Ore beauty of most of the subjact
area ils its silerce excent for natiral sourds, tirde, frezs,
crickets,; the crseks, ste... Ths recert shows ine present ncise
level as considerzbly bslow that of "guiet suburban recidertial
areas,"” except for the neise associzted with trafific cn
State Reoute 150 or existing cil development. The preoposed projoct
end other probatle projeczs undoubtedly will incrsase nsise 1o
2 disturbing level, (It is reperfed that, in order to raduce the
noise levsl, secme drivars zlrezady are putting itheiv frucks inte
neutral comirz down the Kosnizstein rosd grade at the approach of
State Route 150, relyinz only upon their braxss, Hazven heln
the driver and any driver apcroaching that interssction on State

Foute 150 if at sometime those brakes are inoperable.,) Ths
report acknowledges the noise level one-half to three-fourths
mile away could be raised %o a suburtan pesidentiszl or urbar ls
It apparently zlosses over thie, howaver, 2s gn expsctad price
pay by those in the arsz for *he ganeity of ¢il. Thez repors

ve.
to

1



further claims that those revldences located slightly over one-
fourth mile from the project site "would be unaffected by the

zroject noise” because of a hill located between the preject

and those residences. We contend that thicgs opinion is errcneous

and will continue to contest it,

9. ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT. On page 13 the report states
that "the site is in close proximity teo the Uprer 0ja2i area which
contains numerous recerded archaeoleogical 51bes," Al*houﬂh
there may be "o recorded archae010ﬂ1cal sites in the immediate
area cof the vroposed exploratory well drilling” the repors -uaues
on page 13 that "the Archaeological Society recommends that a
qua1111ea archaeologist be engaged to make a surface detervination
of all the area that will be involved..." Beycend the abcve statemenz:
the EIR is silent. There is nc indication that the recommended study
has been done, or that it should or should nct be done., The
EIR is incomplete, and, therefore, is inadequzate.

10. FIRE PPOTECTION On page 14 the repcrt stztes that the
proposed prcject site lS located in an extreme fire hazard =zrez,
Except for underlining "extreme” it could no< be stated b=*ter.
According to the report, the Ventura County Fire Departmen
indicated that adhearance to the United States Forest oerlCe
Uniform Fire Code reguirements and that "the vressnce on the
gite of 20,000gallons of water for use in the event of five
vould Drovvde adeguate protnctlon for the project area, This
night be true, though doubtful, for the project s€ite, We admit
that, at ths cresent time, we are not familiar with the United
States Forest Service Uniform Fire Code rncuwrnmnﬁfs, ou* we

contend that with such a volatile overation i
extreme fire hazzard area, the YVentura County Fire De
therefore, the EIR, should have made 2 more exhzusti
of the problem and recommended more extensive mitiza
measures. In the event of loss (if we survive} Zrom
2ttributable to the project site, we intend tc¢ nold
and Ventura County liable, the 2pplicant for noT pro
adeguate safeguards and Ventura Ccunty for not regui
applicant to do so.

11. VISUAL ASSESSHENT. The Upper Ciai, a mcurntzinc
is a beaubif area, Marring it are existing cil develop
The wrepert rscognirzes, ng. 18, *hat trs cperaticn would b
visible tc travelers on State Routs L50. Stete Poute 159
a tourist-orientsd =zcenic highwzy., The zdditien of mors
foot nhigh tanks 2rd cther cil brodustion sgu nt at the
elavation nzr rapes the view for all usin tate Rout
or Kcenigs Recad as well as for residents th of the
rrcject. %IR, on page 1%, states that % oplicant
to landsca he 0il well site if the well is productive.
will be pli d for camou‘Tag=° The repcrt lists no reguirements.
We contend that the ZIR is inadequate in analysis of the visual
impact and in thes 1a~k of recommended mitigating measzures.



12. BENEFICIAL INMPACTS., In the report enly two peneficial
impacts were noted. First was +he critical need for oil. A&t
the beginning we recognized this need, nut tempered it with nead
for controls. Second was the contributicn to the county's tay
ovaze "while demanding few governmental services." We quastion
the contribution to the tax base versus the demand for
services even if the provosed well is productive. One question
is, hew productive. Those compiling the EIR make no vizble
assessment of this. We contend the project will require
considerazble sovernmental expense, 3tate and County--rozd renzir,
possible rcad medification, supervision and policing of the
operation, fire department service, ete... We further contand
that th= project may result in some less in the tax base,
partially offsetting the gain, by lowering the potential for
residential and agricultural development.

13. SUMMARY. On the basis of the foregoing points,
individuzlly as well as collectively, we contend that the =Ip
should be determined inadequate and that 2 more objective,
in-depth study be made in order +o assu-s the protecticn ef
all natural resources snd the rigits of veople now living in
the arsa, those pecple who delight in vizits te the area, and
nosterity.

Respectfully submitted,

~
fsi/9<>1t%24rzzb¢!-—

S. H. Stewart

Janice B, Stewar

¢c. Ventura County Planning Cemmission
Ventura County Board of Supervisers



ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE AGENCY M. L. Koester, Dirgctor

couniy of veniura

November 28, 1975

Mr. and Mrs. S. H. Stewart
12617 Koenigstein Road
Santa Paula, California 93060

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Stewart:

Thank you for your letter of November 20, 1975, regarding
the EIR on CUP No. 3543. vYour letter and this response will
be forwarded to EQAC for its hearing on December 5, 1975.

1. The EIR notes, on page 6, those related projects which
have recently been approved and/or are pending County
approval. Both projects are over 3 miles from the
project area and generally would nok have a cumulative
impact on the Upper ojai Valley. Although new oil
drilling may be pending in the area, many existing
permits allow unlimited drilling in their permit area
without additional County approval. There is no
feasible basis for estimating future drilling activity
which is unrelated to the County permit process. In
addition, the projection of possible projects would be
based on speculation. The State EIR Guidelines state
(ec. 15142), "Specific reference to related projects,
both public and private, baoth existent and planned,
in the region should also be included, for purposes of
examining the possible cumulative impact of such pro-
jeets." The Guidelines do not require a cumulative

analysis of possible projects,

2. The EIR (page 7) indicates the air emissions from the
pProject. According to the Air Pollution Control District,
emissions associated with the Silver tread and Sisar
Creek production fields (pipeline valves and flanges,
vessel relief valves, pump seals, compressor seals, and
mscl) are 20.56 tons per ysar, Data is not available
Eo compute existing NOy emissions associated with these
two fislds. The project would increase reactive hydrocarbon
emissions associated with these fields by 14.2% during
the drilling phase (30 to 90 days). Emissions associasted
with production cannot be determined until well pro-
ductivity is known. There are no additional County
permits pending in the immediate project area for oil
drilling activity,

625 East Santa Clara Street, Ventura, CA 920071 (B0S) 648-6131
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3. The Publiec Works Agency indicates, "the present Grading
Ordinance provides for control aof grading done in
association with 0il field work: where such grading may
pose a hazard to any adjacent property. This contraol
has been adequate in the past in providing protesction
to adjacent properties, public and private.

Development of the site with features, in general, as
proposed in sketches provided in the EIR is considered
feasible from the standpoint of grading. That portioen

of the grading which might adversely atfect adjacent
properties would be subject to Grading Permit reguirements,
with conditions and previsions imposed as necessary to
protect adjacent properties. Such reguirements would
include consideration of cut and Fill slope stability

and erosion prevention measures. Requirement of detailed
grading plans is determined prior to approval and
granting of the Conditional Use Permit.

In regard to rainfall runoff and possible overflowing
of the sump, adeguate measures to prevent transport of
sediment or waste liguids out of the area are feasible.
These measures such as adequate protection of graded
surfaces by landscpaing, diversion of runoff away from
sumps and berming and lining of sumps have been proven
by experience to provide adeguate protection.

It is important to note that although detailed grading
and development plans were not included as a part of
the EIR, the report does point out feasible measures to
mitigate anticipated potential problems in regard to

grading. "
4. No response required.
5. According to the Public Works Agency, adverse effects

on surface and ground-water quality could occur if the
lined sump were to overflow. Fe would certainly agnrove
of inclusion of prasventive measures such as maintensnce
of adequate freeboard in the sump and elevation of the
sump to prevent entrance of surface runoff, but maintain
that these minor problems can be easily dealt with and
therefore should be included only as a condition of
project apuroval at the time it is reviewed by the
Public Works Agency.
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LIR -
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CUP No. 3543
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The Public Works Agency indicates, "fhe road width and
the turning problems for oil field related equipment

arc adequately discussed in the CIR. Mitigating measures
relative to through traffic and turning traffie at the
intersectipn is diseussed both in the assessment and

the staff evaluation. Similarly, the agencies involyed
are listed and the responsibility is correctly affixed

to the applicant.

To satisfy the complainant would require arbitrary and
unreasonable measures of the applicant. For example,

the turning movement at the intersection would require
complete reconstruction of: Highway 150, the channel

in Santa Paula Creek, the bridge, and Koenigstein Road.
The widening of the latter would not only destroy the
rural atmosphere so prized in thig area, but in itself
would encourage development in the area, a doming

effect of mitigating measures. The almost unmeasurable
traffic volumes plus the nearly nonexistent and unrelated
accident picture are not sufficient reguirements for
increased physical construction. The very small and
certainly temporary increasein truck volumes are not
indicative of the need for massive amounts of construction
or concern.

Should an adverse event, such as a traffic accident,
occur on Koenigstein Road or at the intersection, would
be almost impossible to attribute it te the new use.
Accident patterns should not increase and ars not

related to pure oil field use; a transit mixer delivering
caoncrete for a residential addition or a swimming pool
has the same potential for an accident as do the oil
field trucks present and proposed."

The placemont of pipelines does not require a permit,
and consequently, this activity is rot subject to
environmental review under CEQA. liowever, the proposacd
conditions for CUP lNo. 3543 would require appraoval of
pipeline construction plans by both the Public Works
Agency and Planning Director.,

As noted previously, a cumulative analysis based on
possible projects is not feasible nor required by the
State EIR Guidelines.

The EIR notes on page 13 that the project would change
the acoustic environment from one that is more quiet
than a typical "quiet suburban residential community
to one that is typical of a "urban or normal suburban
residential" community. The Environmental Health



Page 4

Division indicates that its statements regarding the
hill are based on experience in acoustically similar
situations as well as literaturc. The noisc may be

audible at the homes to the north, but the Division

does not expect it to raise the noise level.

9. The Archaeological Assessment (page 13) should be
clarified with the following additions:

"Impact: The project could result in the disturbance
to or destruction of archaeological resources if they
are present on the site.

Mitigating Measures: The Ventura County Archaeological
Society recommends that if during construction subsurface
archaeological sites are encountered, all work should

stop in the immediate area and a qualified local archaeologist
consulted to evaluate the site and make recommendations,"

The site survey recommended by the Archaeclogical Society
has not been undertaken.

10. (Fire Department will respond by the EQAC meeting.)

1l. The project would be visible Ffrom Koenigstein Road and
would add another well site with structures to those
already in existence. The attached map indicates the
extent and location of surrounding well sites and
illustrates that the area has extensive oil activity,
although it is not readily visible. The EIR notes
(page 16) that landscaping of the drillsite would be
undertaken if the well is productive and could mitigate
some of the visual effects. Specific landscape plans
are not available at this time;: however, landscaping
subject to the Planning Director's approval 1s a conditioen
of the proposed CUP No. 3543, In the event the well is
productive, a landscape plan would be developed by a
landscape architect.

12.  The project, if productive, would generate local tax
revenue. According to the applicant, the extent of such
revenue at current tax levels is approximatelv 50¢ on
each barrel of oil produced but cannot be estimated as
a total figure prior to having an indication of well
productivity. A need for project related services
indicated in your letter has not been established
either by the EIR or your letter and appears to he
based on speculation.

13. 1o response required.
Thank you for reviewing the project.
Sincerely,

ENVI%SNMENTEL RESQURCE AGENCY

WA
LA AT S
Ictor R. Husbands ‘,
Planning Director




Jdovember 19, 1975

Enviroanental Rsscurce Agency
County of Ventura

Gentlsmen:

“he Draft Lavirommental Impact Report for Fhoenix Wast
91l and Gas Corporation ilo. C-U=P 3543 has been received
by the undersigned on Hovember 8, 1975, It is noted
that the report is schedulad to he heard on November 12,
1975 by your Agency and that comments bafora tha Review
Comnitiee ars invited at thet time, with 2 three wesl
period for written cormments before the final rzport is
accepbed. '

Basad on the Draft report the following demands are
mads by the undersigned for additional studies, and the
following inadequacises in the report are noted:

1. AIR QUALITY ASSZSSMENT

CSumulative effect of present oil drilling plus proposad
drilling not covered.

2+ GRADIKG ASSESSMENT

Cumulative efrect of proposed grading nct considered
with other present and proposed drilling.

3. GZO0LOGY AND HYDROLOGY ASSESSMENT

Report indicates loss of water or pollution of water
regources could oceur, No mention made of financial
prosection through insurence or bonds to affectad
property owners should loss occur., rFast history of
wildcat drilling in ares indicatss that ownsrs and
operators were nobt finanelelly responsible for thein
legal liability,

i, TRAFFIC ASSZSSHENT

Unsafe conditions caused by turning movemert of trucis
which necessitates the completa blocldng of traffic on
Highwey #150 pot adesguately discusssad. '™e lack of any
measures to alleviate this condition is evident plua
the epparent lack of any feasible changes to the bridge

and roadway because of the topography of the intersec-ion

is not discussed. The structure of Kosnigstein Hoad

A-11
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which narrows to eae lane immediately above the bridge
at a sharp crest also creates a highly hazardous condition, « ;
requirdhg stopping and backing by Passenger vehicles whenp
trucks ars encountered,is not adequately discussed nop is
the unsafs condition adequately discussed on the one lane
portion of Kosnigetein Z2oad presently used by the erivace
passenger automobilas of residents in the arsa and heavy
0il and acuipment tmucks whilch necssaitates the use orl
ritted shoulders in passiag on a steep grade. The con-
clusion that this condition is only inconvenient and not
heazardous is incorrect and not based on the availahle
evidence or zny studies conducted but only conjsc ture,

S.

PLANIFY AND WILDLIFGS ASSESSMZNYT

Cumulative erfsct not considersd when all of present
and proposed drilling is consgidered, Sincs the
broposed well site would remove the area from potentigl
agriculture, the ecological implications of thisg ware
not considered, .

HNOISE ASSISSHINT

Cumulative effecct not considered when added to present
and proposed oil drilling. Noise fron increascd Sraffic
including the hign noige-producing impact of heavy tmecis
in a steep and echo-preducing canyon area was nct consi-
dered. :

ARCHEOLOGICAL ASSZSSMENY

The recommsndation of the Archeological Socisty is

nct discussed as to methods of implementetion or
measures to protect the site curing grading shoul- any
archeclogical remains be rfound,

PTRE PROYEC 103 ASSESSMENT

In spite of the fact that the repcrt on pags 6 describes
She arez as an éxirema fire hezard arsa, this agsessmsnt
was given e totally inadecuste and incomplets inveati-
gation and trestment, The tongequsnces of this area
belog Cha source of fire wers not digcussed., o deta’ls
included on protective measuras, including the

5 mod maintenance of fire breaiks surrsunding the
area. :hs inersags in the fips preducing potentisl of
the project and any possible mitigating messurss was ot
discussad., Implications of & major fire in the aresa
not disecussed. Yo mention of fnsurance for legel

Tiabilisy.
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13.

VISUAL ASSISSmil

Cumulative effect when combined with all ovher presant
and proposed drilling not discusasad, dffect on the
enfire area not adequately discusssd with the implica-

.tion of the gradual change of the sast end of Upper

Ojai from a scenic agricultural and recreational ares,
to an oll production area. ritigating measurss not
detsiled to ineclude type and extent or propoged land-
seaping. Visusl effect on rasidents north of site
driving to and from homes not considared.

OYHER ZHVIRIM<ACAL CONSIDERALION

Proposed oil pipeline given no adequate axposition,
lo details from applicant given as to where and when
pipeline to be installed. Mo environmental impact
study made on the proposed pipeline.

BENZFICIAL IMPACT

Yo information given as to need. Applicants!' conelusion
may be based on political consideration, Alternatives
to any shortage othar than further productlon gites

not discussed. 'Total oil reserve in U,S. and implice-
tions of depleting reserve not mentioned. Hevenue
question not exposed. Possible fubure reduction of

vax bese by removing arsea from home site and agricul-
tural consideration not discuassaed.

ADVERSZ ENVIROLMENTAL EFFECT

Jot adequately covered. Omitted all factors other
than air, wildlife, and visual.,

MITIGAIRIG FCTORS - Discusssd above,
ALTZZRUATIVES

Traffic, air end noise ers indicated as a temporary
condition, It 1s submitted these would be permmanant
if the site is productive. No alfernatives to drilling
for oil at szme source by diegonal drilling or whip-
stoeliing from existing oil fisld edfacent to proposasd
gifte discussed,

SEORY TERHM VS LONG T IMPLICATIONS, IRREVERSIBLE
SLVIROIMENTAL CHANGES, GROWTH INDUCING IMPACTS

Hot adequatoely covered, Given only perfuactory and
limited treatment and investigation, )



16. CUMULATIVE IMPACT

Not adequately covered ag cited a
broadsr sense required,
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ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE AGENCY M. L. Koester, Director

county of ventura

November 27, 1975

Mr.

John R. Whitman

12615 Koenigstein Road
Santa Paula, California 93060

Dear Mr. Whitman:

Thank you for your letter of November 19, 1975, regarding
the EIR on CUP No. 3543. Your letter and this response will
be forwarded to EQAC for its hearing on December 5, 1975.

1.

Air Quality Assessment

The EIR (pg. 7) indicates the air emissions from the
project. According to the Air Pollution Control District,
existing reactive hydrocarbon emissions associated with
the Silver thread and Sisar Creek production fields
(pipelines valves and flanges, vessel relief valves,

pump seals, compressor seals, and mscl) are 20.56 tons
per year. Data is not available to compute existing

NOx emissions associated with these two fields. The
project would increase reactive hydrocarbon emissions
associated with these fields by 14,2% during the drilling
phase (30 to 90 days). Emissions associated with
production cannot be determined until well productivity
is known. There are no additional County permits pending
in the project area for oil drilling activity. Although
new ail drilling may be pending in the area, many
existing permits allow unlimited drilling in their
permit area without additional County approval. There

is no feasible basis for estimating new drilling activity
which is unrelated to the County permit process,

Grading Assessment

The EIR (pg. 7) indicates the grading assessment associated
with the project. Other drilling activity in the area

is occurring under old permits which are not subj=et to
County review. Observation indicates that 2 wells are

being drilled in the immediate project area - 1 between
Summit School Road and Koenigstein Road, and 1 approximately
1/2 miles southeast of the proposed project.

625 East Santa Clara Street, Ventura, CA 93001 {805 648-6131
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The Publiec Works Agency indicates, "the cumulative
impact of existing oil well sites in tha region of the
subject project is considorad negligible in so far ae
hillside stability and transport of earth materials by
erosion is concerned. Additional well sitas which
might be proposed throughout the region should not
result in significant impact in regard to the afore-
mentioned factors, if grading is not carried out in an
indiscriminate manner.

The present Grading Ordinance provides for control of
grading done in association with 0il field work where
such grading may pose a hazard to any adjacent property.
This control has been adequate in the past in providing
protection to adjacent properties, public and private,

Development of the site with Eeatures, in general, as
proposed in sketches provided in the EIR is considered
feasible from the standpoint of grading. That portion

of the grading which might adversely affect adjacent
properties would be subject ko Grading Permit requirements,
with conditions and provisions imposed as necessary to
protect adjacent properties. Such requirements would
include consideration of cut and fill slope stability

and erosion prevention measures. Fequirement of detailed
grading plans is determined prior to approval and
granting of the Conditional Use Parmit.

In regard to rainfall runoff and possible overflowing
of the sump, adequate measures +o prevent transport of
sediment or waste liquids out of the area are feasible.
These measures such as adequate protection of graded
surfaces by landscaping, diversion of runoff away frof
sumps and berming and lining of sumps have been proven
by experience to provide adegquate protectien,

It is important to note that although detailed grading
and development plans were not included as a part of
the CIR, the report does point out feasible measures to
mitigate anticipated potantial problems in regard to
grading."

The excavation would create a cumulative visual impact
as noted on page 16. As noted under item No. 1 of this
letter, proposed drilling activity in tho area is
unknown, prohibiting a cumulative analysis which extends
beyond activities on new County permits.
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3 weology and liydrology

The section on Geology and Hydroloyy discussecs measures
to mitigate cnvironmental impacts. The State EIR Guidelines
do not requirc a discussion of financial responsibilities,

4. Traffic Assessment

The Public Works Agency indicates, “the road width and
the turning problems for oil field related equipment

are adequately discussed in the EIR. Mitigating measures
relative to through traffic and turning traffic at the
intersection is discussed both in the assessment and

the staff evaluation. Similarly, the agencies involved
are listed and the responsibility is correctly affixed

te the applicant.

To satisfy the complainant would reguire arbitrary and
unreasonable measures of the applicant. For example,

the turning movement at the intersection would reguire
complete retonstruction of: Highway 150, the channel

in Santa Palila Creek, the bridge, and Koenigstein Road.
The widening of the latter would not only destroy the
rural atmosphere so prized in this area, but in itself
would encourage development in the area, a domino

effect of mitigating measures. The almest ummeasurable
traffic velumes plus the nearly nonexistent and unrelated
accident picture are not sufficient requirements for
increased physical construction. Tha very small and
certainly temporary increase in truck volumes are not
indicative of the need for massive amounts of construction
or cencern.

Should an adverse event, such as a traffic accident,

oecur on Koenigstein Road or at the intersection, it would
be almost impossible to attribute it to the new use.
Accident patterns should not increase and are not

related to pure oil field use; a bransit mixer delivering
concrete for a residential addition or a swimming pocl

has the same potential for an accident as do the oil

field trucks present.”

5. Plantlife and Wildlife Assessment

According to the Public Works Agency, the EIR is
sufficient relative to Flora and Fauna for the project,

a single cxploratory well. A reovision would be necessary
only if additional wells are to be drilled. There are

no additional County permits in the project area for

oil drilling activity,
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The State EIR Guidelines require a discussion of alternatives
which could feasibly obtain the objectives of the

project, alternative locations and a “ne project"
alternative. The alternative location and "no project”

alternative are discussed on Page 19. There appears to
be no other feasible alternative (see response on page
14) . The discussion of alternatives such as agricultural

use and related impacts is not required.
Noise Assessment

Hoise measurements of e€xisting noise levels in the area
were recorded and are found on page 14 of the EIR.

loise associated with the project was estimated and
compared with existing levels (page 13). As noted
previously, a cumulative analysis which extends beyond
activities on new County permits is not readily feasible.
The projects which are pending County approval are over

3 miles from the propesed project and would not have a
cumulative impact related to noise.

The noise from trucks was considered to have only a

very slight impact when compared to the noise from the
drill rig itself. The trucks will generate a transcient
noise as opposed to the more constant noise caused by
the rig. Trucks will generate noise of about 90 dB(A)
at a distance of 50 feet. This noise will be audible

at a considerable distance. The exact degree of impact
cannot be quantified because we do not know the extent
of other truck traffic in the area.

Archaeological Assessment

This section indicates mitigating measures associated
with possible archaeological sites. The implementation
of these measures could be achieved by the adoption of
related conditions by the Planning Commission and/or
Board of Supervisors.

Fire Protection Assessment

(The Fire Department will respond by the EQAC hearing
on December 5, 1975.)

Visual Assessment

The project would be visible from Koenigstein Road and
would add another well site with structures to those
already in existence. The attached map indicates the
extent and location of surrounding these well sites and
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Page

10.

11.

12.

13.

14,

5

illustrates the area has extensive oil activity, although
it 1s not readily visible. The EIR notes (page 16)

that landscaping of the drillsite would be undertaken

Lf the well is productive. Specific landscape plans

arc not available at this time; however, landscaping
subject to the Planning Pirector's approval is a condition
of the proposed CUP No. 3543. In the event the well is

Productive, a landscape plan would be developed by a

landscape architect.

The placement of pipelines does not require a permit,
and consequently, this activity is not subject to
environmental review under CEQA. However, the proposed
conditions for CUP No. 3543 would require approval of
pipeline construction plans by both the Public Works
Agency and Planning Director.

The inclusion of beneficial impacts in an EIR is not
required by the State EIR Guidelines, and the questions
raised regarding the beneficial impacts of the project
exceed the scope of impacts associated with drilling
one well.

The State EIR Guidelines require the discussion of "any
adverse environmental effects which cannot be avoided

if the proposal is implemented.™ The summary on page 17
should include the temporary increase in noise level
resulting from drilling, the transcient noise associated
with temporary truck traffic, an increase in traffic

and the possible destruction of an archaeological site.
All of these factors are discussed in some detail in
other portions of the document.

No response required.

The applicant indicates that diagonal drilling or whip
stocking from the existing ocil field adjacent to the
proposed site is not a feasible alternative. According

to the applicant, the locating of a test well is. dictated
by the anticipated subsurface structure, not by convenience
to the surface access. The present location has been
selected based on our best geological interpretation of

the subsurfaece structurc.

As Lo reaching this location by directional drilling,
the horizontal distance which can be reached by a
directionally drilled well is limited, among other
things, by the anticipated depth of the zone to be
tested. In the case of the proposed well, this distance
would not be in excess of 1,000 feet and would more
probably be in the 750 foot range, which distance is
insufficient to remove the well from the immediate area
of the proposed location. Further, the well location
by the terms of the 0il lease must be on the surface of
the land under lease to Phoenix West by the Lessor
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which is the W4SEY% and E%SWs of Section 7, T4N, R21w,
S.B.B.,&M.

15. The comment is too general and cannot be responded to
without more specific questions or statements.

16. Responded to in earlier sections.
Thank you for reviewing the project.

Sincerely,

ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE AGENCY

Husbands
Planning Director

ictor R.

VRH:JL:dr/311-711
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COUNTY OF VENTURA
FTRE SERVICES AGENCY

MEMORANDUM
Janet Lyders
Planning Division Dec. 3, 1975
TO: 2 DATE: ’
Captain Carl Will (&
rrom;_Bureau of Fire Prevention REF. NO:

sussecT:_Replyv to public comments on CUP 3543

In reply to Mr. Whitman's letter, Item #8 "Fire Protection Assessment":

The fire protection aspects of the project were discussed on page #16 of
the EIR, where the applicant stated he would adhere to the Uniform Fire
Code requirements, plus installing a 20,000 gallon water tank for fire
protection use.

The Uniform Fire Code, Article 15, Division X, covers oil well drilling
operations. It requires a Uniform Fire Code Permit for the process, and
sets various fire prevention and fire protection requirements, including
fire breaks, fire extinguishing equipment, no smaking, blowout prevention
controls, etc.

Prior to issuance of a permit an on-site inspection is made by a Fire
Prevention Officer to insure all requirements are met.

We feel that these procedures do provide for a reasonable degree of fire
safety for such projects. :

CH:bb
ce: File

PAOF NO. 89A
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ROBERT L. RICHARDSON
PETROLEUM ENGINEER
$36 EAsT THOMPSON BLYD, VENTURA. CALIFORNIA 93001

TeLrrHoNE (805) 646.4006

December 1, 1975

Environmental Quality Appeals Committee
Ventura County

625 Bast Santa Clara Street

* Ventura, California 935001

SUBJECT: CUP 3543 (Phoenix West Oil and Gas Corp.)
Gentlemen:

I have reviewed the two recent letters submitted by Mr. Whitman and

Mr. Stewart in reference to the EIR for CUP 3543‘on the Phoenix West 0il
and Gas Corp. proposed oil and gas exploratory well in the Sisar Area of
the Ojai 0il Field. In general, both letters find fault with the EIR on
the basis of gross exaggeration and rank speculation.

These people have purchased property which, with or without their previous’
knowledge, is adjacent to the oldest ail producing area in Southern California,
dating back over 100 years to 1867. Further, by their own observation, their
homes are in a fire trap which condition existed at the time of purchase and
will continue to exist with or without continued oil activity. I have no
quarrel with their desire to protect their property, but I do question their
presumption that they can demand the halting of the long established land use
of the area so as ta correct their misjudgment and failure to become informed
before investing in the area.

As a result of their election to live in the area, Phoenix West has had
placed on its operatiens, and has accepted, aumerous special conditions, both
restrictive and costly to them, and not normally required of oil and gas
operations in an established oil area. Phoenix West indicated their willingness
to accept the presences of the homeowners and not to unduly disturb them by
agresing to these mitigating measures. Phoenix West has not flatly rejected
the presences of the homeowners in the oil field environment. It is quite
apparent that the Whitmans and Stewarts are not willing to accept the
cantinued development of o0il and gas in a leng standing oil and gas productive
area; but rather, to their own ends and a2t the expense of others, aro
attenpting to use the EIR process to correct their own errors in judgment.

In answer to the general tone of the letters, that the pressnces of an o0il
well drilling or preoducing operation will mar the area and reduce land values,
I can only say that they are totally misinformed. O0il and g2s5 exploration
and production have been demonstrated as being compatible with residential



Environmental Quality Appeals Committee
Page Two
December 1, 1975

areas throughout the los Angeles area asz well as in Ventura County adjacent
to much more heavily built and populated areas than is the situation in
question. As bto unpopulated area, whether open space or agricultural, oil
field developmant is commonplace and not only compatible buk gencrally
encouraged. An oil and gas discovery substantially increases land values,
thereby removing an economic need to change the land use from open space or
agricultural to more service demanding and less revenue producing residential
use.

It is not the purpase of the EIR process that the County of Ventura be used as
2 tool by these psople in order to correct their errors in judgment, particu-
larly not at the expense of others. Despite the inferences of the letters,
the oil and gas industry is not a second class citizen, particularly not in
Ventura County where the mineral tax bill to the industry in the 1975-76 tax
year will be 39 million and where industry activity and services provide z
substantial portion of the county's employment opportunibiecs. The approval of
the pending EIR and associated CUP and the rapid movement of this project to
commencement is urgently reguested.

Yours truly,
j?f?i;;giﬁéfi;é:;rj
obert L. Richardson
Petroleum Engineer

RLR:ba
cc: Mr. Frank R. Jewett
Mr. Ralph R. Bennett
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D.J. HANSON
President December 1, 1975

Environmental Quality Appeals Committee
Veatura County

625 East Santa Clara Street

Ventura, Califorania 93001

SUBJECT: 'CUP 3543 (Phoenix West 0il and Gas Corp.)
Gentlenon:

The purpose of this letter is to reply in part to the content and charges of
Hr. Seawright Stewart's letter addressed to the Environmental Quality Appeals
Committee on November 20, 1975, with additional copies sent to the

Board of Supervisors and the Planning Commission.

Mr. Stewart severely questions the adequacy of the recent draft of an
Environmental Impact Report which was submitted to the Environmental Report
Review Committce and unanimously approved by Committee members.

In his letter #r. Stewart charges the report with gloring inadequacies in
virtually every section. Not being trained and hence not competent to judge
the contents of this report, I must content myself with the observation that
Me. Stewart's criticism appear to stem from the fact that the report does not
support his point of view; that it does not oppose the drilling of Phoenix West's
test well in Section 7, T4N, R21w. It seems worthwhile to observe that the
report does not support the drilling of the well eitier. The EIR is an
objective document which sets forth an abundance of facts along with scmc
reasonable opinionc and recommended mitigating measuras. Having been written
following extensive research and preparation on the part of the Planning
Department staff and at not inconsiderable expense to Phoenix West, it deserved
the acceptance it received from a Committas troined and swpericnced te Jutea
its contents.

Being adequate to its purpose, having been extensively researched, and having
been presented in a way that invites impartial acceptance, I wish to urse that
the appeal to judge this report inadequate be denied by your committec.

I would submis only two reasons for such denial. The first pertains to tue
adequacy of the EIR. It is vildely acknowledgad that one mark of an cducated
person - and Mr. Stewart's career has been in the ficld of education, so I
would look for his agrcement nere — is to look for only as much precision as
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the nature of the rubject matter admits. The subject matter of an EIR,
covering many subjects, invites infinite research; but in [ields that da not
admit the lind and degree of precision which, judging from Mr. Stewart's
letter, the residents of Bear Canyon would find acceptable. The precision
proper to this repork is very well expressed in those areas whern such
precision is possible, as witness bthe section on the effects of noise from a
drilling venture conducted on the designated location. The possible effects
are calculated in decibels - mathematical precision.

The second reason for denying this appeal looks beyond the EIR to the genmeral
interest of Couuty of Ventura residents, being a sum of the sarticular interests
and including the employees of Phoenix wWest as well as the petitioners
themselves.

In Mr. Stewart's letter it is contended that by approving Phoenix West's
application the County may suffer some actual loss in its tax base. He
claims this loss would result from the smaller tax gains from oil production
being offset by potentially greater gains from either an agricultural or
residential development of the land.

Even were it held true that two birds in the bush are worth more than one in
hand, this contention cannot be supported by facts.

Agricultural use, employing the agricultural reserve provisions, would

base the full walue on crop yield, or probably 31,000 to §1520 per acre.
Residential use, depending on the type, would result in a full value potential
of up to $L20,000 per acre. (Any residential values must be tempered by the
cuflay of tax money Lo provide the substantial County service demunds of water,
sower, lights, schools, fire, pelice, ete., which accompany residential develop-
ment.) On the other hand, an oil and gas discovery has the potential to
provide a mineral rights value of $200,000 per acre on the total 180 acros
while occupying less than 10 acres of the surface of the land. The unoccuplod
remaining 150 acres are available for whatever surface use is desired, or they
conld he Inft in f4eds oresent undisturbed siats sonlarnlis to dn oposn upien
desipnation.

In view of the realistic tax consequencec presented above, furthew delzy of

this project by critics of the County's EIR and those oppused to further

develcpment of an historic oil and gas producing area is not alone detrimental
T

to Phoenix West and its associates. t is wlso contrary to the interecsts of
the County of Ventura.

Yours very truly,

/éaw:fx WEST GTL AND GAS CORP.

T

DJH:ba David J¢ Yanson

cc: Mr. Frank R. Jewett Progident,
Mr. Ralph R. Bennett L~
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December 1, 1975

Environmental Quality Appeals Committee
Ventura County

625 E. Santa Clara Street

Ventura, California 93091

Re: CUP 3543

As residents concerned with preserving rhe Upper Ojai area
we are opposed to the approval of Conditional Use Permit 3543,
The subject Project will mar the naturalness of the area, lower
the quality of the environment, infringe upon the rights of the
Present residents, and may endanger the long range potential.
Ve request that all governmental agencies take whatever action
is necessary to protect all natural resources and assure the
heritage of this accessible, semi-wilderness area for all
citizens of Venrura County.

Respectfully submitted,
/&/7f’xﬁ¢@¢ ol
ﬁ; —Za Ml @4

5506 0



ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE AGENCY

M. L. Koester, Director

T BTy 8 e A e e
COUNYY OF veniura

Victor R, Husbands, Direclor
Planning

Januarv 6, 1976

Mr. and Mrs. L. C. Brooks
12178 Sisar Road
Santa Paula, California 93060

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Brooks:
Thank vou for your comments regarding the EIR for CUP No. 3543.

Your letters and this response will he forwarded to the Board

of Supervisors for its hearing on January 13, 1976, regarding
the adequacy of the document. ‘
1. The EIR notes on page 6 those related projects which

have recently been approved and/or are pending County
aoproval . Both projects are over 3 miles from the project
area and generally would not have a cumulative impact

on the Upper 0jai Valley. Although new oil drilling may

be pending in the area, many existing permits allow unlimited
drilling in their permit area without additional Caounty
approval. There is no feasible basis for estimating future
drilling activity which is unrelated to the Countv permit
process. 1In addition, the projection of possible projects
would be based on speculation. The State EIR Guidelines
state (Sec. 15142), "Specific reference o relatad projects,
both nublic and private, both existent and nlanned, in

the region should also be included, for purboses of examining
the possihle cumulative impact of such nrojects.” The Guide-
lines do not recuire a cumulative analysis of pogsible
projects.

2. The Public Works Agency indicates, "The present Grading

Ordinance provides for control of
ciation with oil field werk where
a hazard %o
acdaquate in
properties,

the past in wroviding
public and private.

Davelopment of the site with

any adjacent property.

featuras,

grading done in asso-

such grading may pose
This control has heen

protection to adjacent

in general, as

pronosed in sketches provided in the EIR is considered
feasihle from the standpoint of grading. That vortion

of the grading which might adverselv affect adjacent
properties would be subject to Grading Permit recuirements,
with conditions and provisions impesed as necessary to
protect adjacent properties. Such requirements would include
consideration of cut and £fill slone stability and erosion
prevention measures. Reguirement of detailed grading plans
is determined prior to approval and granting of the Condi-
tional Use Permit.

625 East Santa Clara Strast, Venwra, CA 92007 (805) 648-5131



In regard to rainfall runoff and possihle overflowing

of the sump, adeauate measures to nrevent transport of
sediment or waste liguids out of the area are feasible.

These measures such as adequate nrotection of graded surfaces
by landscaping, diversion of runoff away from sumps and
berming and lining of sumps have been proven by experience
to provide adeguate protection.

It is impvortant to note that although detailed grading
and development plans were not included as a part of
the EIR, the report does roint out feasible measures to
mitigate anticipated potential problems in regard to
grading."

The Public Works Agency indicates, "The road width and
the turning problems for oil field related equipment

are adequately discussed in Ehe EIR. Mitigating measures
relative to through traffic and turning traffic at the
intersection is discussed both in the assessment and

the staff evaluation. Similarly, the agencies involved
are listed and the responsibility is correctly affixed

to the applicant."

The placement of pipelines does not require a permit,

and conseauently, this activity is not subject to environ-
mental review under CEQA. However, the proposed conditions
for CUP No. 3543 would reguire apnroval of pipeline con-

struction plans by both the Public Works Agency and Planning
Director.

Since there are no additional permits for oil activity
pending in the immediate project area, a cumulative noise
impact analysis was not done. According to the Environ-
mental Health Division, measures which could be undertaken

to mitigate excessive noise include (1) muffling of engines,
(2) use of rubber mats to prevent pipe clanging and, (3) con-
struction of temporary wooden barriers with acoustically
treated surfaces.

The EIR included the recommendation of the Ventura County
Archaeological Society that if subsurface archaeological

sites are encountsred during construction, all work should
stop in the immediate area and a qualified local archaeologist
called in to evaluate and make recommendations.

The Ventura County Fire Department indicates the following:
y P

"The fire protection aspacts of the project were discussed

on page 16 of the EIR, where the applicant stated he would
adhere to the Uniform Fire Code Reauirements, plus installing
a 20,000 gallon water tank “or fire protection use.

The Uniform Fire Code, aArticle 15, Division X, covers oil
well drilling operations. It recuires a Uniform Fire Code
Permit Zor the orocess, and sets various fire prevention and
fire protection requirements, including fire braaks, fire
extinguishing equipment, no smaking, bhlowout prevention
controls, atc.
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Prior to issuance of a pe'mit an on-site insnpection is made
by a Fire Prevention Nfficer to insure all recuirements are

met.

"le feel that these procedures do nrovide for a reasonahle
degree of fire safety for such mrojects.”

8. The EIR on nage 16 notes the project site and related oil
well equipment would be visible from the south, east and
west.

Thank you for reviewing the EIR.
Sincerely,

ENVIRONMENTAL RESOQURCE AGENCY

Planning Dir or

VRH:JW:dr/873
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November 18, 1975

Ventura County Environmental Resource Agency
625 Santa Clara Street
Ventura, California 93001

Dear Sirs:

I strongly oppose the environmental research done for the PHoenix
Mutual 0il Company under the number of CUP 3543. I am a resident
of the Upper Ojai Valley and the study has failed to bring out
important points in the transportation sectiocn, e.g. vehicles
using Koenigstein Road would have to turn into the oncoming traf-
fic lane to negotiate access to the road. It should also be
noted that the oncoming traffic lane is on a curve and vehicles
proceeding to Santa Paula or .to Ojai are unable to see in time a
vehiecle making that turn., Further, there has been no mention of
the environmental impact of a pipeline from the wells to the
highway or the possible impact of seepage to our watar source.
Presently, Sisar Mutual Water Company produces a high guality
water, and I do not wish to have it contaminated.

Furthermore, I believe that somebody should speak for the wild-
life that inhabit that area, and if drilling should be increased
in our valley it would definitely be detrimental to the existing
wildlife.

Please take a ride up Koenigstein Road and tell me if you wish
to reside on that road now....

Sincerely,

r‘—ﬁ__“—\
eﬁi::::;:%;;;;J ffzf(‘t—-—‘“
THOMAS FORGERL

TF:0

cc., rrank dewitt
~dwin vones
kalph benneut
Theodore urancsen
John kliynn



ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE AGENCY M. L. Koester, Director

T\ 0En 8~ el peeom
| Saact

January 5, 1976

Mr. Thomas Forgea
P. O. Box 3181
Ventura, California 93003

Dear Mr. Forgea:

Thank you for your comments regarding the EIR for CUP No. 3543,
Your letter and this response will be forwarded to the Board
of Supervisors for its hearing on January 13, 1976, regarding
the adequacy of the document.

In response to comments on the traffic assessment section the
Public Works Agency has indicated, "the road width and the turning
problems for oil field related equipment are adequately discussed
in the EIR. Mitigating measures relative to through traffic

and turning traffie at the intersection is discussed both in

the assessment and the staff evaluation. Similarly, the agencies
invelved are listed and the responsibility is correctly affixed

to the applicant."

Regarding the  proposed pipeline, the placement of pipelines
does not require a permit, and consequently, this activity is
not subject to environmental review under CEQA. However, the
proposed conditions for CUP No. 3543 would require approval of
pPipeline construction plans by both the Public Works Agency
and Planning Director.

The Geology and Hydrology Assessments (p. 7-11) discuss water
quality impacts associated with the project and the wildlife
assessment (p. 12) notes, "Removal of the vegetation for the
proposed drilling site would have a substantial adverse impact
on wildlife. This impact would extend peyond the actual drill
site due to increased noise levels and the presence of human
activity."

Thank you for reviewing the EIR.

Sincerely,
ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE AGENCY

Victo -
Planning Di

VRH:JW:dv/403

825 £ast Santa Clara Sireet, Ventura, CA 93001 (8035) 548-5131
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ENVlRONMENTAL RESOURCE AGENCY M. L. Koester, Director

county of veniura

January 5, 1976

Mr. Ralph C. Bostwick
9902 Sulphur Mt. Road
Ojai, California 93023

Dear Mr. Bostwick:

Thank you for your comments regarding the EIR for CUP No. 3543.
Your letter and this response will be forwarded to the Board
of Supervisors for its hearing on January 13, 1976, regarding
the adequacy of the document.

The placement of pipelines does not require a permit, and
consequently, this activity is not subject to environmental
review under CEQA. However, the proposed conditions for

CUP No. 3543 would require approval of pipeline construction
plans by both the Public Works Agency and Planning Director.

The EIR notes on page 6 those related projects which have
recently been approved and/or are pending County approval.
Both projects are over 3 miles from the project area and
generally would not have a cumulative impact on the Upper
Ojai Valley. Although new oil drilling may be pending in
the area, many existing permits allow unlimited drilling
in their permit area without additional County appraoval.
There is no feasible basis for estimating future drilling
activity which is unrelated to the County permit process.

The EIR (p. 16) notes the visual impact of the project as
well as other visible oil well sites that have current
drilling activity. The attached map indicates the extent
and location of surrounding well sites and illustrates the
area has extensive oil activity, although it is not readily
visible.

Thank you for reviewing the EIR.

Sincerely,
ENVIRONMENTAL RESOZRCE AGENCY

A
Victor R. Hu%@z&ds
Planning Direbtor

VRH:JW:dv

625 East Santa Clara Street, Ventura, CA 93001 (805] 648-6131
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Environmental Resource Agency 11/20/75
Planning Commission
625 E, Santa Clara
Ventura, Ca. 93001

Re: Environmental Impact Repert
Phoenix West Oil and Gas Corporation

CUP-3543

Dear Planning Commission,
I have finished reading the above Environmental Impact Report and

thank you ahead for considering my observations. \

The report is not complete in many areas as questions are raised
in my mind concerning:

1) Water Contamination, Page 10 Section 3220 states that the owner
will use every possible means to protect the water supply. How thorough
can and will the owner be? Can & water supply be perfectly safeguarded?
This area is rich in natural springs known for their drinking water.

Sec, 3221 states that if detrimental substances are found in ihe
water supply, a supervisor can call a shut off test, which will be hald
10 days from the time the owner receives the notics. What is happening
in the interim time? Is the water becoming more contaminated? And who is
checking to see that the water is unaffected in the first place?

2) Traffic. Hwy 150 is a lovely, windy, scenic country road, not
meant for heavy oil trafficz, I am not convinced that the owner would
provide proper supervision for the trucks entering and leaving Koenig-
stein Road, which is a sharp curve and definitely hazard prone. 41l the
residents of Upper Ojai who use Hwy 150 to Santa Paula would be definitely
inconvenienced, not to mention the accident possibilities., For the residents
on Koenigstein, the constant traffic would be most annoying.

3) Noise. The noise assessment on page 10 states that residents of

Rancho Del Oso would not be affected by the project noise. But the) @Gg%
o BT T



Rer Env, Impact Report for CUP 3543

next paragraph states that if noise complaints are voiced, efforts would
be undertaken to lesson the problem, What steps can be realistically taken
to dim the noise of large trucks and oil activity? I don't feel the noilse
can be alleviated and it will certainly be a disturbance to the residents
on Koenigstein Road.

Besides the many questions raised, as the pipe line question has not
been thoroughly explained, I feel even more important are the facts presented
which are strong reasons enough for this project to be denied.

"This area is an excellent wildlife habitat." Page 12, Due to the removal
of vegetation for drilling, the noise created, and human activity, it is stased
that there would be an adverse impact on the wildlife. The area itself will be
changed from that of a picturesque natural terrain with wildlife, and vegetaion
to an oil activity area with trucks noise, lights, and not any "landscaping"
will change thisl

I faeel here I should mention that a faverable result from this project
would open the way for additional drilling of dl wells which would multiply
and add to all the problems stated herein.

Another effect that would be detrimental to all peovle who appreciate
ard wonder at the beauly of Upper Ojai is the visual irpact, The Topa Topa
Mountains are spectacular and the thought that the future holds for them oml
fields is most disturbing! I truly hope that Ventura County will realize the
dimishing beauties in Southern California and try to preserve it's own great
sights, and natural argss,

In surmation I would like to state that all the risks mentioned in my
report, coupled with the strong facts of detrimental effects to the wildlife,
geography, and visual aspects, far outweigh the "urgent" need for oil as ex-

vressed bty the owner.

I believe that this is a time in the history of man for all of us to
search our hearts for our values and fully weigh all the ccnsequences of our
decisions , in trying to preserve the beauty of the our earth for us and all

generations to come.

Thank you

Very Sincerely,
Sortn st tod 2rg)

Susan Florence



Reasons for Inadequacy of the Draft Eavironmental Impact Report

for Conditional Use Permit 3543

The EIR ignored the cumulative effect ‘on many aspects of the environment of
this project with existing and possible future projects.

Since no detailed grading plan was required or submitted the EIR could not
access the possible impact of excavating approximately 8000 yards of dirc.

The EIR made an inadequate assessment of traffic safety, inconvenience, and
additional road maintenance that would be required on State Route 150, the
intersection of State Route 150 and Koenigstein Road, and Koenigstein Road.

Since no plan was submitted the EIR made no assessment of the possible impact
of a pipeline to transport oil that the applicant stated the intention to
install. i

The EIR ignored the cumulative noise impact and offered no recommended
mitigating measures, but stated only that "the applicant indicates that
efforcs would be undertaken to attenuate the noise if complaints are
received during the drilling phase of the project."

The BIR didn't make adequate recommendations for the protection of the
possible archaeological values of the area.

The EIR made an inadequate assessment of the potential fire hazard that could
result from the proposed operation and inadequate recommendations for
mitigating measures.

The EIR did not take sufficient consideration of the visual impact of the 16
foot high tanks and other oil production equipment at the 1700 foot elevacion.

A-37



ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE AGENCY M. L. Koester, Director
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January 6, 1976

Ms. Susan Florence

P. 0. Box D

10338 Ojai - Santa Paula Road
Ojai, California 93023

Dear Ms. Florence:

Thank you for your letter of November 11, 1975, regarding
the EIR on CUP No. 3543. Your letter and this response will
be forwarded to the Board of Supervisors for its hearing on
January 13, 1975.

1. Sections 3220 and 3221 are excerpts from the Public
Resource Code which indicates the responsibilities of
the California Division of 0il and Gas related to oil
drilling. Mr. D. E. Ritzius of the Division has reviewed
vour comments and submitted the following response:

"As regards Sec. 3220 of the Public Pesources Code,
one of the responsibilities of the State Division of
0il and Gas is to protect all fresh wataers from conta-—
mination by reasen of the drilling of oil wells. This
protection is normally accomplished by placing cement
between the hole drilled and the casing. If a well
is not an oil producer, and the fresh waters are very
deep--say 2,000 feet—-and there is no casing cemented
that deep, then a cement plug is placed across the
fresh-brackish water interface. This prevents the
brackish water from ever entering the fresh water-
bearing strata.

I know of no instance where an oil well is responsible
for allowing brackish water to enter fresh waters. A
good example of 0il wells drilled where fresh waters

are present is the Oxnard Plains where hundreds of oil
wells have been drilled through some of the finest fresh
water aquifers found anyplace, and on some of the
finest agricultural land in the world, with no known
damage.

625 East Santa Clara Streer, Ventura, CA 93001 (805) 648-6731



fec, 3221 of the Public Pasources Codn onlv reiprforces

Sec. 3220, and provides a way ta cheeck Far damage afler

an oil well is comnleted and is nroducing. T know of

ne instance where this sectien has beer used because of ,
suspected contamination of fresh waters, however the
section nrovides a means should it he needed.

There are fresh water springs on the mountainside ahove
this location but I sinceraly douht that there are any
fresh waters at this location: the detrital material on
the surface, and rerhans to a denth of 300 or 400 fest,
would allow rain water to percolate down throudh it and

on to Sisar creek, and therefore this weathered zone would
he nrotected so that no contaminating substance could
enter it,"

2, The Public Works Agency indicates, ""he road width and
the turning nroblems for oil field related equipment
are adeaquately discussed in the EIR. Mitigating measures
relative to throurh traffic and turninm traffic at the
intersection is discussed hoth in the assessment and the
staff evaluation. Similarly, the avencies invelved are
listed and the resnonsibility is correctly affixzed to
the applicant.”

3z The Environmental Health Division indicates the following
steps could be taken to attenuate excessive noise related
to 0il drilling:

a. Muffling of engines;
b. Use of rubbermats to prevent nipe clanging and
cr Construction of temnorary wooden harriers with

acoustically treated surfaces.

Your remainino comments relate to reasons for denial of the
nroject and not to the adecquacv of the EIR. These comments
should be directed to the Plannina Commission for its hearing
on the Conditional Use Permit, Thank vou for reviewing the
EIR.

Sincerely,

ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE AGENCY

VRH:JW:dv/849
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ENVIRONMENTAL ..2SOURCE AGENCY M. L. Koester, Direc

county of ventura
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ERA MEMO:

Legibility n! wiiting, typing or
printing  UMSATISFACTORY
in portions of the document

when received.

Gentlemen:

Staztemert of Matter for Board Consideration

Phoenix west 0il and Gas
= s

Mt

m e

e at The subject drilling site ie 3 250 foot
Zy 250 foot, 1.3 acre portien of & 144.5 acre perent parcel, leo-
cated approximately 350 feet nerth of Hoenigstein Rogd,; at a-
point approximately 1/2 mile riortheast of Highway 1530 in the
Upper Ojei Valley, approximetely 7 miles north of the 'city limits
of Santz Pzula, Ths Assessor's Parcel No. is 40-010-52;

2% Chronolocv of Administrative Processing and Public Hearings

June 27, 1975 - The Phoenix West 0il and Gas Corporatior filed an
application for a CUP to drill an exploratory oil well;

July 3, 1975 - Planning Division Staff conducted an initial study"
on the subject project and recommended a Wegative Declaration
(ND) ; )

July 8, 1975 - The Environmental Assessment Committee (EAC) )
determined that an ND would be sufficient for the subject project:

July 23, 1975 - The Environmental Report Review Committee (ERRC)

considered the sufficiency of the ND for the subject project.

The case was continued for two weeks because of public concérns
= about possible contamination of groundwater;

August 6, 1975 - ERRC determined that an EIR should be prepared
Ior the subject project. That action was based on the existence
of a sufficient body of public opinion that an EIR should be
reguired;

. September §, 1975 - Phoenis West Cil and Gas Corporation filed an

Environmental Inventory and Summary Analysis of Environmental
Effects with the County Environmental Resource Agency ;

November 12, 1975 - ERRC found the EIR for CUP-3543 sufficient;

November 21, 19
f

5 - Mr. 5,
ERRC decision e

7 - Stewart appealed the November 12th,
inding th or

H
EIR f CUP-3543 sufficient;

S XHIBIT
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ory Committee
e

cg EIR was
296

The Environment
i

I Quality Advi
ERRC determinat h s

a is
on that the subj

December 1

3, 1875 - Mr. John R. Whitmanrn appeeled thc December
5th, EQAC determination that the subject EIR was adeguate;
January 13, 1876 - Your Board denied the appeal. finding the EIR
tc be sufficient.

(During the aforementioned appeal period, hearings were set
before the Planning Commissiorn for August 7, December 4, andg
December 18, 1875, but because cf the appeals, the public hearing
had to be rescheduled. Then, following the fina' appeal of the
EIR before your Board, Mr. S. H. Stewart and Mr. E. E. Clabaugh,
Jr., requested and received & continuance of a January 29, 1976
Plarnning Commission hearing until February 5, 1976 in order that
they could be better prepared for the public hearing on the
subject permit);

February 5, 1976 ~ Following the staff report and public testimony
on the subject permit, the Planrning Commiscsion continued the
hearing until March 4, 1976 in order to give the Planning staff
time to resolve differences in suggested conditions submitted by
Mr. Clabaugh at the March 4, 1976 Planning Commission meeting’
(see attached staff report and minutes of meeting); and ‘

March 4, 1976 - The Planning Commission reviewed the staf< analysis
Of the 33 suggested conditions which had been submitted by Mr.
Clabaugh (see attached staff analysis). The Commissicn did not
accept any new public testimony but made minor alterations to
several conditions and approved the subject application, by a

vete of 4 to 1, subject to 59 conditions [see attached Resolution,
conditiens and minutes of meeting). Furthermore, the Commission
recommended that the Board of Supervisors authorize the Planning
Division to develcp guidelines for processing oil and gas permits
as SuggE?tEd by the Environmental Coalition (see attached Resolutio
Ko, 7330).

3. Conditions appealed by Phoenix West 0il and Gas Corporation:
(See attached Appeal and letter from Mr. William L. Peck.)

2, Addressing Condition No. 16 in which a time limit of 25
years was imposed by the Planning Commission, Mr. Peck
states that the average life of producing oil fields in-
Ventura County 1s. 57 years and the prospect of a fixed term
permit being terminated could have a major 'impact on the
investment of future oil exploration in Ventura County.

Analysis: The County Counsel has advised the Cammission
that all use permits are reguired to have a time limit
pursuant to Section 8163-3 of the Ventura County Ordinanc
Code. For reference, the Commission imposed a 25 year
period on the subject permit and two other oil permits
(CUP-3344 and CUP-3488) granted since that time. The
purpose of the time limit is to allow the Commission

the opportunity to.reassess the compatibility of the
permitted activity, should a renewal application be

filed.

In 1948, the County granted many o0il permits tc oil
producers in existing oil fields, without a time limit.
Now, 28 years later, the Planning Commission would like
the opportunity to review the installations of many of
those 1948 permits for the purpose of updating their
conditions. It appears that the Commission should be
given the opportunity to review the subject permit
after & similar length of time, if 2 producing well is
attained.
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“heEn recaived,

Uphold the Planning Commission's oqQ7
16 which reads as follows -
1€. That the permit is grented for a period of time of
25 vears, ending Bpril 27, 2001, or until the use
for which it is granted is discontinued for s )
preriod of one hundred and eighty (180) consecutive
deys or more, whichever first occurs.

Addressing Condition No. 30 vhich controls
emergenc'-gas flare, Mr. Peck points out that a lar
lecessary to prevent the €scape of gas into +i phe
and objects to hazving to submit = repert to ihg
Cirector, each time emergency flaring occurs.
Anzlvsig: The Planning Commiszien has received complaints
¢ gas flaring which appeared to be mers than an EMe=cency
situation in’ the past, ip a similar location which was
dlso exposed to a resideniiz] neighborhocd (Nyeland
Acres). The Commission feis that the subject condition,

which was recuested by thz opponents of the gpplication,
woulé serve :ig clarify the use =f such = flere ané thar
the writter reports would 2id the st 1

the subject permit.

by

eff in sdmindstérise

languag
which s

e in
tates

1= 21

b

30. That a gas flare shall.not be .used unless there is
no other possible method to get relief 'on the
well, and then only in an emergency. Por each
flaring, & written report detailing the-emsrgency
shall be prepared and filea with the Planning
Director .within one week of the subject emergency .

Addressing Condition Wo. 40 which controls the use of lights
curing nighttime drilling activities, Mr. Peck fears that
the imposed condition would prohibit the drilline contractor
from,providing 2 safe working condition for menh working both
in the mast and on the derrick fioor and he would ask that
the conditien be reworded for clarity of purpose.

Analysis: The Planning Commission imposed the condition
in order to eliminate intrusive or nusiance light which
might bling a motorist at night or which might cause an
otherwise dark room to become inordinately bright from
an outside source.

Recommendation: Retain the Planning Commission's Condition
No. 40 which requires the following:

40. That the facilities shell produce no light emanations
which will interfere with the surrounding lang
uses inelinding Koenigstein Road. Furthermore, all
lights on the subject project shall be shielded
from neighboring residences ang roads subject to
the spproval of the Planning Director, upon advice
Ifrom the Eavironmental Health Division. ’

Addressirg Condition No. 50 whieh would require the permittee
to station twe flzomen near the intersection of Highway 150
and Hoenigttein Road during the time in which any drilling
rigs, tank trucks or other large trucks ang equipment are
beine moved ‘o and from the subject site, Mr. peck objects

t¢ the condition as being punitive and unnecessary. He
states that the permittec wWeuld not have control over all
trucks coming tc the site nor wauld there be any control

over other 0il drilling operstors, also using Koenigstein
Road.
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. wher tagelype
The Flarnning Commissiocn imposced the subidcol
after hearing testimony from residents along 2(38
gstein Rcad that lerge trucks freguently have .
fficulty making turns at the intersection of Highway
130 and Koenigstein Roac. The hazard of trucks crossing
the center line of the road or stopping to "jockey"
back and forth to negotiate the turn was addressed by
the Commission. The Commission imposed the condition
to assure that trucks servicing the proposed use would
not cause a traffic hazard to the community and directed
the Planning staff to make “spot checks" at the subject
intersection toc assure that the condition would be
complied with. .

the daz, Tent

1

Recommendetion: Reiain Planning Commission Condition
No. 50 which 1s designed to assure thet the permit
would be compatible in the Koenigstein Road area and
which reads as follows:

50. That permittee shall provide at least two flagmen
tc be statiocned near the intersection of -Koenigstein
Road and Highway 150 during any time in which any
drilling rigs, tank -trucks cr other large trucks
and eguipment are being moved to or from the
subiect site.

Addressing © 5 world reguire ithe permittee
to install = nEm crude oil from the production
site tc a tru tien near Highway 150, or to an
existing Atlantic-Rich pipeline, Mr. Peck recuests-a
rewording of the condition fo a2llow more time for the permittes
to install the subiset pipeline.

Analysis: The Planning Commission .imposed a pipeline .
installation time limit of six months from the time
that 0il production on the subject site reaches 350
barrels per day (or when more than two transport trucks
would be required to traverse Koenigstein Road each
day). Mr. Peck is concerned that six months may not be
enough time for procurement of easements, developing
engineering plans, filing a modification application
(as reguired in Condition No. 54) for approval by the
Planning Director or the Planning Commission for the
installation of the subject pipeline. Two factors
would appear to reduce Mr. Peck's concerns:

1. That according to the permittee, it is extremely
unlikely that the subject exploratory well would
produce 350 barrels per day; and

2. Before the permittee could reach that level of
production, possibly from more than one well, they
would have to file a modification application for
either the zdditional wells or for the pipeline
and the issue of timing could be more favorably
addressed at that time. .

Pecommendation: Uphold Condition No. 53 imposed by the
Planning Commission which states the following:

53. That at such time that daily oil production on the
subject site either requires that more than two
oil transport trucks to haul crude oil production
from the subject site or a volume of 350 barrels
of crude oil is reached, a product pipeline shall
be installed within six (6) months of that date to
eliminate tanker truck traffic, resulting from the
subject permit, on Koenigstein Road.
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Board of Supervisors ~ransmillal - Legibility of writing, typina of
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Page 5 CUP-3543 in porhons cf the document

when received

essing Condition No.
i proval of a mo
Mr. Peck regu

lvsis: The main reason the Commiscsio
subject condition, was becezuse of concer
during the EIF hearings about the lack o
of the proposed pipeline. When imposing
the Commission zuthorized the Planning Di
approve the pipeline plan if he consider

be an insignificant, minor modification. Examples cf
he tvpe of factors that would reguire Commission,

review and approval cculd include the following:

1. The pipeline route might impact an existing stream
drainage system;
Z. % determination that seismic forces could affect

the pipeline; and

station woulé impact
roads.

3. If & proposed ifruck t
Highw&y 150 or other

Recommendation: Retain
No. 54 which requires th

54. Thet prior to ins:a
subject site, a moé
approved.
G. Addressing Condition No. 58 which would net permit gas

production, in absence cof oil production, Mr. Peck reguests
that gas production be allowed without having to file a
modification application for approval by the Planning Commission.

Anzlysis: The Commission imposed the subject condition
upon the request of the opponents to the application,
who pointed out that primary gas production was not
addressed in the subject eapplication or the EIR. If
there are any problems with gas production, they could
be best addressed through the modification process.,
Also, the Division of 0il and Gas reports that it is.
extremely unlikely that there would be any primary gas
production in the Silverthread Field grea.

Recommendation: - Uphold the decision of the Pilanning
Commission and impose Condition No. 58 which reads as
follows: i

58. That no gas production (in absence of 0il produc-
tion), storage b6r ‘transport shall be permitted,
unless a.modification application. for such =
request is approved by the Planning Commission.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

1. Find that this preject mey heve a sienificant effect’ on the
environment and certify that the sttzched Envirormentzl iImpact’
Report has been completed in compliance with C.E.Q.A. and the
State EIR Guidelines issusd thereunder, zné that +his body has
reviewed and considered the infermation .contained in the Envireon-
mental Impact Repor:; ] i

25 Upholé the decision of the Planning Commission and deny the
appeal; and -
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8 Adopt Planning Commission Rkesolution No. 7330 and authorize the

Planning Division to develop quidelines for establishing oil an
gas well permits, in keeping with current workload zngd budgetar
constraints. (Note: Staff will discuss these budgetary constr
with your Board during the April 27th hearing. )

aints

Sincerely,

ENVIRORMENTAL RESOURCE AGENCY

VRB:DS:dv /784
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Subject: Appeal of Modification of Conditienal Use Permit

No. CUP~3543 by the Permittee, Phoenix West 0il and

Gas Corporation and Mr. John Whitman, a residenit in

the Upper 0Ojai Valley.
STATEMENT OF MATTER FOR BOARD CONSIDERATION:
Phoenix West 01l and Gas Corporation {Appeal No. 1) is appealing %wo
{2) conditions (Nos. 56 ané 57) imposeé on a Conditional Use Permit

adéitional oil and gas
(Appeal No. 2) is a
granting the permit

diti

grented by the Planning Ccmmission for & permiit to d
1 el
i

3
il five (5)
. Mr. John Whitman
decision in

s wells cn an existing ¢&
caling the Planning Comm

H-
m P
w

COMMISSION TESTIMOWY AND PROPOSED FINDINGS:

il

Location andé Farcel Number: The subject Srilling and productien

site 1s a 250 foot by 250 foot, 1.5 acre portion of a 144.5 acre
parent parcel, located approximztely 450 feet north cf Koenigstein
Road, at a point approximately one-half of a mile ncrth of Highway 150
in the Upper Ojai Valley and approximately seven miles north of

the city limits of Santa Paula. The Assessor's Parcel No. is

40-010-52;

Zoning: The existing zoning on the subject property is "0-S-20hc"
(Open Space, Twenty Acre Minimum) adopted September 21, 1976
(Ordinance No. 3230);

CUP~3543 for the drilling of one exploratory oil well, subject to

58 conditicons. &s a result of an appeal on this decision by the
applicant, the Board of Supervisors, on April 27, 1976, modified

six conditions of this permit. Subsequently, Mr. John Whitman,

et al., initiated litigation in the Superior Court on June 4,

1976, in order to determine the adeguacy of the related Environmental
Impact Report. On May 10, 1977, the Superior Court found that

the document was adequate. On May 18, 1877, the plaintiffs

appealed the Superior Court decision to the State District Court

of Appeals. The appeal is pending at this time. However, in

absence of an injunction, the applicant initiated érilling operations
for the subject well on September 26, 1876. On October 26th, the -
drilling rig was removed from the site and after testing the scil
formations, the well went "on production" in December, 1876. On
September 22, 1977, the Planning Commission approved a Modification
of CUP-3543 tc drill five additionel oil and gas wells, subject

to 63 conditions;

History: On March 3, 1976, the Planning Commission approved

EIR/ND: On July 26, 1877, the Environmental Assessment Committee
(EAC) determined an Addendum to the original EIR for CUP-3543
should be prepared, addressing the cumulative effects of this
project (the drilling of five wells) andé other pending and probable
projects in the area. This determinaticn was appealed by the

B-7
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Two; CUP-3543

applicant to the Environmental Report Review Committee (ERRC) and

subseguently to your Board for final resolution. On August 2,

1877, your Board determined that the environmental effects of

CUP-3543 and the environmental effects of this proposed modification

are similar enough to warrant the same treatment in an EIR and

w

thet the originzl EIR adequately covers the impacts of thie

proposed modification. The findings of the criginal EIR indicate
thet significant eifecte could cccur with respect tc mevement of
large vehicles at the intersection of Koeningstein Hoed and

Eighway 150, noise, grading, hydrology, geclogy, wisual, archasclogy,
the removzl of clant and wildlife, fire hazards and cumula+tive

imsact of the project in the ares. Pursuant to Section 1508E of

the State EIR Guidelines, mitigation measures have been presented

in this staff report that reduce to acceptable levels the significant
effects identified therein;

Description of Request: The applicant propeses to drill five
aagcitional o1l and gas wells from an existing drilling site where
a successful oil and gas well was discovered in December, 1976,
Zf the reguest is approved, Condition No. 21 (which permitted one
exploratory well) would be amended to permit not more than six
©il and gas well drilling proijects from six well locations as
approved Dy the State Divisien of 0il and Gas (DOG). Drilling
operestions would be conducted by the use of portable driliing
eguipment (Condition No. 22) and each drilling project woulé take
imztely five weeks. Aall drilling fluids would be accumulzted

tenks and hauled away from the site for dispos:zl &t an

oved disposal site (Condition No, 23).

H
r
i
m
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In the future, when the volume of oil production reguires the nse
of more than two tanker trucks per day or reaches 350 barrels per
day, the permittee woulé be reguired to install an oil pipeline
that would eliminate the need for tanker ftrucks using Hichway 150
(Condition Nos. 28, 30 and 32). Also, no more than 100,000 cubic
feet of natural gas per day shall be permitted to be produced on
the subject site (50,000 cubic feet per day is now being wented

to the atmosphere), thereby reguiring that =z pipeline be installed
6 transmit natural gas to market (Condition Wos. 31 and 32). 1In
the event that future wells on the subject site should reguire
additional energy stimulation (secondary recovery by cas, steam,
water injection, etc.) te increzse production rates, a modification
application would be filed for approval by either the Planning
Commission or the Planning Director, depending or the known
environmental impacts, subject to advice from the DOZ (Condition
No. 18). Therefore, the proposed use is one conditionally permitted
in the "0O-8" zene pursuant to Ordinance Code Section 8143-6.2;

Existing Natural Features: The subject 1,5 acre permit ares is
characterized by two generally level pads, one 130 feet by 200
feet, used #s a drilling site and the other, 70 feet by 100 feet,
that has been recently graded for a production tank farm [see
Exhibit Ne. "2"). Mr. Robert Lopez, Ventura County Archaeclogist,
visited the subject property during grading operations and digd
not find any archaeological sites. The applicant states that
there will be no additional grading reguired for the subject
praject, However, although no further grading projects are
planned for the subject reguest, an archaeologist should be
consuited, if any new grading is requested (Condition No. 58).-
Therefore, with appropriate conditioning, the subject site would
be physieally suitable for the type of land use being proposed;

Existing Land Use: The existing uses on the subject property
include a pumping oil and gas well that produces approximately

100 barrels of oil and 50,000 cubic feet of natural gas per day.

The o1l is accumulzated within twe temporary tanks that are presently
located south of the pumping well and is transported to market
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via approximately one tanker truck per day. The nztural gas 1is
presently being vented to the atmosphere, since the spplicant has
not been able to establish suitable means of marketing this
product. The Air Poliution Control District (APCD) would reguire
that all produced natural gas be flared (with a shielded flare to
reduce glare) to reduce zir poll vithin the Upper Gjai
Velley. Saic flaring shall begin ze 28 pexymenent tankage is
installed on the subject permiz Congéition Nos, 49 snc 52).

g is doubled (100,000 cubic .
feet per day), the permittee weoulé not be permitted te produce
more gas without firet finding = market znd instsiling & pipeline
(Condition Nos. Z1l and 32}, in order tc zonserve & valuzble
natural resource.

1
Zlthough the applicant has completed grading of =z tank farm site
on the subject property, he has not instazlled any permanent tanks
or landscaping to date. He states that he has withheld work on
thase items, pending approval of the subject modification application.
However, & landscaping plan would be submitted for approval,
within 30 days following the c¢ranting of this permit and the
installation of said landscaping would be implemented, subject to
2 phasing schedule, &poroved by the Plannine Director (Condition

No. 23). All tempcrzry oil producticn tanks weuld be removed
cayvs followinc a test period for z second
38 and 52). Therefore, with appropriate

a

conditioning, the prooosed use would be compatible with the land
ct
c

uses presently on the suble property;

Adjacent zoning: Zoning on adjacent property is "rurzl' in

nature and includes:

North, South and East: "R-E~1Ac" (Rural Exclusive, One Acre
Minimum)

West: "R-E-1Ac" and "0O-5-20ac"

Therefore, with appropriate conditioning, the proposed use would
be compatible with uses permitted by the zoning on adjoining
properties;

Adjacent Land Uses: A major oil field (Silverthread) is located
to the south, southeast and southwest of the subject site.
Approximately 200 wells have been drilled in this area since
1868.

It has been estimated that approximately 320 persons live in the
general area. Most of the dwellings ere clustered near Sisar

Road, three-guarters of a mile to the southwest of the subject

site. Other dwellings are located along Koenigstein Road, approxi-
mately one-half of a mile south and east of the subject site.

"Rancho Del Oso" (two dwellings) is loceted approximately one-guarter
of & mile north of the subject site in Bear Canyon, separzted

from the propeosed drilling and production operation by 2 hill.

During the drilling of the initial well on the subdject site, the
Environmental Resource Zgency received chne complzint of drilling
noise, that from & resident at Rancho Del Oso. Mr. Irv Johnson,
Environmental Health Division, visited the complainant's property,
but was not able to record any drilling noise readings above +the
amblent noise levels in the neighborhood. The Environmental
Health Division recommends that a ncise condition, similar to the
condition that was imposed on the Atlantic Richfield Company
Permit (CUP-15) be imposed on the subject permit to protect
against any hazard to health that might result from said drilling
operations (Condition No. 42).
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During the August 2Znd Board hearing c¢f the EIR Addendum appeal,
Mr. Johr R. Wnitman, resident of Rancho Del Osc, submitted a
letter to your Becard that listed several alieged viclations of
the subject permit. Your Board directed the applicable County
staffs to review Mr. Whitman's allegations as well zs all the
conditions of the subject permit and report back tec the Board
within two weeks. On August 16, 1877, your Board reviewed the
staff's report and directed the staff and the applicant toc work
together and if there were any problems, bring the matter back to
your Board within 30 days. Because there was no clear viclation
cf the permit, nc further action has been necessary. Therefore,
with appropriate conditioning, the propcsed use would be compatible
with adjacent land uses;

7

Services: The drilling rigs would be operated by seli-generzted
power. Water would be maintained in storage tanks on the site

(the Ventura County Fire Department reguires a 300 barrel storage
tank; Condition No. 61), while sewage disposal would be by means
of a chemical toilet. Therefore, with appropriate conditioning,
there would be adequate provisions for water and sanitation to
ensure that the proposed use would not be detrimental to public
health;

Plan: The Open Space Element of the Ventura County
Genereal Plan and the Ventura County 1985 General Plan (Land Use
Element) designate the subject property as "Open Space" and
"Mountainous", respectively. Therefore, the subject prcposal is
consistent with the objectives, policies, general lané uses and
program cof the Genereal Plan;

City and Jurisdictional Comments: The Cities of Ojai and Santa
Pzula and the Citizens to Preserve the Upper Cjai were invited to
review and comment on the CUP proposal. Ms. Kristin Duncan,

Plznning Director, City of Santa Paula, has been the only respondant,
stating the City's concerns of truck traffic generated by the
subject project on Highway 150, which traverses their City and
possible pollution of Santa Paula Creek (see Exhibit No. "5").

Both concerns are mitigated by the conditions of the subject

permit (Condition Nos. 23, 29, 30 and 62);

Development Advisory Committee: On August 26, 1977, the applicant's
representatives met with representatives of the Public Works

Agency, the Environmental Bealth Division, the APCD and the

Planning Division to review the recommended conditions of approval.
During said meeting, the applicant's representatives expressed
concern about a number of conditions that were eventually resolved,
prior to and during the Planning Commission hearing. Bowever,

from the outset, the applicants have expressed total dissatisfaction
with Public Works Agency Condition Nos. 56 and 57 (see the following
Finding Wo. 14 and analysis); '

Traffic Circulation: Access to the site would originate within
the city limits of Santa Paula and proceed along Highway 150 to
its intersection with Koenigstein Road. Thence, northeasterly
approximately one-half of a mile along Koenigstein Road to the
entrance to a one-quarter of a mile long access road which leads
to the subject site. The latter roadway runs in a northwesterly
direction and lies entirely within the 144 acre parent parcel.

The traffic volume on Koenigstein Road is approximately 50 average
daily trips (ADT) and on Highway 15C the volume is approximately
3,000 ADT. The subject project would add an additional volume of
40 ADT during each drilling stage and four ADT, if production is
continued.

The Public Works Agency states that the intersection of Koenigstein
Road and Highway 150 has & "seriously deficient intersection
configuration,"” partially due to the bridge on Koenigstein Road

B-10
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zid bridge has a

te turning movements,
hway 150 to make the
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ndition becomes
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trucks cannot make

significantly w
this turn withe

r st
on the bridg
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Koenigstein Roa
route to the sul
wide, & tuati
driving in oppo

On the original permit,

by vouvr Board, imposed - : viring the use of flagmen,
whenever a large truck could not meke = legal turn at the interseciion
of Koenigstein Road and Eighway 150. It should be recognized

that the original application for the subject permit reguested

cnly one exploratory well. The permittee applied to CALTRANS for
an encroachment permit pursuant to Condition No. 30, to move
their drilling rig over the State highway both before and after
the initial drilling operation. Other than those two major
movements of ecuipment, which reguired flagmen both east and west
cf the subject intersection, no cther encroachment permits were
necessary, according to the applicant. It was determined that
only the right~hand tursn from Highway 150 onto Koenigstein Road
is difficult for large trucks to maneuver because of the narrow
bridge adjacent and north of Highway 150. It wazs found that .if
the ériver would con ue westerly zlong Highway 130 to the Ojai
Oil Company permit area (CUP-292), located on the north side of
Highway 150 and approximately 1000 feet east of the County Fire
Station, then turn the truck around on private land (with the
property owner's approval), the driver could return to said
intersection and mazke z legal left-hanéd turn onto Koenigstein
Road. In driving south on Koenigstein Road zand turning onto
Highway 150, a legal left-hané turn can be negotiated. Condition
No. 28 (formerly No. 50) has been amended to reguire that the
permittee continue directing all drivers that use the subject
site, to make "only legzl turns" at said intersection.

However, at the present time, Ventura County has received four
pending applications for 14 additional Grilling sites in the
Koenigstein Road area. Related EIR's are currently being prepared
for these applications. Argo Petroleum Corporation has filed two
applications (CUP-3688 and CUP-3745) for z +otal of ten drilling
sites and the applicant has filed twc applications (CUP-3685 and
Modification of CUPF-3543) for a total of four additicnal drilling
sites (initial inguiries with the two applicants indicate that
there would be no more than one drilling rig operating for each
new permit at any one time). TFor reference, Argo does not intend
to use the subject Koenigstein Rcad-Highway 150 intersection.
Argo personnel have indicated that they feel confident that they
will be able to acguire a road easement from Highway 150 near the
Summit area, through the 0jazi 0il Company leased land (and other
property) to a point in Koenigstein Road near the subject Phoenix
West production site.

The Public Werks Agency statez that the present road and bridge
configurations are substantially below standard and create serious
traific safety problems. However, the first order of priority is
to correct the poor intersection condition at Koenigstein Road

and Highway 150 by widening the bridge {(Condition Nos. 56 ang

57). The other aforementioned oil permits, if approved, would be
conditioned tc widen Koenigstein Road ané to make other necessary
improvements i1f Public Works determines that the additional
traffic warrants said action. Alsc, Public Works states that the
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is not primarily related tc numbe

1 imum roed gecmetrics; that i ¢

chooses to use an alternate, approved access xout then
woulé zlso sclve the problem. Therefore, with appro;rlate

conditioning, as recommended by the Public Works Agency, there
would be adeguate provisions for access to serve the proposed
use;

APPERL NO. 1: Phoenix West states in their erpeal (see Exhibit .
No. , "There are a number of conditions which we feel are
hnnece=sary and unduly burdensome However, Conditions Ncs. 5¢

anc 57 (for bridge improvements) are unfailr and intolerable and

the applicant should nct be burdened with their unreasonable and
discri mvnatcry obligations". Although the applicant has stated

that certain conditions are "unnecessary and unduly burdensome"

(for reference, the applicant has not specified anv other conditions),
he has indicated that they would be acceptable except for Condition
Nos. 56 and 57, which he has zppezled.

Analysis: The Public Works Agency reiterates their position that
both the subject bridge and pavement in Koenigstein Road are
sub-standard and should be improved. It is your Board's policy
te reguire road access improvements of a developer, when it is
determined that a reqguested prcject is likely to impact that
access. Commissioner Spencer, in making his motion for approval
of the application, stated, "that due to the overwhelming impact
of the oil companies on the road and in the local area, they must
take thet responsibility of improving those rozds”.

In Ceondition Nos. 56 and 57, the Public Works Agency has focused
only on the bridge deficiency at this time and has given the’
appellant an option of either improving said bridge or using an
alternate access road to reach their subject drill site. The
latter option would appear to be az reasonable solution availzble
to the appellant. By Condition No. 34, the appellant would be
reguired to receive approval from the Dlannlpg Division, that all
applicable conéitions of the permit have been met, prwor to
receiving approval to commence drilling each well;

APPEAT NO. 2: Mr. John Whitman states in his appeal that the
"Permit viclates my health, welfare and safety and does not take
into account feasible alternaglves and feasible mitigating measures”
(see Exhibit No. "4").

7, 8 9, 10 and 14, which relate to the health, safety and welfare
of said project;

Analysis: Please refer tc Planning Commission Finding Nos. 4, 5,

15. Ordinance Compliance: Based upon the information and findings
expressed during the September 22, 1977 public hearing, the
Plapnlna Commission determined that the application, with all the

tached conditions, meets the reguirements of Ventura County
Ordlnance Code Section 8163-3 in that:

a. The proposed use would be compatible with existing and
future land uses within the zone and the general area in
which the proposed use is to be located;

b, The proposed use would not be obnoxious or harmful to adjacent
properties;
cr The proposed use would not impair the integrity and character

of the zone in which it is to be located; and

a. The proposed use would not be detrimental to the public
interest, health, safety, convenience, or welfare;
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16, Pianrinc 'Commiscion Action: Following the County staff's cres
the applicant agreed to suggested amendments tc the recommende
conditions by the staff and Commissioners regarding a érilling
time limit, landscaping, flaring of natural gas and permanent
tankage (Condition Nos. 14, 25, 4% ané 52), The applicant strongly

opposed aforementioned Condition Nos. 56 and 57.

Two persons spoke in opposition to the application. Mr. s.
urged the Commission to impose Condition Ne. 56, if +the permit
should be ¢ranted. Mrs. John Whitman (Mr. Whitman was not P
implied that the application should be denied, she criticize
location of the production tank farm on the subject property and
asked that all production facilities be screened similar to
installations she had seen in Hacienda Heights, Los Engelies
County. She zlso guestioned how they can sell her property with
the proposed oil activity taking place and wondered, "What's
geing to happen when it is all through?"

The Plannin¢g Commissior deliberated on the matter and upon &
motion by Commissioner Spencer, seconded by Commissioner Green,
certified the originzl project EIR, adopted the proposed findings
and approved Mcdification of CUP-3543, subject to the recommended
conditions, as amended during the hearing (attached). The motion
passec by a vote of 4 - 1 (Commissioner Zogg dissenting). Chairman
Meek stated, "It is urfortunate in many respects that business
effects residents; however, I suppose it's been szid a hundred
times, they ere going to drill where the o0il is. I note there is

& concession in one respect that there wili be six wells on one
site instead of six wells from six production sites".

Commissioner Zogg stated, "I cannot, in good conscience, certify
the EIR for this project; it should have been made a part of the
EIR for the other pending o0il permit applications in the area".

He further stated that, "I believe o0il should be produced, but

not at the devestation of natural resources such as the air

guality in the area and the waste of natural gas".

ECOMMENDED ACTION:

N

Find that the environmental effects of oil development discussed
in the EIR prepared for CUP-3543 and the environmental effects of
this proposed modification are similar enough to warrant the same
treatment in an EIR, and certify that the original project EIR
adequately covers the impacts of this proposed modification, and
pursuant to Section 15088 of the State EIR Guidelines, endorse
the mitigation measures which have been presented in this staff
report for reducing the significant impacts identified in the EIR
that was earlier prepared for CUP=-3543; and

Uphold the decision of the Planning Commission and deny the
appeals.

Sincerely,
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BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, COUNTY OF VENTURZXZ, STATE OF CALIPORNIA
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1.8 CUP-3543

HOLDING HERRING ON ZPPEAL RE CUP-3543,
PHOEIIX WZST OIL AND GAS CORPORATION

This is the time and place heretofore set fo heerirg
regarding the appeal of Phoenix West 0il and CGas Corporaticn
on conditions imposed bv the Planning Commission for Condi-
tional Use Permit No. 3543, Upper Ojai Area. Communications
are received and filed with the records of the Board, and
BExhikits offered into evidence are filed in the Flanning
Department.

The hearing is held, and presentaticn regarding the

matter is given.

The hearing is closed, and after discussion and due

deliberation, the Board takes the following actiens:
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- - Upon motion of Supervisor Jones, seconded by Superviscor
Grandsen, and duly carried, it is moved that the permit be granted
subject tec conditions as modified, attached hereto and
made a part of these minutes.
- - Upon motion of Superviscr Grandsen, seconded by Supervi-
sox Flynn, and duly carried, the period of time in Condition
No. 16 is changed from 25 years to 50 years. !
-~ Upon motion of Supervisor Flynn, seconded by Supervisor
Jones, and duly carried, a requirement is added to Condition
"No. 16 for review of the site and conditions of the permit at
least every ten years during the life of the permit.
~ — Upon motion of Supervisor Jones, seconded by Supervisor
Grandsen, and duly carried, the reguirement in Condition No. 230 to
provide that for each flaring, a report detailing the eme;gency
shall be provided to the Planning Director within ore week- of
the subject emergency is retained as a part of the condition as
& Fm3 recommended by the Planning Commission,
- — Upon motion cf Supefvisor Crandsen, seconded by Supervisor
Jones,. and duly carried, the sentence beginning with the word
furthermore is deleted from Condition No. 40,
- - Upon motion of Supervisor Jones, seconded by Supervisor
Flynn, ard duly carried, it is moved that Condition No. 50 be
included. ’
- — Upon motion of Supervisor Jones, seconded by Supervisor
Grandsen, and Guly carried, Condition No. 53 is modified to
provide that a product pipeline shall be installed within six
(6) months after the modification is approved.
- = Upon motion of Supervisor Jones, seconded by Superwviscr
Grandsen, and duly carried, Condition No. 54 is modified by
adding that modification application shall be approved by
either the Planning Commission or the Planning Director.
~ - Upon motion of Supervisor Jones, seconded ﬁy Supervisor
CGrandsen, and duly carried, Co;aition No. 58 is deleted.

(Condition No. 59 of the conditions recommended by the Planning

Commission is renumbered by staff and becomes Ccnditicn No. 58,
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of the conditions approved by this Board as adopted, modified

and renumberedl

- - Upon motion of Supervisor Grandsen,

Jones, and duly carried, grants the appeal, certifies the

Environmental Impact Report,

rea}

in the Planning Department letter concerning devel

guidelines.

v
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1.8 CUP-3543

HOLDING HEARING ON APPEALS RE CUP-3543,
PHOENIX WEST OIL and GAS CORPORATIORN

This is the time and place heretofore fixed for public
hearing on eppeal of Modification of Conditionel Use FPermit
Ro. CUP-3543 by the Permittee, Phoenix West 0il and Gas Corpor-
ation, and Mr. Johno Whitman, s resident in the Upper Ojai Valley.
Notice of the hearing wes duly given as provided by law, and in
accordance with established procedures. Written material is
received and filed with the records of the Board in this matter.

The hearing is held, and the following persons are heard
in the mattex:

- - Don Sperling, Planning steff, who reviews tle staff
report, conditions, environmental impact report, Exhibits 5-25,
transparancies and slides.

- - Don Betlach, Public Works staff, who reviews Exhibits
26, 27, and 28, being maps displayed on the wall, and slide

Exhbits 29-36.

- - Mrs. Stewart, who presents 4 priﬁts showing Koenigstein

Road, marked as Exhibit B.
- - William Peck, Attorney .representing Phoenix West.
- - Bob Richardson, Petroleum Engineer, appearing on

behalf of Phoenix West.

- - Dick Berger, Argo Petroleum, who comments on an alter-

,native access road.

- - John Whitman, resident, Uppler Ojai Velley.

- - Bob Whitman, resident, Upper Ojai Valley. SR M

- - Bob Andrews, resident, Upper Ojai Valley.
- - Agnes Baron, Sulphur Mountain Road. when' receivod.
- - Jim McPherson, resident, Upper Ojai Valley.

- - James J. Davy, Upper Ojal Valley area.
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- -~ Rusty Bostwick, who reads a statement.

- - Nancy Whitman, who presents two photographs of the
Ls Habra 0il Fields, mariked as Exhbit C, and a sketch of the
drilling site, with overlays, marked as Exhibit D.

- - 8. A, (Stu) Stewart, Upper 0Ojai Vslley area.

- - Janice Stewart, Upper 0Ojai Valley area.

- -~ Virginia Lane, Upper Ojai Valley areas.

~ - John Long, Sulphur Mountain Road area.

At 6:05 p.m., the Bosrd closes the hearing as to public
testimony, and continues the matter to November 22, 1977, at

1:30 p.m. for the rebuttel portion of the hearing.

COPIES TO:

ERA~Planning Div.
Public Works Agency
Phoenix West
William Peck

John Whitman
Robert Richardson
S. H. Stewart
Martha Moore

Files (2)

Item 45-11/15/77 sw
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1.8 CUP-3543

IIOLDING FURTHER HEARING ON APPEALS RE
CUP-3543, PHOENIX WEST OIL & GAS CORP.

This is the time heretofore fixed by the Board for further
hearing on the appeal of Mr. John Whitman, and the appeal of the
Phoenix West Oil and Gas Corporation, concerning conditions im-
posed by the Planning Commission on Cenditional Use Permit KNo.
CUP-3543, sald matter heving been continued from the meeting of
Tuesday, November 15, 1977.

The following persons are hezrd in the matter: Willism Peck,
Attorney, and Bob Richardson, Petroleum Engineer, appearing on be-
half of Phoenix West; 8. H. Stewart, appearing on behalf of Mr.
Whitman; and al Kouth, Road Commissiomer. Mr. Peck presents six
photographs marked as Exhibit E.

After discussion of the proposed modification of conditions,
the Board instructs staff to work out proposed wording for Condi-
tion No. 56, and come back to the Board later in the meeting.

The Board takes a recess from 3:40 p.m. to 5:15 p.m., at
which time the Board reconvenes with all members being present.

After discussion and due consideration, it is moved by
Supervisor Jones, seconded by Supervisor Eaton, and duly carried,
with Supervisor MacDenald objecting, to deny both appeals, modify
Condition No. 56, and accept the Planning Commission's recommendsz-

. tions on the EIR. The conditions, as modified, are attached hereto
and made a part of this item.

COPIES TO:
Mr. & Mrs. John Whitman
Mr. S. H. Stewart
Martha P. Mcore
Mr. David Hanson, Phoenix West
Mr. William Peck, Attormney
Mr. Richard Richardson
ERA-Planning Division
Public Works agency

Files (2)
C-6 Item 44 - 11/22/77 8w
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V)
-. CONDITIONS FOR: CU}~4543 APPLICANT: ;~Pocnix West Cil & Gas Co.
/ .

2 404

»

RESOLUTION No: 77-54 PAGE: .

That CUP-3543 be modified by amcnding all the conditions of the permit
to read as follows:

PLANNING DIVISION CONDITIONS:

All conditions (1 throuch 11) as iisted in Section 8163-14 of the
Ventura County Oxdinance Code and the following: :

12. That the permit is granted for the land as described in the ap-
plication and any attachments thereto, and as shown on the plot
plans submitted labelled Exhibit “2". -

13. That drilling operations, including all equipment and other
appurtenances accessory thereto, shall be limited to the drilling
site located as described in the application and as shown on the
plot plans submitted labelled Exhibit "2".

14. That drilling operations for the second well on the subject site
shall be commenced within one year of the time the permit is
granted, or the permit for the five (5) additional wells shall
automatically expire. Furthermore, the completion of well WNos. 2
through 5 shall be accomplished within four (4) years of' the
granting of this permit. The Planning Director would be authorized
to extend the well completion date for not more than 12 months
based upon advice from the State Division of 0il and Gas.

15. That the permit is granted for a period of time of 50 years,
ending april 27, 2026, or until the production of hydrocarbons is
discontinued for a period of one hundred and eighty (180) consecutive
days or more, whichever first occurs. The Planning Division
shall review the site and conditions of the permit, at least
every year during the life of the permit, to ensure that full
compliance with all conditions has been accomplished.

16. That upon revocation, expiration or surrender of this permit, or
abandonment of the use, the premises shall be restored by the

permittee to the conditions existing prior to the issuance of the
permit as nearly as practicable.

17. That any minor changes may be approved by the Planning Director,
but any substantial changes will require the £filing of a modification
application to be considered by the Planning Commission.

18. That "secondary recovery" operations may be permitted, for the-
proposed wells subject to approval by either the Planning Commission
or the Planning Director, depending on the known environmental
impacts based upon advice from the State Divisicn of 0il and Gas.

18. That all reguirements of any law or agency of the State, Ventura
County and any other goverrnmental entity shall be met.

20. That any road grading or site preparation, where the totzl amount
of earth to be moved exceeds 500 cubic yards, shall reguire the
preparation of an engineered grading plan, subject to approval of
the Planning Directer, upon advice from the Public Works Agency,
prior to commencement of such grading or preparation. A fee,
pursuant to ordinance, based upon actual time spent in reviewing
said plans end inspection at the subject site, shall be paid to the
 Public Works Agency.

That the permit is granted for a total of six {6) oil and gas
well drilling projects (one has been completed), drilled from pot
more than six (6) well locations, as approved by the State Division

of 0il and Gas.

N
=

22.I That drilling and redrilling shall be conducted by the use of
portable drilling equipment, and no pcrmanent derricks shall be

installed.

D-1 ERA MEMO:
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RESCLUTION NO:
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printing  UNSATISFACTORY

PIANNTNG DIVISION CONDITIONS: (Con't) in portions of tha document

23.

26.

27.

28,

29,

30.

31.

32.

when received

That all liguid drilling discharge wastecs shzll be accumulated in
stecel tanks on the subject drilling sites and hauled away from
the subject property for disposal at any approved disposal site,
and such steel tanks shall be removed within thirty days after
completion or abandonment of the subject wells. However, sclid
drilling waste materials may be temporarily deposited in an
earthern depression with the final disposition of said sclid
waste materials to be accomplished in compliance with the rules
and regulaticns of the California Regional Water Quality Control

Bocard.

That not more than six (6) production tanks shall be installed en
the subject site, neither one of which shall have = rated capacity
in excess of 1,000 barrels, ané said tanmk or tanks and appurtenance
shall be painted a peutral eoler and maintzined in good condition
at all times; and the plans for said tank or tanks, including the
pPlot plan showing the location thereof on the property, shall he
submitted to and approved by the Planning Director in writing
before said tank or tanks and appurtenances are located on the
premises. A

That within 30 days following the granting of this permit, a
landscaping plan shall be submitted to the Planning Director for
approval. The Planning Director shall have the zuthority to
approve a phasing schedule for implementing the approved plan. The
permittee shali—bear the total cost of the landscaping plan review
and;iﬁitialmplanting)inspection by the County's Landscape Consul-
tant. A fifty deollar deposit for this purpose is regquired zt the
time plans are submitted.

That no sign shall be constructed, erected or maintained on the
property encompassed by this permit except those allowed by law
or ordinance to be displayed in connection with the drilling ox
maintenance of the well. The location of all directional signs
shall be subject to the affected property owner's approval.

That all of the vehicular access roadway from the County right
of way (in Koanigstesin Road) and including the route around and
within the subject permit area, shall be surfaced with oil ang
maintained in good condition at all times.

That the permittee shall require that all truck drivers who drive
Lo the subject permit arez, refrain from making an illegal right-
hand turn {crossing the roadway centerlines) from Highway 150

onte Koenigstein Road. That if said turn cannet be legally
negotiated, the driver shall proceed to the Summit area, (where

the permittee shall obtain permission from the affected property
ewner), turn around on private Eroperty, relturn to the intersection
©of Hoenigstein Road and Highway 130 and make a legal left-hand
Turn. If a legal turn canpot be negotiated in this manner (such
2s for a drilling rig), a permit shall be reguired from Caltransg
and the movement of oversize vehicles shall be subject to said
PeErmit reguirements.

That no more +han two tanker trucks per day shall be permitted to
haul oil from the subject permit area.

That not more than 350 barrels of crude 0il per day shall be
produced from the subject permit area unless a product pipeline
is installed to eliminate the need for tanker trucks using Highway

150.

‘That no more than 100,000 cukic feet of natural gas produced from

the subject site, shall be flared per day.

That prior to installing an o3l or a gas pipeline from the subject
site, a modification application shall be filed for approval by
either the Plannping Commission or the Plan-ing Director, depending
©n the known en ronmental impacts of inst -ling the subject

pipcline. D-2



CONDI'YIONS FOR: CUP-3543 APPLICANT: TPhocnix West 0il & Gas

RESOLUTION NO: 77-54 PRGE: 4

PLANNING DIVISION CONDITIONS: (Con't)

(PN}
(5]

35.

37.

38.

5/

That prior to any drilling, the permittece shall be responsible

for informing surface property owners and drilling contractors of
2ll the conditions of the permit and shall confirm such notification
in writing to the Planning Director.

That prior to inauguration of drilling operatiocns, (i.e. spucding-
in) approval shall be obtained from the Planning Division of
compliance of all applicable conditions of the permit.

That at least once each month, from the spudding-in time of each
drilling well, until it goes on production, the permittee shall

.inform the Planning Director in writing as to the progress of

each well, following the spudding-in cperation.

That the permittee shall maintain on file with the Planning
Director a certification showing insurance of not less than Five
Hundred Thousand/One Million Dollars for personal injury and Two
Million Dollars fpr property damage.

That any oil spills from pipes or other facilities or the well
shall be cleaned and corrected in accordance with the E.P.A.'s

Spill Contingency Plan.

Thzt no later than ten (10} days after any change of property
ownership or of lessee(s) or eperator(s) of the subject uss,

there shzll be filed with the Planning Director the namels) and
dddress (es] of the new owner(s), lessee(s) or operater (s), together
with z letter from any such person(s) acknowledging and dagreeing
to comply with all conditions of this permit.

That all temporafy 0il production tanks, not reguired for further
drilling operations, shall be removed from the subject permit
area within 60 days of "going on production" of a second oil well

on the subject site.

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH DIVISION CONDITIONS:

40.

43.

That suitable and adequate sanitary toilests and washing facili
approved by the Environmental Health Division, shall be instal
and maintained in a clean and sanitary condition at all times
during periods of drilling.

es

ti
led

That an adequate supply of safe and potable water shall be supplied
to the site as approved by the Environmental Health Division.

That noise emanation shall be controlled so as not to interfere
with surrounding land uses. Noise emanations from a drilling
well or production equipment shall not exceed standards set by
HUD's Report No. TE/MA 72. The maximum noise levels shall not
exceed 45 dB(A) (measured at point five feet away from the outsidsa
wall of an occupied residence or school) during nighttime hours
and 535 dB(A) during the daytime. If , based on a valid complaint,
a pumping well impacts an occupied residence or school, it shall
be operated by an electrically powered unit.

That light emanation shall be controlled so as not to interfere
with surrounding land uses, including Kocenigstein Road.

ERA MEMD,
e Laqik.u'if*y of wriling, hping oe
Iprmrrng U!‘\SiLT!SFACTGRY



( r 4

-}

CONDITIONS FOR: CUP-3543 APPLICANT: Phoenix West 0Oil & Gas ¢
RESOLUTION NO: 77-54 PAGE: 5 ERA MEMO,
Looibillry of writing, typing or
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH DIVISION CONDITIONS: (Con't) Printing URSATISFACTORY
N portions:

I
N

46.

AIR

- of the docymens
B recoived,

That all facilities shall be constructed and operated in accordance
with the California Divisicn of Industrial Safety's General

Industry safety Orders, and the U.S. Department of Labor's Occupationa:
Safety and Health Standards.

That disposal of any potentially hazardous wastes shall be by a
means approved by the Ventura County Division of Environmental

Health.

That any abandoned water wells on the permittee's drilliing or
production equipment sites shall be destroyed in accordance with

the Ventura County Well Ordinance.

POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT (APCD) CONDITIONS:

47.

48.

4S.

50y

SHlY;

52.

54.

That facilities shall be constructed and ‘operated in accordance
with the Rules and Regulations of the Ventura County Air Pollution

Control District.

That analysis indicating the sulphur content of the gas and cil
shall be obtained and transmitted to the County Air Pollution
Control District when first practicable and within ten days of
any flaring and production.

That upon compliance with Condition Neo. 52, no venting to the
atmosphere of well head gas shall occur. If a gas line or other
method of transporting the gas is not available, the gas shall be
flared in a manner acceptable to the APCD and the Planning Director.

That producing well equipment (i.e., rod.pumps, intermittent gas
lift, etc.) shall be routinely maintained in a manner representative
of good oil industry practices so as to minimize air pollution

emissions.

That 'all valves, flanges, and connections shall be routinely
maintained(i.e., tightening and replacing packings) in a manner
representative of good o0il industry practices so as to minimize
air pollution emissions. -

Installation of permanent tankage shall be commenced not later than
thirty (30) days following the completion of a thirty-day procductich
test period of the second well drilled and completed on the site

(the first well to be drilled and completed subject to this modifi-
cation), and shall be completed not later than sixty (60) days Ffollowir

the test period.

That all "permanent" oil storage tanks shall have vapor recovery
eguipment which reduces emissions to the atmosphere by at least
S0% or a control system acceptable to the APCD.

Trhat all "permanent" oil transfer operations shall have vapor
recovery eguipment which reduces emissions to the atmosphere by
at least 90% or a control system acceptable to the APCD.

That no significant crude ocil or production 0il wastes, other
than that allowed under Condition No. 52, shall be left exposed
to the atmosphere.

PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY CONDITIONS:

56.

That an alternate access shall be provided to the well sites and

shall be sUbject to approval cf thes Public Works Agency. The planc
for the construction of the new road shall be filed witl the
Public Works Agency by November 22, 1978. Construction of the now

road shall be completed within ninety (90) days afior approval
of the plans by the Pyhlic Works Agency and such road shall serve

D-4
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RESOLUTION NO: 77-54 PAGE: & 18 a
< EJd

PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY CONDITIONS: (Con 't}

57.

58.

FIRE

as the only permitted truck access route to and from the subject
drill site after that date. No more than two (2) additional oil
and gas wells shall be drilled tco production prior to installation
of the propcsed access road. Enforcement of the requirements of
this condition shall not be stayed because of the filing or
pendency of any request to modify or delete this conditicn.

That a fee based upon actual time spent, as determined@ by the
Public Werks Agency, shall be paid to Public Works for said planis)
revicw and inspection (as required in Condition No. 356).

~

That prior to any grading operation that invelves moving undisturbed
earth, the permittee shall engage a qualified archaeologist to
perform a general surface reconnaissance on each proposed drilling
site. Following said reconnaissance, the archzeologists may make
recommendations as to disposition, preservation, mitigation or
salvage of any site find to the Planning Director, who is authorized
to enforce said recommendations as conditions of this permit.

DEPARTMENT CONDITIONS

59.

60.

61.

62.

€3.

That provisions for fire suppression shall be in accordance with
the Ventura County Fire Protection District Ordinance No. 8 and
approved by the Ventura County Fire Chief.

That a Uniform Fire Code Permit is reguired.

That water for fire protection shall be reguired during drilling
operations. A 20,000 gallon (500 barrel Baker tank) tank filled
with water and maintained full, with a grated shut-off equipped
with a 4 inch National Standard Threaded male outlet near the
bottom of the tank, which will allow the -fire department to draw
out all the water in the event of a fire, shall be required.
Location of the tank shall be subject to approval of the local

Engine Company.
That the installation of any oil holding tanks shall be in accord-

ance with N.F.P.a. #30.

That any brush surrounding the drill site shall be cleared in
accordance with the Uniform Fire Code ané the U.S. Forest Service
requirements, 1f applicable. -

DS:31/432
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ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE AGENCY
Building & Planning Services

county of venturas o 8 g

September 25, 18738

Mr. Ted Off, Receiver

Phoenix West 0il and Gas
Corporation

536 East Thompson Boulevard

Ventura, California $3001

Dear Mr. Off:
Subject: Minor Change for CUP-3543

This letter grants a minor change to Conditional Use Permit No.
CUP~3543 (Agnew Drill Site) to establish and extend deadlines for
compliance with Condition Nos. 25, 39, 49 and 52 respactively
relating to: landscaping, removal of temporary tanks, elimination
of venting and installation of permanent tanks.

Based upon your initial reguest for 2 time extension to October 2,
1278 and your subsegquent telephons conversations and letter of
September 12, 1978, the date by which the above conditions must be
complied with is October 30, 1878. The condition compliznce dead-
line was exténded to this date in reecognition of the difficultiss
¥ou have had in getting contractors to meet earlier deadlines be-
cause of material shortages and labor problems. The above
referenced conditions revised pursuant to this minor change now
read as follows:

Cendition Mo. 25. "That by October 30, 1978 a landscaping
plan shall be submitted and approved by the Planning
Director and installed with provisions for on-going
maintenance, "

Condition No. 39. "That all temporary oil tanks shall be
removed from the subject permit area by October 30, 1978."

Condition Ng. 449, "No venting to the atmosphere of well
head gas shall cccur after October 30, 1978. 1If a gas
lire or other method of transporting the gas is not

- evailable, the gas shall be flared in a manner acceptable
to the ARCD and the Planning Director."

Condition No. 52. "Installation of permanent oil tanks
at the site shall be completed by October 30, 1978."

MAIN OFFICE
800 South Victoris, Ventura, CA 93009
BAANCH OFFICES
Camarilio: District 3, 2400 Venture Bouievard, Camarillo, CA 83010 1805} 482-8841
Simi Vatley: District 2, 3200 Cachran Streat, Simi, £A 93065 1805} 522-3012

D-6



Mr. Ted Off
September 25, 1978
Page Two

If you have any questions, please contact Todd Collart at
654-2496,
Sincerely,

ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE AGENCY

Victor R. Eusbapds, Diresctor
Building and Pl ning Services

VRH:sl

cc: Bill Peck
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APPENDIX E

COMULATIVE AIR QUALITY CALCULATIONS
"HIGE FIND" GIL PRODUCTION RATES

General

Utilizing existing emission inventozies, the cumulative impacts on air
quality in the Ojai Valley and Santa Paula airshed (RSA2) from the
production phases of the proposed, pending, and probable projects were
calculated. The figures for "high find" production estimaces were vsed.
The impacts cof site preparation, the drilling phase, and abandoument
phase on the RSA 2 air shed were not calculated because chese are "single
time" events occurring only once in the development of each site/well,
while the production phase is comsidered a "long term" event.

Experience with o1l well production shows thatr a specific well's produc-
tion decreases each year of its life. This decline in the quantity

pumped from a well may decrease 207 to 507 from the previous year's
production. This decline in crude oil productiom will cause a decrease

in the amount of traffic related emisgsions and throughput related emissions
since maintenance and storage of the crude oil will zlsc diminish. This

was discussed and estimated when the calculatioms for the cumulative impacts
were developed herewith.

Base Data

The base data used 1s from the 1977 Emissions Inventory from the AQMP. It
is again summarized in Table E-1 of this appendix and includes a breakdown
of the RSA 2 air shed emission contribution.

The exlsting oil production characteristics feor the Upper 05ai planning
area, from the Department of 0il and Gas (DOG) 1977 Annusl Report, were as

follows,
=145 producing wells

-1,115,237 bbl. production
-21 bbl. ave. daily production per well.

This descriptioz of producing wells and oil productiom, including DOG's
description of existing refining and marketing facilities was used in the
development of the RSA 2 Emissions Inventory for 1577.

The DOG's 1978 Annual Raport and subsequent updates show that 195 producing
wells are now in the Upper Ojai area (50 more wells than reported im 1977).
Assuming that the average producticn rate of 21 bbl./well/day remains
constant, the emissions from these 50 additional wells put into producrion
since the 1977 inventory would be,

-50 additional producing wells
-1050 bbl. production/day.

Approved 01l Permits

Data provided by the VCERA on "Approved 0il Permits" indicates a total of,

-6 approved sites
=31 approved wells.

The permittee states that the actual number of sites and wells that probably
will be developed is,

-4 sites

-4 to 27 wells.
Assumptions were made to develop & "high Eind" oroduction scenaria
for the approved oil permits. & "high find" preduction rate of 150
bbls/well/day for CUP-3344 and 40 bbls/well/day for CUP-3651 wirh a
207 annual decline in the rate wers assumed, The number of sites assumed
to be actually developed was 4 gites with 26 wells., The time frame was
asgumed ta be 2 years, with tme-half of the wellis producing within the

E-1



first year and the remainder within the second year. With these assump-
tions in mind, Table E=2 was developed.

Pending Qil Fermits

The pending oil permits are those for CUP-3869 (Phoenix West), CUP-3680
and CUF-3681 (Union 0i1), CUP-3688 (ARGO), A
scenario of thase pending vrojects is as follows:

~9 new sites

~27 new wells

=2 to 5 year time frame

~High Find Production Rates - First Year of Production

300é/bbl./day/well
2508/ bb1. /day/well
1502/ bb1. /day/well
Note: Decrease in production rate each year as follows,

é/declines 50%Z after lst year, 357 after 2nd year,
and 207 thereafter,

ydeclines 20Z after each year.

By assuming half of the wells would be producing within the first year and
the remaining wells producing within the second year, the "high find" pro-
duction for the pending permits would be as shown in Table E-3.

Probable 01l Operations

A

The probable oil operations are described in Section 2,5 of this report. 4
precis of the "high find" scenario of these probable projects is as follows,

-25 new sites plus 4 existing sites

—46 new wells

-1l to § year time frame

-High Find Production Rates ~ First Year of Production

200 to 300 bb1./day/well
100 to 1502/bbl,/day/well
353/vb1, /day/well

Note: decrease in production rate each year as follows,
l/declines 50% after lst year, 35% after 2nd year,
and 207 thereafter
z/declines 207% after each year

E/Declines 10% after each year

For those developments with 2 yvear time frames, it was assumed half the wells
would be producing within the first year and the remaining wells producing
within the second year. The resulting 'high find" production for the pending
permits would be as shown in Table E-4.



Cumuiative Emissions for Production Phase

The cumulative emissions wers prepzred based on all the existing, pending,
propased, and probable o1 production projects that have been identdtied
subsequent to the base datum (Ventura County 1977 Emissions Inventory),

The cumuiztive emissions resulting from site preperations, drilling phases,
abanderment phases, and motor vehicle emissions zssociated with odl oro-
duction projects were not included because of thelr "single time" event
nature, The emissions from the production phase are considered “Tong term,"
?um?ary from the previous portions of this Appendix section is as shown on
able E-5.

Table E-6 shows the emission factors used to develop the cumulative emissions
for the production phase, not including motor vehicle emissions associated

with the d1 production.

Using the figures from Table E-5 and Table E-6, the cumulative emissions were
calculated and are shown in Table E-7 for 1st, 2nd, 3rd, and 4th year produc-

tion emissions.

Table E-8 shews the emission allocations for the Ojai Non-growth Area and the
total cumulative emissions (high find basis) developed and shown in Table E-7.
TabTe E-8 illustrates the cumuiative impact of all the oil production develop-
ments planned for this area.

=1
i
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TABLE E-1

/
(PARTIAL) EMISSIONS INVENTORY FOR VENTDURA COUNTY 1977%/3/
(TONS PER YEAR)

Emission Source Category

ot
)

Petroleum

&. Productiom

E. Refining

C. Marketing

D, Petroleum Combustion

Subtotal Petroleum
(Z of total emissions)

Total, all sources
Ventura County

RSa 2 2/
Emission Source Category—
Portion of Total
Emissions Inventory
For Ventura County 1977

1. Petroleum
A. Production
B. Refining
C. Marketing
D, Petroleum Combustion

Subtotal Petroleum
Emissions RSA 2
(% of RSA 2 total emissions)
(X of total County emissions)

Total, all sources RSA 2

NOTE

1/From "AQMP", VCERA, Table for "Emissions Inventory for Ventura County - 1977"

RHC NOx SOx TSP co
2,007 6 - - 1
71 45 S 9 16
1,486 = % = =
335 6,912 15 61 1,179
3,899 6,963 20 70 1,196
(13.42) (23.27) 0.1%2) (0.5%) (0.8%)
29,045 29,957 19,979 15,261 155,623
REC NOx SOx TSP co
1,252 - - - -
23 - 3 - -
1,103 - - - -
263 6,407 2 33 971
2,641 6,407 5 33 971
(28,0%) (60.8%) (0.12) (15.12) (2.0%)
(8.17) (21.47) (0.0%) (0.27) (0.6%)
9,425 10,546 4,206 218 49,654

2/Breakdown of RSA 2 air shed emission contributfon from VCER4A, Air Pollution Control

District staff.

/Emissions from auto/truck and heavy truck traffic related to petroleum activities are

included in '"Motor Vehicles" Emission Category.



TABLE E-2

CUMULATIVE BIGH FIND PRODUCTION
DEVELOPMENT FOR APPROVED PROJECTS

Year Description
lst year: -2 new sites

-4 newv wells
~490 bbl. new production/day for first year

2nd year: -2 new sites + 2 existing sites
-§ new wells + 4 2nd year production wells
~1292 bbi./production/day for second year

3rd year and
succeeding years -4 existing sites
-10 production wells
~1034 bbl. production/day for third year with a
207 decrease 1n oil production each year
thereafter

TABLE E-3

CUMULATIVE HIGH FIND PRODUCTION
DEVELOPMENT FOR PENDING PERMITS

Year Description
lst year: -5 new gites

~14 new wells
=3250 bbl. new production/day for first year

2nd year: -4 new sites plus 5 existing sites
-13 new wells plus 14 2nd year production wells
-4710 bbl, production/day for second year

3rd year: -9 existing sites
=13 2nd year production wells plus 14 3rd year
production wells

-2808 bbl. production/day for third year

4th year and
succeeding years -9 exisitng sites
~27 production wells
-2058 bbl, production/day for fourth year with
a 207 decrease in oil production each year
thereafter



TABLE E-4

CUMULATIVE HIGH FIND PRODUCTION
DEVELOPMENT FOR PROBABLE OIL OPERATIONS

Year Description
1st year: =15 new sites plus 3 existing sites

=23 new wells
=3275 bbl. production/day for first year

2nd year: -10 new sites +19 existing sites
=23 new wells +23 2nd year production wells
-5523 bbl. production/day for second year

3rd year: ~29 existing sites
-23 2nd year productiom wells plus 23 3rd year
production wells

<3877 bbl, production/day for 3rd year

4th year and -29 existing sites

gucceeding years -46 production wells
~3002 bbl. production/day for 4th year with a
20% decraase (approx.) in oil preduction each
year thareafter



TABLE E-5

SUMMARY OF CUMULATIVE HIGE FIND
FRODUCTION FOR EXISTING, APPROVED,
PENDING, AND PROBABLE OIL PRODUCTION PROJECTS

Development
Yaar Identification Description
Production
Sites Wells bbl,/day

lst year: Exdsting unknown 50 1,050
Approved 2 4 490
Pending 3 14 3,250
Probable 18 23 3,275
Total 25 91 8,065
2nd year: Exdisting unknown 50 1,050
Approved 4 10 1,292
Pending 9 27 4,710
Brobable 29 46 5,523
Total 42 133 12,575
3rd year: Existing unknown 50 1,050
Approved 4 10 1,034
Fending 9 27 2,808
Probable 29 46 3,877
Total L2 133 8,765
4th year: Existing unknown 50 1,050
Approved 4 10 827
Pending 9 27 2,058
Probable 29 46 3,002
Total 42 133 6,937

5th year The number of sites and wells will remain the same, but

and years o1l production will decrease by approximately 20Z (from

theresafter the previous year's rata) each year.



TABLE E-6

CUMULATIVE AIR QUALITY EMISSION
FACTORS USED FOR PRODUCTION PHASE

Fugitive well heud emissione {per well), VCAPCD, 4.P. Pmission Factors for
Fetroleum Producing and Mazketivp, January, 1979,

TEC:  2.05 1bs/well/day (Rod well pump) + 2000 = 10.25 x 10-4 TPD/well
REC: 77.6% TBC = 77.6% x (10.25 x 1074) = 7.95 % 16™% TPD/well

THC: 0.3 lbs/day (gas trap) x & gas traps - 2000 = 6,00 x 10~% TPD/well.
. site

REC: 20.2% THC = 20.2% x 0,0006 = 1,21 x 10~% TPD/site

Emissions from omsite estorage tanks For threughput working losses. Emfspion
factor from VCAPCD; A.P. Emission Factors for Petroleum Producing and Marketing,
January, 1979.

THC: gpd X 2.8 1ba. x 1 =1.40 x 10”8 TPD x gpd
T000 gal through-put 2000
for working lossas

RRC: 88.17 THC = 88.1% x (1.4 x 10™°) = 1.23 x 10™¢ 12D x gpd

Emissions from omsite fixed rocf storage tanks for breathing losses. Besed
on two L000-tbl. tanke, 20° feet dismeter, 18 feet hedght, 70°F ambient temp.
and AT of 20°F, and paint facter of L1 with emission factors from VCAPCD,
4.2, Emission Fectors for Fetroleum Producing and Marketing, January, 1979,

THC: 1.66 lba/ysar x 2 = 1000 bbla. x 42 gal/bbl & 2000 lbs/ton & 385 da/yr = 1,91 x 1074 TPD/sita
1000 galu. etorage

REC: 88.1% THC = 88,1% x (1.91 x 107%) = 1.68 x 10”4 TPD/site

Emissions from petroleum loading racks (emissions equal 7 1bs/1000 gallons
transferred) from VCAPCD, Emissions Inventory, October, 1977,

THC: god x71bsx _1 = 3.50 x 1076 TPD x gpd
1000 gal transferred 2000

RHC: 86.2% THC = 86.27 x (3.5 x 10™°) = 3,02 x 1078 PD = gpd

Emissions from natural gas fired production usit equipment per well head
(40 hp each productiom umit/well, 24 hours/day operation, with 5 percent
load factor). Emissions factors from VCAPCD, A.P, Emission Factors far
Petroleum Producing and Marketing, January, 1879,

THC: 1000 x 0,95 x 40 hp x 26 hra/da = 10,000 Btu/hp-hr : 1050 Bru/CF & 2000 1bn/tom = 0.00434 TPD/wall
10° c.z.

REC: 9,57 THC = 2,5% x N.0NN4L = 0),00041 TPD/well
Nox: 2500 x 0.95 + 10 x 40 x 24 x comv. factor = 0.01086 TPD/well

CO: 320 x 0.85 + 10° x 40 x 24 x comv. factor = 0.00139 TPD/well
PH 10 x 0.95 + 10% x 40 x 24 x comv. factor = 0.00004 TPD/well
SOx: 0.6 x0.95 + 10° x 40 x 24 x comv. factor = 2.61 x 10-6 TPD/wel



Fugitive emissions from natural gas fired productiom upit equipment per
well head. Emissions factor from VCAPCD, A.P. Pmiseion Factors for Petroieum
Producing and Marketing, January, 1879.

THC: 4.1 lbe/engine/dmy + 2000 lbaftoa - 1 acgine/well = 0,0020%5 TPD/weil

RHC: 20.2% THC = 20,27 x 0,00205 = 0.94141 TPD/well

Emigsions from gas=fired heater treater (5 MM Bru/hr output and ope heater
treater per production site). Amalysis considers 95 percent frequency of
operation per day. Fmissjons factors from VCAPCD, A.P. Emisgions Factors
for Petrzoleum Producing and Marketing, January, 1979.

THEC: 114 mm Btu/day x 3.0 1bs THC x 1 = 0,0002 TPD/site
1050 Btu/cu £t of gas 1,000,000 cu ft 2000

RRC: 40.,0% THC = 40,07 x 0,0002 = 0.00008 TPD/site

co: 108571.42 = 17 1bs CO z 1 = 0.0009 TPD/site
1,000,000 cu ft 2000

NOox: 108571.42 x 120 lbs Nox = _ 1 = 0.0068 TPD/site
1,000,000 cu ft 2000

PM:  108571.42 =x 10 1bs PM x 1 = 0.0005 TPD/site
1,000,000 cu ft 7000

Sox: 108571.42 = _ 0.6 1bs S0x = 1 = 3,26 x 1075 TPD/site
1,000,000 cu ft 2000
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TABLE E-7

TOTAL CUMULATIVE EMISSIONS FOR HIGI FIND
PRODUCTION FOR LEXISTING, APPROVED, PENDING,
AND PROBABLE OIL PRODUCTION PROJFCTS

(Tons)
Year Emisslion Source THC RHC - NOx SO0x PM ___to
lst Year: —~ Fugitive well
head emissions
~ rod well pump 34.0 26.4 _— — . F
- gas trap 5.5 1.1 — — - —
~ Onsite storage
tanks
- working 173.1 152.4 - — . =
— breathing Ys7 1.5 —_ == - ==
- Loading racks 432.8 373.1 —-— - -— —
~ Gap—-fired 144.1 ton5 3.7 ton5 660.7 tons 0.1 tons 1.3 tona 46.2 tons
Exempt Exempt Exempt Exempt Exempt Exempl;
-~ production equipment 68.1 tonB 63.7 tond ___ . . -
— Fugitive engine emiss. Exempt Exempt
- Gas—-fired
heater 1.8 0.7 62.1 0.3 4,6 B.2
treater
TOTAL EMISSIONS
1st Year 4/
~ Uncontrolled: 648.9 555.2 62.1 0.3 4.6 8.2
- With BACT H 102.0 80.9 18.6 0.3 4.6 8.2
NOTES: 1. 10 1lbs. per hou

r = 0.1200 tous per day = 43.B tona per year (365 days per year).

3. Emissions with BACT were calculated using assumptions shown on Page E-14.

2. Dmisslons from pumping production equipment exempt from VCAPCD Rule 26 and AOMP allocation

analvyelis.



TABLE E~7

TOTAL CUMULATIVE EMISSIONS FOR HIGH FIND
PRODUCTION FOR EXISTING, APPROVED, PENDING,
AND PROBABLE OIL PRODUCTION PROJECTS

(Tons)
Year Emission Source THC RHC NOx SOx PM CO
2nd Year: ~ Fugitive well

head emissions

-~ rod well pump 49,7 38.6 - -— — -

- gas trap 9.2 1.9 — - - -
—~ Onsite storage

tanks

- working 269.9 237.7 —_— —— — —

- breathing 2.9 2.6 == - — —
- Loading racks 674.8 581,7 - s - -

o

!

s - Gas—fired pumping (?10.7 tonE) 20.0 ton;) <?27 12 tonfD (?.1 tonsg (? 9 toné) (E? 05 tnns
- production equip. Exempt Exempt Exempt Exenpt Exempt ExempL
~ fugltive emisaions 99 51 Eons <%0 .0 tomd __

Exempt Exempt

- Gas-fired

heater 3.1 1.2 104.2 1.7 7.7 13.8

treater -
TOTAL EMISSIONS

2nd Year
- Uncontrolled: 1009.3 863.7 104,2 1.7 7.7 13.8
- With BACT H 156, 4 123,9 31.3 1.7 7.7 13.8

NOTES: 1. 10 lbs. per haur = 0,1200 tons per day = 43.8 tons per year (365 days per year).

2, TImlsslons from pumping production equipment exempt from VCAPCD Rule 26 and AOMP allocation analysis.

3. Dmissions wlth BACT were calculated using assumwptions shown on Page E-14,
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TABLE E-7

TOTAL CUMULATIVE EMISSIONS FOR HIGH FIND
PRODUCTIOR FOR EXISTING, APPROVED, PENDING,
AND PROBABLE 011 PRODUCTION PROJECTS

(Tons)
Year Emission Source _____THC RHC ROx 50x PH co
3rd Year: -~ Fugitive well
head emissions
- rod well pump 49.7 38.6 —_ -~ = —
~ gas trap 9.2 1.9 —_— —_— —_ =
- Onsite storage
tanks
- working 188.3 165.8 - —_— == _—
— breathing 2.9 2.6 —_ - J— =
~ Loading racks 470.5 405.6 - - — —
— Gas-fired pumping 210.7 tonmns 20.0 tons 527.2 tens 0,1 ton 1.9 ton (E7 .5 tons
- production equip. Exempt Exenpt Exempt Exempt Exempr Exempt
- fugitive ewmissions 99.5 ton e 20.0 tond —
Exempt Exempt
- Gas-fired
heater 3.1 1.2 104.2 1.7 7.7 13.8
treater o
TOTAL EMISSIONS
3Ird Year
- Uncontrolled: 723.7 615.7 104.2 1.7 7.7 13.8
- With BACT : 128.1 99.1 31.3 1.7 7.7 13.8

NOTES: 1. 10 lbs per hour = 0.1200 tons per day = 43,8 tona per year (365 daya per year).
2. Fmisslons from pumpiug production equipment exempt from VCAPCD Rule 26 and AOMP allocation analysls,

3. PFmissions with BACT were calculated using assumptions shown on Page F-14,
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TABLE E-7

TOTAL CUMULATIVE [MISSIONS FOR NIGH FIND
PRODUCTLON FOR EXISTING, APPROVED, PENDING,
AND PROBABLE OIL PRODUCTION PROJECTS

(Tons)
Year Emisaion Source THC RHC NOx SOx PM CO
4th Year: - Fugitive well
head emissions
-~ rod well pump 49.7 38.6 - - — s
- gas trap 9.2 1.9 — - — -
~ Onsite storage -
tanks
- working 148.9 131.1 - -— -- —
~ breathing 2,9 2.6 - —— — —-—
— Loading racks 372.2 320.8 - - - -
— Gas-fired pumping 210.7 tons 20.0 tons 27.2 tons 0.1 ton 1.9 tong 67.5 tons
~ production units Exempt Exempt Exempt Exempt Exempt Exempt
= fugitive emiss, 99.5 tons 20.0 tons
Exempt Exempt
- Gas—fired
heater 3.1 1.2 104.2 1.7 7.7 13.8
treater
TOTAL EMISSIONS
4th Year
— Uncontrolled: 586.0 496.,2 104.2 1,7 7.7 13.8
- With BACT 3 114.4 87.1 31.3 1.7 7.7 13.8
NOTES: 1. 10 lbs. per hour = 0.1200 tons per day = 43,8 tons per year (365 days per year).

2. lmiesions from puwmping production equipment exempt from VCAPCD Rule 26 and AQMP allocation analysls.



TABLE E-8

SUMMARY AND COMPARISON OF OJAI NON=-GROWTH
AREA EMISSION ALLOCATIONS VS

TOTAL CUMULATIVE EMISSIONS (EIGE FIND)
FOR NONATTATNMENT POLLUTANTS

Tens
Per .I;/
STATIOHARY SOURCE EMISSIOR ALLOCATIONS Tear (TPY)
Emigsion 1879 1980 1981 1982
AQMP Allocations
-REC 19.0 20.0 172.0 235.0
=NOx 23,0 25.0 305.0 495.0

Cunulative High Find
Scenaric for Ojai
Non~Growth Area-
011 Production Only

++ Assuming lat year RHC

of Preduction 1980 - uncontrelled - 555.2 363,7 615,7
= with BACT —-— 80.9 123.9 9%.1
Nox
~ uncontrolled - 62.1 104,2 104,2
- with BACT - 18.6 31.3 31.3

+..Assuming 1lst year RHC

of Production 1881 = umcontrollad -— - 555.2 863.7
- with BACT —_— —_ 80,9 123,9
NOx
= uncontrellad —-— — 62.1 104,2
~ with BACT = a 18.6 31,3
NOTES

1. 0jal Non=-growth Area Stationary Source Emission Allocations from
Ventura County AQMP, Table V-10. O0jail Non-growth Area encompassas
the cuwmilative development areas.

2. High Find cummulative emiggiong from Table E~7, Appendix E.
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APPENDIX F
CUMULATIVE ATR QUALITY CALCULATIONS

"™MEDIUM FIND" OIL PRODUCTION RATES

General

Utilizing existing emission inventories, che cumulative impacts on air
quality in che Ojzi Valley and Santa Paula airshed (RSA2) from the
production phases of the propesed, pending, and probable projects were
caleulared. The figures for "medium find"” vroduction estimates wore usad,
The impacts of site prepzration, the drilling phage, and abandonment
phage on the RSA 2 air shed were not calculated because these are "single
time' events occurring only onca iz the development of sach sire/well,
while the production phase {s considered z "long term" avent.

Experience with oil well production shows that a specific well's produc—
tion decreases each year of its life. This decline im the quantity

pumped from a well may decrease 20% tc 50% from the previous year's
production. This daclime in crude oil production will cause a decrease

in the amount of traffic relared emissions and throughput related emissions
gsince maintenance and storage of the crude oil will also diminish. This
was discussed and estimated when the calculations for the cumulative impacts
were developed herewith.

3ase Data

The base data used is from the 1977 Emissions Inventory from the AQMP, It
13 again summarized in Table E-l1 of this appendix and includes a breakdown
of the RSA 2 air shed emissilon coatributiom.

The exiating oil production characteristics for the Upper Ojal planning
area, from the Department of 011 and Gas (DOG) 1977 Annual Report, were as

follows,
=145 producing wells
-1,115,237 bbl. production
-21 bbl. ave. daily productiom per well.

This description of producing wells and oil production, includiag DOG's
description of existing refining and marketing facilities was used in the
development of tha RSA 2 Exmdssions Ioventory ior 1977,

The DOG's 1978 Annual Report and subsequent updatas show thar 195 prod
wells are now in the Upper Ojai area (30 more wells thanm repor=zaed in 1
Asguming that che average production rate of 21 bbl./well/day remains
constant, the emissions from these 30 addiriomal wells put intc production
since the 1977 iaventory would be,

~50 additional producing wells
-1050 bbl. production/day.

Approved 0il Permits

Data provided by the VCERA on "Approved 01l Permits" iadicacaes a cocal of,

~6 approved sicas
-31 approved wella.

The permittee scates that the actual number of sites and wells that probably
will be developed is,

-3 sices
-6 wells,

Assumptions were made to develop a "medium find" production scemario for the
approved oil permits. A "medium find" production rate of 21 bbl./well/dav
with a 207 annual decline in the rate was assumed., The number of sites
2gsumed to be actually developed was 3 sites with 6 wells. The time frame
was assumed to be 2 years, with one~half of the wells oroducing within the



first year and the remainder within the second year. With cthese assump~
tions in mind, Table FP-2 was developed.

Pending 01l Permits

The pending oil permits are those for CUP-3869 (Phoenix West), CUP-3680
and COP-3681 (Union 01l), CUP-3688 (ARGO), An estimate of the medium find
scenario of thesa pending vrojects is as follows:

-7 new sites

~15 new wells

-2 to 5 year time frame

~Medium Find Production Rates - First Year of Production

1005/ bbl./day/wall (Phoenix Weat CUP=-3869)
1002/ bbl./day/well (others)
232/ bbl./day/well
Note: Decrease in production rate each year as follows,
l-/decJ..:L:\es 502 after lst year,
and 207 thereafter,
2-/dec.’l.:l.nes 20Z after each year.

By assuming half of the wells would be producing within the first year and
the remaining wells producing within the second yeszr, the "medium find" pro-
duction for the pending permits would be as shown in Table F =3,

Probable 0{il Overations

The probable oil operations are described in Section 2.5 of this report. A&
precis of the "medium find" scenario of these probable projects is as follows:

=22 new sites plus 4 existing sites

=28 new wells

-1l to 5 year time frame

-Medium Find Production Rates -~ First Year of Production

50 to 100 bbl./day/well
15 to 35 bbl./day/wall

Note: decrease in production rate each year as follows,
1/ declines 207 after each vear

2/ declines 10% after each year

For those developments with 2 year time frames, it was assumed nalf the wells
would be producing wirhin che Iirst year and the remaining wells sroducing
within the second year, The resulting "high find" production for the pending
permits would be as shown in Table F-4.



Cumlative Emissions for Production Phase (Mediwmn Find)

The cumulative emissions were prepared based on all the existing, pending,
proposed, and probable oil production projects that have been identified
subsequent to the base datum (Ventura County 1977 Emigssions Inventory).

The cumulative emisgions resulting from site preparations, drilling phases,
abandonment phases, and motor vehicle emissioms asseciated with oil pro-
duction site monitering were not included because of their "single time'' event
nature. The emissions from the production phase are considered "long term."
Summary from the previous portions of this Appendixz gection 1s ag shown on
Table F-5.

If a "high find" production rate occursz, pipelines would be used for petro-
laum transport. If a "medium find" productlon rate occurs, it 1s probable
that the petroleum would be tramsported out by tank trucks. Given the known
volume of a standard tank truck (180 bbl/truck), a total tenk truck ADT can
ba determined.

Table F-6 shows the emlssion facturs used to develop the cumulative emissions
for the production phase, not including motor vehicle emissions assoclated
with the 91l production.

Uging the figures from Table F~5 and Table F-€, the cumulative emissions were
calculated and are shown in Table F-7 for lst, 2ad, 3rd, and 4th year produc=-
tion emissiomns.

Table F-8 shows the emissicn allocatilons for the 0jal Non~growth Ares and the
tetal cumalative emissions (medium find basis) developed and shown in Table F-7.
Table F-8 illustrates the cumulative impact of all the oil production develop-
ments plammad for this area,

If o1l well production is assumed to begin in 1981, 1981 and 1982 RHC and
NOx are both less than the allocatiouse using BACT,

In 1979 and 1980, because of low emission allocations, and depending on the
actual rate of oil well development in the area, BACT would be required to
1imit NOx and RHC emissions. Even with BACT, the RHC allocation may be
reached, requiring applicants to postpome development or use emission banking
or other forms of emissions trade off,

In 1681 and 1982, emissiom zllocatioms are high enough so that BACT, for
REC and YN0x, would limit emissicms below the allecation levels.



TABLE P-1

(PARTIAL) EMISSIONS INVENTORY FOR VENTURA COUNTY 19771'-/-3-/
(TONS PER YEAR)

Emission Source Category RHC NOx - SOx TSP co
l. Petroleum
A. Production 2,007 6 - - ol
B. Refining 71 45 5 9 16
C. Marketing 1,486 - - - -
D. Petroleum Combustion 335 6,912 15 61 1,179
Subtotal Petroleum 3,899 6,963 20 70 1,196
(Z of total emisgsions) (13.4%) (23.2%) (0.12) (0.32) (0.82)
Total, all sources .
Ventura County 29,045 29,957 19,979 15,261 155,623
RSA 2 2/
Emission Source Category—
Portion of Total
Emissions Inventory
For Ventura County 1977 RHC NOx S0x TSP [ols]
1. Petroleum
A. Production 1,252 - - - -
B. Refining 23 - 3 - -
C. Marketing 1,103 - - - -
D. Petroleum Combustion 263 6,407 2 33 971
Subtotal Petroleum
Emissions RSA 2 2,641 6,407 S 33 971
(Z of RSA 2 total emissions) (28.07) (60.82) 0.17) (15.1%) (2.0%)
(% of total County emissions) (9.1%) (21.4%) (0.0%2) (0.2%) (0.6%)
Total, all sources RSA 2 9,425 10,546 4,206 218 49,65¢
NOTE

1/From "AQMP", VCERA, Table for "Emissions Inventory for Ventura County - 1977"

2/Breakdown of RSA 2 air shed emission contribution from VCERA, Air Pollutiom Control

District staff.

3/Enissions from auto/truck and heavy truck traffic related to petroleum activitiss are
included in "Motor Vehicles'" Emission Category.



TABLE F-2

CUMULATIVE MEDIUM FIND PRODUCTION
DEVELOPMENT FOR APFTROVED PROJECTS

Year Descrintion
lst year: =2 new sites

-3 new wells
-83  bbl. new production/day for first year

2nd year: -1l new site + 2 existing sites
-3 new wells + 3 2nd year production wells
-113 bbl./production/day for second year

3rd year and
succeeding years -3 existing sites
-6 production wells
=91 bbi, producticn/day for third year with a
20% decrease in ¢il production each year
thereafter

TABLE F~3

CUMULATIVE MEDIUM FIND PRODUCTION
DEVELOPMENT FOR PENDING PERMITS

Year Description
lst year: - -4 new sites

-2 npew wells
=726 bbl. new production/day for firsc year

2nd year: ! ~3 new sites plus 4 existing sites
-7 new wells plus 8 2nd year production wells
-853 bbl. production/day for second year

3rd year: =7 exdsting sices
-7  2nd year preduccion wells plus 8 3rd year
production wells

=533 btbl. production/day for third year

4th year and
succeeding years ~7 exisitng sites
=153 production wells
<426  bbl, produczion/day for fourch year with
a 20% decrease in oil productiom each year
thareziter



TABLE F-4

CUMULATIVE ¥EDIUM FIND PRODUCTION
DEVELOPMENT FOR PROBABLE OIL OPERATIONS

Year Description
lst year: -12 new sites plus 3 existing sites

-1¢6 new wells
=1026 bbl. production/day for first year

2nd year: =6 new gites + 16 existing sites
~12 new wells + 16 2nd year production wells
-1681 bbl. production/day for second year

3rd year: =22 existing sites
=12 2nd year production wells plus 16 3rd year
production walls

=1362 bbl. productiocn/day for 3rd year

4th year and =22 existing sites

succeading years -28 production wells
-1104 bbl. production/day for 4th year with a
20% decrease (approx.) in oil production each
year thereafter



TABLE F-5

SUMMARY OF CUMULATIVE MEDTUM FIND
PRODUCTION FOR EXISTING, APPROVED,

PENDING, AND PROBABLE OIL PRCDUCTION PROJECTS

Development:
Year Identification Description
Production
Sites Wells bbl,/day
lst year: Existing unknown 50 1,050
Approved 2 4 63
Pending [ 8 726
Probable 18 16 1,026
Total 21 78 2,865
2nd year: Existing unknown 50 1,050
Approved 3 6 113
Pending 7 15 853
Probable 22 28 © 1,481
Total 32 59 3,597
3rd year: Existing mlmown 30 1,050
Approved 3 6 91
Pending 7 15 533
Probable 22 28 1,362
Total 32 99 3,036
4th year: Exdating unknown 50 1,050
Approved 3 6 7
Pending 7 15 426
Probable 22 28 1,104
Total 32 99 2,633
5th year The number of sites and wells will remain the same, but
and years oil production will decrease by approximately 20% (frem
thereafter the previous year's rate) =ach year,



TABLE F=6

CIMULATIVE ATR QUALITY EMISSION
FACTORS USED FOR PRODUCTION PHASE

Fugitive well hesd emisciops (par well), VCAPCD, A.P. Emission Factors for
Petroleum Producing =ud Merkeedne, January, 1979,

THC: 2,05 lbs/wall/day (Rod well pump) £ 2000 = 10.25 = 104 TPD/well
RAC: 77.6% THC = 77.6% x (10.25 x 107%) = 7.95 x 10™% TPD/well
TEC: 0.3 lbs/day (gas trap) x 4 gas traps & 2000 « 6.00 x 104 TPD/well
site
RHC: 20.27 TEC = 20,2% x 0,0006 = 1.21 x 10~% TPD/site

Emissions from onsife ctorage tenks for throughput working losses. Emission
factor from VCAPCD, A.P, Emiszion Factors fer Petraléum Producing and Markering,
January, 1979,

THC: gpd % 2.8 1bs. x 1 = 1,40z 107 TPD x gpd
TOUD gal through-put 000

for working losses
RHC: 88,1% TEC = 88,1% x (1.4 x 10™%) = 1.23 z 1076 0D x gpa

Enisgions from onsite firzed roof storage tanks for breathing losses. Basad
on two 1000-bbl. tanke, 20 feet dismeter, 18 feet hedight, 70°F ambient temp.
and AT of 20°F, and paint faeter of L18 with emission factors from VCAPCD,
4A.P, Fmisegdon Factors for Peeroleum Produeing and Marketing, January, 1979,

THC: 1.66 lbu/vear Zz 2 x 1000 bbls. x 42 gxl/bbl & 2000 lbe/ton > 365 dafyr = 1.91 = 10~ TPD/site
1060 gals. otorage

PRC: AR8.1Z THC = 88.1% x (1.91 v 10™%) = 1,68 x 10~% TPD/site

Emissicnsg from petrocleum loading racks (emissicns equal 7 1bs/1000 galloms
transferted) from VCAFCD, Emissions Imventory, Octobax, 13977.

TIC: ood x71be z _1 = 3,50 1078 D x god
1000 gal transfervad 2000

REC: R6.2% TRC = 86.2% x (3.50 x 1075) = 3,02 x 10™® oD x gpa

Episaions from natural zas fired production unit equipment per wall head
(40 bp sach production wit/well, 24 heurs/day operatiom, with 95 percenr
load facter). Emissions factors from VCAPCH, A,P. Bmission Factors for
Petroleun Producing and Markeeing, Januwary, 1879,

THC: 1000 x 0.95 = 40 hp x 24 hre/da z 10,000 Btu/tp—hr - 1050 Bto/CP & 2000 lbe/tom = 0.00634 TPD/well
109 el k.

RHC: 9.57% THC = $5.5% x 0.00434 = 0.00041 TPD/well

24 = conv. factor = (.,01086 T®D/wel

NOx: 2500 x 0,85 &~ 10° x 40 =z

:  320x0.85 + 108 z 40 x 24 x conv. factor = 0,00139 TPD/wel
me o 10x0.95 & 108 = 40 =z 24 x comv. factor = 0.00004 T®D/wel:
SOx: 0.6 x0.95 + 105 z 40 1 24 x comv. facter = 2.41 x 10=6 oD,



Fugitive emissions from matural gas fired production unit equipment per
well head. Emissions factorx, from VCAPCD, A.P. Pmisaion Factors for Petroleum
Producing and Marketing, January, 1878.

THC: 3.1 lbs/emgine/cay + 2000 lbe/ton 3 | enmgine/weil o 0.0020% TPD/wall

REC: 20,27 TRC = 20.2% x (.NN2N5 = 0,00041 TPD/well

Emissions from gas~fired heater treater (5 MM Bru/hr autput and one heater
treater per production site). Analysis coasiders 95 percent fraquency of
operation per day. Emilssicns factors from VCAPCD, A.P. FPmissions Factars
for Petroleum Producing and Marketing, January, 1979.

THC: 114 mm Btu/day x 3.0 1lbs TEC z 1 = Q,0002 TPD/gite
1050 Bru/em ft of gag 1,000,000 cu ft 2000

RHC: 40.0% THC = 40.0% x 0.0002 = 0.0000R TPD/site

co: 108571.42 x 17 1bs CO x 1 = 0.0009 TPD/saite
1,006,000 cu ft 2000

NOx: 108571.42 =x 120 lbs NOx z 1 = Q.0068 TPD/site
1,000,000 cu ft 2000

PM: 108571.42 =x 10 1lbs PM x 1 = 0.0005 TPD/site
1,000,000 cu ft 2000

S0=:  108571i.42 x 0.6 lbs S0x z 1 = 3.26 x 1077 TPD/site
1,000,000 cu ft 2006

Emissions from petroleum transpert (2 ADT e 30 miles per ADT for every 180
bbls (7560 gals,) cof oil transported)

TAC: 5.2 grema x bbls/day x 2 ADT x 30 miles x (.0022 lbe/gram) = 6.54 x 107 D = gpd
mile 180 bbls (2000 ibe/ton) (42 gals/bbl}

REC: ©7.4% TFC = 97.4% x (4.54 x 107°) = 4,42 x 10~% TPD x gpa

(oo ] 28,7 =x bbla/day x 2 =x 30 x (comv. factor) = 25.06 % 10‘8 TPD x gp
180 bbls

NOox: 20.3 =x bbls/day x 2 =z 30 =x (comv, facter) = 17.72 x 1078 ™D x gz
180

PM: 1.86 =x bbls/day x 2 = 30 = (conv. factor) = 1,62 x 10~8 TPD x gpd
180

SOx: 2.8 = bbls/day x 2 = 30 x (conv. factor) = 2.44 x 107° TBD z gpd

=1
1
el
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TABLE F-7

TOTAL CUMULATIVE FMISSIONS FOR MEDIUM FIND
PRODUCTION FOR EXISTING, APPROVED, PENDING,
AND PROBABLE OIL PRODUCTIONS PROJECTS

(Tons)
Year Emission Source THC RHC NOx Sox ™ co
1st Year: - Petroleum Transport 2.0 1.9 7.8 1.1 0.7 11.0
— Fugitive well
head enissions
- rod well pump 29.2 22,6 - _— — -
- gas trap 4,6 0.9 —_ = g =
-~ Onsite storage
tanks
- working 61.5 54,2 - — _— —_
- breathing 1.5 1.3 - —_ —_— —
- Loading racks 153.7 132.5 - _— - —
- Gas-fired pumping 123.6 tons 11.7 ton 309.2 tons 0.1 ton 1.1 ton:) 39.6 ton
- production equip. Exempt Exempt Exempt Exempt Exempt Exempt
— fugitive eng, enlssions (EB'4 tonE) 11.8 tof:) s
Exempt Exempt
~ Gas—fired
heater 1.5 0.6 52,1 0.2 3.8 6.9
treater
TOTAL EMISSIONS
lst Year
- Uncontrolled 254,0 214.0 59.9 1.3 4.5 17.9
— With BACT 58.9 44.8 23.4 1.3 4.5 17.9
NOTES: 1. 10 1bs per hour = 0.1200 tons per day = 43,8 tons per year (365 days per year).
2. [Cwmissions from pumping production equipment exempt from VCAPCD Rule 26 and AQMF allocation analysis.
3. [Emissions figures for petroleum transport of 2865 bbls/da (120,330 gpd) resulting in an equivalent of 15,9 ADT.
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TABLE ¥-7

TOTAL CUMULATIVE FMISSIONS FOR MEDIUM TFIND
PRODUCTION FOR EXISTING, APPROVED, PENDING,
AND PROBABLE OIL PRODUCTION PROJECTS

(Tons)
Yeax Emiaslon Source THC Rc NOx S0x PM Co
2pd Year: - Petrolewum Transport 2.6 2.5 10.0 1.4 0.9 14.2

— Fugitive well
head emiseions
- rod well pump 37.0 28.7 R, — == -
- gas trap 7.0 1.4 - == f— -

—~ Onalte storage
tanks
—- working 79.3 69.9 —_ - — —
—~ breathing 2.2 2.0 — -~ - -

~ Losding racks 198.4 171.0 - - - e

~ Gas-fired pumping (356.8 tons 14.9 tous 392 toTE) 1.8 ton (? WA Lons (?0.2 tonf}
- production equip. Exempt Exempt . Exempt Exempt Exempt / Exempt
—~ fugitive eng. emissiona 74.1 ton5 15.0 to) . . . -

Exenpt Exempt

- Gas-fired
heater 2.3 0.9 719.4 0.4 5.8 10.5
treater o —— _

TOTAL FMISSIONS
2nd Year

— Uncontrolled 328.8 276.4 89.4 1.8 6.7 24,7

- With BACT 76.8 57.8 3.8 i.8 6.7 24.7

NOTES: 1. 10 1bs, per hour = 0.1200 tons per day = 43.8 tonms per yeer (365 days per yeer},
2. Emissions from pumping production equipment exempt from VCAPCD Rule 26 and AQMP allocetion anmlysis.
3. ZImigsiona figures for petroleum transport of 3697 bbls/da (155,274 gpd) resulting in an equivalent of 20.5 ADT.




TABLE F-7

TOTAL CUMULATIVE EMISSIONS FOR MEDIUM FIND
PRODUCTION FOR EXISTING, APPROVED, PENDING,
AND PROBABLE OIL PRODUCTION PROJECTS

(Tons)
Year Enission Source THC RHC ROz S0x PM Co
drd Year: - Petroleum Tramsport 2.1 2.0 8.2 1.1 0.7 11.7
~ Tugitive well
head emissions
- rod well pump 37.0 28.7 —_ —_ s ‘s
~ gas trap 7.0 1.4 s - = _—
— Oneite storage
tanks
- working 65.2 57.4 e = - ==
— breathing 2,2 2.0 _— . . __
- ~ Loading racks 162.9 140.4 - -~ —_— ==
1
- -~ Gas-fired pumping 156.8 tons 14.9 tomns (?92 ] to#f) 1.8 tonf) 1.4 ton (:0 .2 ton ;)
~ production equip. Exempt Exempt Ezempt Exempt: Exempt Exempt,
~ fugitive eng. emissions (?4-1 tomd 15.0 ton;) . .
Exempt Exempt
- Gas-fired
heater 2.3 0.9 79.4 0.4 5.8 10.5
treater —
TOTAL EMISSIONS
3rd Year
~ Uncontrolled 278.7 232.8 87.6 1.5 6.5 22.2
- With BACT 71.4 53.0 32.0 1.5 6.5 22.2
NOTES: 1. 10 1bs. per hour = 0,1200 tons per day = 43.8 tons per year (365 days per year).
2. Emissions from pumping production equipment exempt from VCAPCD Rule 26 and AQMP allocation analysis.
Emissions flgures for petroleum tranaport of 3036 bbls/da (127,512 gpd) resulting in an equivalent of 16§.9 ADT.

3.
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TABLE F-7

TOTAL CUMULATIVE EMISSIONS FOR MEDIUM TIND
PRODUCTION FOR EXISTING, APPROVED, PENDING,
AND PROBABLE OIL PRODUCTION PROJECYS

(Tons)
Year Enission Source THC RHC NOx ‘S0 PM CO
4th Yearx: - Petroleum Transport 1.8 1.8 7.2 1.0 0.6 10.2
~ Fugitive well
head emissions
- rod well pump 37.0 28.7 —_ - — e
- gas tTap 7.0 1.4 —= — ==
- Onsite storage
tanks
~ working 56.9 50.2 ~— o —-— -
~ breathing 2.2 2.0 - —_ == —-
-~ Loading racks 142.3 —_ - - -
~ Gag-fired pumping 656.8 ton) GA .9 ton 392.4 tons 1.8 tons 1.4 tons) (50.2 tons
— producrion equip. Exempt Exempt Exempt Exempt Exempk_: Exempt
~ fugitive eng. emissions (?A.l tonf) (:5'0 Fons - .
Exempt Exempt
~ Gap-fired
heater 2.3 0,9 79.4 0.4 5.8 10.5
treater
TOTAL EMISSIONS
4th Year
- Uncontrolled 249.5 207.7 86.6 1.4 6.4 20,7
- With BACT 68.2 50.3 1.0 1.4 6.4 20,7

NOTES: 1. 10 1lbs. per hour = 0.1200 tons per day = 43.8 tone per year (365 days per year).
2. DPumlssions from pumping production equipment exempt from VCAPCD Rule 26 and AQMP allocation sunalysia,
3. TEmissiony Figures for petroleum transport of 2653 bbls/da (111,426 gpd) resulting in an equivalent of 14.7 ADT.
b,

Fmigalons wirh BACT ware ralenlared uaine acammntdena sheum on Paca T_1/4



TABLE F-8

SIMMARY AND COMPARTSON OF

QJAI NON-GROWTH

AREA EMISSION ALLOCATIONS VS

TOTAL CUMULATIVE EMISSIONS (MEDIUM FIND)

FOR NONATTATNMENT POLLUTANTS

Tons
Per |
STATIONARY SOURCE EMISSION ALLOCATIONS Year
Emiasion 1979 1980 1981 1982
AQMP Allocations
=RHC 18.0 20.0 172.0 235.0
-NOx 23.0 25.0 305.0 495.0

Cumulative Medium Find
Scenarioc for Ojadi
Nou~Growth Ares-

0il Production Omly

«sAgguming lst year RHEC
of Production 1980 = uncontrollaed

= with BACT

NOx
- uncentrolled

- with BACT

++ Asguming lst year REC

of Production 1981 - wmcontrolled
- with BACT
NOx
- uncontrolled
-~ with BACT
NOTZS

1 0jai Non-growth Area Stationary Source
Ventura Cownty AQMP, Table V-10. Cjai
the cumulative development area.

= 214.0 276.4 232.8
- 44,8 57.R 53,0
—_— 59.9 Ba.4 87.6
-— 23.4 33.8 32.0

- - 214,0 276.4

—_ - 44.8 57.8
- - 59.9 89.4
e - 23,4 33.8

Smission Allocations from
Non=growth Area encompasses

2 Medium Find cumulative emissione from Table F-7, 4ppendix F,



APPENDIX G

FLORAL AND FAUNAL SPECIES LISTS



Following is a floral and faunal inventory prepared for the original CUP-3543
Draft EIR in September, 1975, by Mr. Bill Lockard and Mr. Bob Foulk of the

Ventura County Flood Control District.

According to the information presented in this inventory, no rare or threatened
plant or animal species were observed on the project site. There are, how-
ever, several species reported or expected within the study area which are
considered to be endangered, fully protected, unique, or limited:

Plants Designation

o white alder
(Alnus rhombifolia) limited

White alder is strictly a riparian species and is restricted to
perennial waters. This species occurs in only a few areas in
northeastern Ventura County. Relatively vigorous stands of
alder are found in upper Sisar Creek.

Mammals Designation

o mountain lion
(Felis concolor) unique

Mountain lion are expected to occur within the Upper Ojai Valley
particularly in the mountainous National Forest lands to the
north and east and in the Sulphur Mountain area to the south of
the project area. Recent scientific studies by the California
Department of Fish and Game indicate that mountain lion popula-
tions in the Upper Ojai Valley are presently stable. Currently,
it is unlawful to hunt or kill this species. However, permits
are issued by the California Department of Fish and Game that
allow owners of hunting dogs tolpursue mountain lions subject

to the conditions of the permit.

Birds Designation

o California condor
(Gymnogyps californianus) endangered

o golden eagle -
(Aquila chrysaetos) fully protected

o white-tailed kite
(Elanus leucurus) fully protected

o red-shouldered hawk
(Buteo lineatus) fully protected

The California condor has been designated as an endangered
species by the California Department of Fish and Game and
the United States Fish and Wildlife Service. Although this
species does include the project area within its general
range, existing levels of human disturbance (e.g.. agri-~
cultural, residential, and petroleum-related develop-
ments) have contributed to the gradual elimination of the
Upper Ojai Valley as suitable foraging and roosting habitat
for this species so that only occasional sightings are now
expected.

ITelecon, Mr. Ken Kestner, Wildlife Biologist, United States Forest
Service, and Mr. Fred Adjarian, Boyle Engineering Corporation, 26 March,
1980.



The numerous woodlands within the Upper Ojai Valley are expected to provide
nesting and roosting habitat for several bird of prey species: the white-tailed
kite, red-shouldered hawk, and golden eagle.® These species have been
designated as fully protected species by the California Department of Fish and
Game and are expected to forage over the project area from time to time.

2Telecon, Mr. Rich Clack, Wildlife Biologist, California Department
of Fish and Game, and Mr. Fred Adjarian, Boyle Engineering Corporation,

26 March, 1980.
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—GHAPARRAT—
p MAMMALS
Colaveas Loy LF 7

Common Name
Bat, Big Brown
Hollow place.

Bat, Hoary
Bat, Mexican Free-tailed

Bat, Pallis
(_ Hollow place.

Bat, Red
Bat, Western Big-eared

Bat, Western Mastiff
Bear, Black
Mountains only.

Bobcat
Chipmunk, Lodgepole Pine

Chipmunk, Merriam's

Slopes

Cottontail, Desert
C /4:

eer, Mule

‘VENTURA-COUNTY=

Dhsenis (isaz s s /sz -
&JA CL_L,J_,/g &/
A, /GFES

4

c 4C‘/

Scientific Name

Eptesicus fuscus

Lasiurus cinereus

Tadarida brasiliensis

Antrozous pallidus

Lasiurus borealis

Plecotus townsendi

Eumops perotis

Ursus americanus californicus

Lynx rufus

Eutamias speciosus

Eutamias merriami

Sylvilagus audubonii

Canis latrans

Odocoileus hemionus californicus




Ventura County CHAPARRAL

MAMMAL S (Continued)

Fox, Gray

Gopher, Southern Pocket

Grasshopper Mouse, Southern

Jackrabbit, Black-tailed
open,

Kit Fox, San Joaquin
Valley floor only,

Mountain Lion

Mouse, Brush

Mouse, California

Slopes, dense vegetatiom.

Mouse, Deer

Mouse, House
Mouse, Pinyon
Myotis, Fringed
Myotis, Long-eared
Myotis, Small-footed
Hollow place.
Opossum
Lowlands.
Pipistrelle, Western
Near watercourse,

Pocket Mouse, California

Pocket Mouse, San Joaquin
Rabbit, Brush

sparse vegetation,

Urocyon cinereoargenteus

Thomomys bottae

Onychomys torridus

Lepus californicus

Vulpes macrotis mutica

Felis comncolor californicus

Peromyscus boylei

Peromyscus californicus

Peromyscus maniculatus

Mus mussculus
24S mussculus

Peromyscus truei

Myotis thysanodes

Myotis evotis

Myotis subulatus

Didelphis marsupialis

Pipistrellus hesperus

Perognathus californicus

Perognathus inornatus

Sylvilagus bachmani




Ventura County CHAPARRAL
MAMMALS (Continued)
Racoon

Near water,

Rat, Agile Kangaroo

Rat, Gi
Rat, He
Ringtai
Squirre
Squirre
Shrew,

Shrew,

Skunk,

Skunk,

Weasel,

Open vegetation,
ant Rangaroo

Sparse vegetation,
erman's Kangaroo

Sparse vegetation

1

Procvon lotor

Dipodomvs agilis

Dipodomys ingens

Dipodomys heermanni

Bassariscus astutus

Near water, rock ridges and cliffs.

1, San Joaquin Antelope
Sparse vegetation,
1, White-tailed Antelope
Sparse vegetation.
Ornate
West meadows and near streams.
Trowbridge
Moist, humid.
Spotted
Striped
Two miles from water,
Long-tailed

Near water

Ammosper mophilus nelsoni

Ammosper mophilus leucurus

Sorex ornatus

Sorex trowbridgei

Spilogale putoris

Mephitis mephitis

Mustela frenata




Ventura County CHAPARRAL

MAMMALS (Continued)

Woodrat, Desert Neotoma iepida

Woodrat, Dusky-footed Neotoma fuscipes

Heavy growth,
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VENTORE COUNTY —Hera aomel Biro St Yin
___.3:_ . r v < -
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_ HAMMALS

TN S :
Suitable Habitat {i(: J

Common Name
Bat, Big Brownm

Hollow place.
Hoary

/Bat,

" Bat, Mexican Free-tailed

i

Bat, Pallis

Hollow place.

/

/
¢

. Bat, Red

Bat, Western Big-eared

/
¥ Bat, Western Mastiff
p/iéar, Black

Mountains only,
L/nggat
Chipmunk, Lodgepole Pine

V/Ehipmunk, Merriam's
' Slopes

V/bottontail, Desert
Coyote

Deer, Mule

=
i

oo Crcelo

AR SFES
(14

Scientific Name

Eptesicus fuscus

Lasiurus cinereus

Tadarida brasiliensis

Antrozous pallidus

Lasiurus borealis

Plecotus townsendi

Eumops perotis

Ursus americanus californicus

Lynx rufus

Eutamias speciosus

Eutamias merriami

Sylvilagus audubonii

Canis latrans

Odocoileus hemionus californicus




Ventura County CHAPARRAL

MAMMALS (Continued)

;/f;x, Gray
bfﬁgpher, Southern Pocket
Vfﬁgsshopper Mouse, Southern
Jackrabbit, Black-tailed
open, sparse vegetation,
Kit Fox, San Joaquin
Valley floor only,.
Mountain Lion
L/fbuse, Brush
u/ﬁbuse, California
Slopes, dense vegetation,
Vfbuse, Deer
Mouse, House
Mouse, Pinyon
L/’ﬁyotis, Fringed
.- Myotis, Long-eared
Myotis, Small-footed
Hollow place.
Opossum
Lowlands,
3//Pipistrelle, Western
| Near watercourse,
Vﬁ%d@tMmme,Cﬂiﬁer

Pocket Mouse, San Joaquin

,~Rabbit, Brush

Urocvon cinereocargenteus

Thomomys bottae

Onychomys torridus

Lepus californicus

Vulpes macrotis mutica

Felis concolor californicus

Peromyscus boylei

Peromyscus californicus

Peromyscus maniculatus

Mus mussculus

Peromyscus truei

Myotis thysanodes

Myotis evotis

Myotis subulatus

Didelphis marsupialis

Pipistrellus hesperus

Perognathus californicus

Perognathus inornatus

Sylvilagus bachmani




Ventura County CHAPARRAL

MAMMALS (Continued)
./ -
”"Racoon Procvon lotor

Near water.

Rat, Agile Kangaroo Dipodomys agilis

Open vegetation,

Rat, Giant Kangaroo Dipodomys ingens

Sparse vegetation.

Rat, Heerman's Kangaroo Dipodomys heermanni

Sparse vegetation

Ringtail Bassariscus astutus

Near water, rock ridges and cliffs.

Squirrel, San Joaquin Antelope Ammosper mophilus nelsoni

Sparse vegetation,

Squirrel, White-tailed Antelope Ammosper mophilus leucurus

Sparse vegetation,
Shrew, Ornate Sorex ornatus

West meadows and near streams.

Shrew, Trowbridge Sorex trowbridgei
Moist, humid,

//gLunk, Spotted Spilogale putoris

\/ékunk, Striped Mephitis mephitis

Two miles from water.

;
/heasel, Long-tailed Mustela frenata

Near water




Ventura County CHAPARRAL

MAMMALS (Continued)
Woodrat, Desert

%/1;odrat, Dusky- footed

Heavy growth,

Neotoma iepida

Neotoma fuscipes
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REPTILES AND AMPHIBIANS
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Common Kame

bBoa, Southern Rubber (R)
Bullfrog '

Coachwhip

Ensatina

Frog, Red-legged

Froz, Yellow-legged

Gecko, PBanded

KRingsnaie, California Mountain
Kingsnalte, Common

Lizard, Blunt-nosed Leopard (E)
' Lizard, California Legless
Lizard, Califormia Side-blotched
Lizard, Coast Horned

Lizard, Great Basin Fence

| v oo by s
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15, Lizard, Leopard

16, Lizard, Sagebrush

Ly, lizard, Southern Alligator
18. Lizard, Western Fence

19, Newt, California

20 Racer

21, Racer, Striped

22. Rattlesnake, Southern Pacific
23, Salamander, Arboreal

24 Salamander, California Slender
25, Salamander, California Tiger
26, Salamander, Pacific Slender
27 Slink, Gilberts

28. Skink, Western

29, Snake, Blaclk=-headed

30, Snake, California Lyre

FE Snake, Common Garter

32, Snake, Glossy

33, snake, Gopher

34, Snake, Long-nosed

s, Snake, Night

36, Snake, Ringneck

37. Snake, Two-striped Garcer

38 Snake, Western Aquatic Qarter

Scientific Name
=T 11C hame

Charina bottae

Hana catesheiana
Masticaphis ilacellum
Ensatina eschscholrzi
Rana aurora

Rana bovlei

Coleonvx variegatus
Lampropeltis zonata
Lampropelils getulus
Crotaphvtus sailus
Anniella pulchra

Uta stansburiana hesperis
Fhryrniosoma coronarom Irontale
Sceloporus occidentalis
biseriatus

Crotaphytus wislizenss
Sceloporus gracosus
Gerrhonotls multicarinatus
Ler

Sceloporus occidentalis
occidentalis
Taricha torosa
Coluber constrictor
Masticophis lateralis
Crotalus viridis helleri
Aneides Tipubris
datrachoseps attenuatus
Ambvstoma tipgrinum callforniens.
Batrachoseps pacifcous
Lumeces gilberci

Eumeces skiltonianus
fantilla planiceps
Trimorphodon vandenbergi
Thamiophis sivtalls

Arizona clezmans

Pituophis melamoleucus
Rhinocheilus lecontel
Hypsiplena torquata
Diadophis punctatus
Lhamnophis couchi hammandi
Ihamnophis coGehi




Ventura County REPTILES & AMPHIBIANS
CHECKLIST (Continued)

Common Name Scientific Name
~ommon_Name

36, Snake, Western Blind Le¥totphloFs humilis
40, Snzke, Western Pateh-nosed salvadora hexa epis
41, Snake, Western Terrescrizl Garter Thamnopl T

_— 115 elecans
42, Spadefool, Western ScaEEEoEus hammondl
B

43, Toad, Southwestern Uio microscaphus californicus

(2738 Toad, Western Bulo boreas

45, Treefrog, California Hyla californiae

46, Treefrog, Pacific Hyla repilla

47. Turtle, Western Pond EIemmﬁs marmorata pallida

48, Whiptail, Western nemidophorus Eigris
multlscutatus

(R) = Rare =

(E) = Endangered

G-24



Common Nams

VENTURA COUNTY

R IZ dept v 75

e s
_I:c‘:z;.g.-‘r._ G ol Shmires S Wibeigee v
T3 et AP e f/ £ T
b I A A P Lad Ffvinc,
i

Crzo. - Btin Cooeks

REPTILES AND AMPHIBIANS

i I *m

Loz, Southern Rubber
Bullfrog

Coachwhip

Ensarina

Frog, Red-legged
Frog, Yellow-legged

Cecko, Banded

~—Hingsnake, California Mountain

(R)

il

D O Oy L B s R

Lizard,
Lizard,
»./’Lizarci 5
r~Lizard,
Lizarg,

.

[ T WU iy
w bl o

[oe]

) Lizard,
i Lizard,
17. Lizard,
18. " Lizard,

—
[ex]

Kingsnake, Common

Blunt-nosed Leopard (E)
California Legless

California Side-blotched

Coast Horned
Great Basin Fence

Leopard

Sagebrush

Southern Alligator
Western Fence

19, Newt, California

20, Racer
21, ~"Ra 3
2. cer
23. '

24,

25,

Striped

1~ Rattlesnake, Southern Pacific
Salamander, Arboreal
Salamander, California Slender
Szlamander, California Tiger

26, Salamander, Pacific Slender

27. Skink,
28. | “Bkink,
29 Snake,
30, Snake,
31. Snake,
32, Snake,

33.__ . “Snake,
36, Snake,
35, Snalke,

36, Snake,
37, Snale,
38, Snake,

Gilberts

Western
Black-headed
California Lyre
Common Garter
Glossy

Gonher

Long-nosed

Wight

Ringneel
Two-striped Garter
Western Aquatic Garter

Scientific Name

Charina bottae
Rana catesbeiana
Masticaplis flacellum
Ensatina eschscholtzl
REna aurpra
Rana bpvlel
Coleonyx variesatus
Lampropeltis zonata
Lampropeltis gertulus
Crotaphvtus silus
Amnlella pulchra

Uta stansburiana hesperis
Phirynosoma coronatum rfrontale
Sceloporus cccidentalis

biseriatus

Crotaphvtus wislizeniy

SCELOPOTUS eracosus

GerrhonoEns T el e inatus

sceloporus occidentalis

occidentalis
Taricha tornsa
oluber constrictor

Masticophis lateralis

Crotalus viridis helleri

Aneides lupubris

Batrachoseps attenuatus

Ambystoma tigrinum californiens.
Batrachoseps pacifcus

Eumeces pilbercy

Eumeces skilConianus

Tantilla planiceps

Irimorphodon vandenbergi
Thamnophis sirtalis

Arizona elegans

Pituophis melanoleucus
RhinocheiTus lecontel
Hvpsiglena torquata

Uiadophis punctatus

Lhamnophis couchi hammondi
Thamnophis couchi




Ventura County REPTILES & AMPHIBIANS
CHECRLIST (Continued)

Common Name Scientific Name

39, Snake, Western Blind LcntotnhloEs humilis

40, Snake, Western Patch-nased Salvadora hesa 2pLS

41, Snakke, Western Terrestrial Garter Thamnophis elegans

42, Spadefoot, Western Scaphiopus hammondi

43, Tnad, Southwestern Bufo microscaphus californicus

44, Toad, Western Bufo boreas

45, Ireefrog, California Hyla californiae

40, Treefrog, Pacific H¥Ia regilla

47, Turtle, Western Pond emmys marmorata pallida

48. 7~ Whiptail, Western Cnemidophorus tigris
multiscutatus

(R) = Rare -

(E) = Endangered

G-26



APPENDIX H

CUMULATIVE PROJECT-GENERATED TRAFFIC



DETERMINATION OF EXISTING PRODUCTION PHASE ADT (by vehicle type)

Passenger Vehicles

Assuming one person to operate onsite production equipthent, a total of 2.0
ADT will be generated per well. From Table 3 and Table 4, there are a
total of 226 production wells. Therefore:

(226 wells) x (2.0 ADT/well) = ¢52.0 ADT
Pickup Trucks

From Table 3 and Table 4, estimates of ADT were made based upon the

number of well sites:
Mode of Oil Quantity

Permit No. ADT Transport (bbl/day)
CUP-15 20 Pipe -
CUP-325 12 Pipe s
CUP-764 2 Pipe -
CUP-224 4 Pipe ---
CUP-293 4 Truck 28.0
CUP-3319 2 Truck 232.8
CUP-3344 2 Pipe ---
- CUP-3543 2 Truck 5.6
(3) 2 Truck 38.8
M-45 2 Truck 2.0
M-26 2 Truck 12.0
M-T74 2 Truck 2.0
CUP-37 2 Truck 6.0
ANDERSON 2 Truck 18.0
CUP-~3344 MOD 10 Pipe -—=
CUP-3653 _2 Pipe ===
72 ADT 345.2

Tank Trucks (existing)

From Table 3, a distinction was made as to which permittee would transport
production oil by pipe or by truck. Once thig determination was made, the
total quantity (bbl/day) was caleulated (using information from Table 2)

for all production oil currently "trucked out." Given the known volume of

a standard tank truck (180 bbl/truck), total tank truck ADT was determined
as follows:

(345.2 bbl/day) : (180 bbl/truck) = 1.9 trucks/day
Assuming approximately two tank trucks per day, each generating 2.0 ADT:
(2trucks) x (2.0 ADT/truck) = 4.0 ADT
It was assumed that an additional 3.0 ADT would be generated as a result of

the approval of additional oil permits and any "overflow' situation that could
Occur within the existing ARCO pipeline.

Tank Trucks (future)

Using assumptions similar to those presented above, it was determined that
there would be a reduction in future tank truck traffic. A total of one and
one-half tank trucks or 3.0 ADT was deemed sufficient to handle future
production needs.



DETERMINATION OF PROPOSED PRODUCTION PHASE ADT
(by vehicle type)

Passenger Vehicles

Total passenger vehicle ADT calculations were baged upon information pro;
vided by each applicant regarding personnel requirements during this phase:

Proposed Permit No. No. of Persons
CUP-3680/3881 10
CUP-3688 3
CUP-3869 2

Therefore: (15 people) x (2.0 ADT/person) = 30 ADT

Pickup Trucks

Assuming a high find scenario, the amount of pickup truck traffic was
calculated using information from Table 5:

(9 sites) x (2.0 ADT/site) = 18.0 ADT

Tank Trucks
From Footnote 2 of Table 10 and information from Table 5, the total quantity

of oil produced (bbls/day) was calculated. Given the known volume of a
standard tank truck (180 bbl/truck), total tank truck ADT was determined

as follows:
(1,300 bbla/day) : (180 bbla/truck) = 7.2 trucks/day
Assuming approximately seven tank trucks per day, each generating 2.0 ADT:
(7.0 trucks) x (2.0 ADT/truck) = 14.0 ADT
DETERMINATION OF PRORBABLE PRODUCTION PHASE ADT
(by vehicle type)

Passenger Vehiclesg

Total passenger vehicle ADT calculations were based upon information given
in Table 6 regarding the number of high find production wells:

(46 wells) x (2.0 ADT/well) = 92.0 ADT

Pickup Trucks

Assuming a high find scenario, pickup truck traffic was calculated using
information from Table 6:

(28 sites) x (2.0 ADT/site) = 56.0 ADT

Tank Trucks (initial)

From information presented in Footnote 2 of Table 10 and Table 6, a distinc-
tion was made as to which permittee would transport production oil by pipe
or by truck. Once this determination was made, the total quantity of oil pro-
duced (bbls/day) was calculated. Given the known velume of a standard tank
truck (180 bbl/truek), total tank truck ADT was determined as follows:

(1,700 bbls/day) : (180 bblg/truck) = 9.4 trucks/day
Assuming approximately nine tank trucks per day, each generating 2.0 ADT:

(9.0 trucks) x (2.0 ADT/truck) = 18.0 ADT



Tank Trucks (future)

From information presented in Footnote 3 of Table 10 and Table 6, a distinc-
tion was made as to which permittee would transport production oil by pipe
or by truck. Once this.determination was made, the number of tank trucks
calculated reflect those permittees who (in the future) will continue to "truck
out' production oil after all pipelines are constructed:

(1,640 bbls/day) : (180 bbls/truck) = 9.1
Agsuming approximately nine truecks per day, each generating 2.0 ADT:

(9.0 trucks) x (2.0 ADT) = 18.0 ADT
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Appendix 1

DRAFT EIR DISTRIBUTION AND NOTIFICATION LIST

A. EIR Sent to:

1.

Federal Agencies

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, San Francisco

U.S. Forest Service, 0jai (Walter Schloer), Santa Barbara

U.S5. Fish and Wildlife Service, Laguna Niguel (Gary Wheeler,
John Wolfe)

U.S. Corps of Engineers - Navigation Branch, Los Angeles
(Ted Yee)

U.S. Soil Conservation Service

State Agencies

State Clearinghouse (15 copies)

—State Division of 0il and Gas, Santa Paula, Sacramento =-
State Fish and Game, Long Beach (Duane Maxwell)
Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles
Caltrans, Los Angeles
University of California Farm and Home Advisor, Ventura

County Agencies

Ventura County Air Pollution Control District
Ventura County Flood Control District

Ventura County Public Works Agency

Ventura County Sheriff's Department

Ventura County Property Administration Agency
Ventura County Fire Prevention Bureau

Ventura County Resource Management Agency Counter
Ventura County Clerk of the Board

Ventura County Environmental Report Review Committee

Local Agencies

City of 0Ojai

City of Santa Paula

Ojai Resource Protection District
Casitas Municipal Water District
0Ojai Unified School District

Public Depositories

E.P. Foster Library
0jai Library

Santa Paula Library
Summit Fire Station

Organizations:

Ojai Valley Area Plan Technical Advisory Committee
0jai valley News (Polly Bee)

Star Free Press (Greg Zoroya)

Citizens to Preserve the 0Ojai

Citizens to Preserve the Upper Qjai

East Ojai Valley Property Owners' Association
Sulphur Mountain Property Owners' Association
Casitas Munincipal Water District



DRAFT ETR DISTRIBUTION AND NOTIFICATION LIST - Continued

Notice of EIR Availability:

Audubon Society

The Greater Ojai Fund’

Sierra Club

League of Women Voters

Southern California Edison Company
Environmental Coalition

United States Geological Survey
Ojai Resource Association District

Agnes Baron John Taft
Janet Beymer p Charles Andrews
John. R. WhitmanV’ Paul EKruse
Muriel Sharkey Howard Pavlik
Betty De Busscherey, Stephen Reiss
Dean O. Thompson Rusty Bostwick
Dok Smith L.H. Stewart+"
John M. Long Jane Helm

All property owners located within 300 feet of the subject property.

I-2



APPENDIX J
COMMENTS RECEIVED AND AGENCY RESPONSE

(To be inserted at the end of the public review/
comment period for the revised version of CUP-3543)
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RESOURCE MANAGEMENT AGENCY

COUMtY ofY

Planning Division
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June 16, 1980

Mr. John R. Whitman
12615 Koenigstein Road
Santa Paula, CA 93060

Dear Mr. Whitman:

Subject: Response to Your Comments Regarding the EIR Update for
Conditional Use Permit No. CUP-3543 (Phoenix West-
Agnew 0il Well)

The purpose of this letter is to respond to your comments provided
by your wife per telephone communication to Steve Chase of the
Planning Division on May 14, 1980, regarding the adequacy of the
EIR Update for CUP-3543. 3 copy of this letter will be included
in the final version of thal report under Appendix J. Comments
Received and Agency Response. A copy of that final report will
be forwarded to you in the next few days.

During sald communication, Mr., Chase reguested Mrs. Whitman to
forward your comments in writing to us for inclusion in the
fipal report. As explained, the purpose of the reguest was %o
avoid misinterpretation ¢f your concerns by staff. Since we
have not received written comments nor further verbal comments
frem you regarding the EIR update, staff is herein responding to
your concerns as understood from the discussion with Mrs. Whitman
on May 14. .

# T
%

Extent of Physical Area Assessed

Mre. Whitman expresssd corncern over the extent of the physical
ar=a assessed in the cumulative impact portion of the EIR Update
(pages 28-5U). starr understocd that in your opinion, each of
the environmental topics discussed in the report should have

been assessed relative to the physical environment and cumulzative
project setting extending from 3anta Paula to Lake Casitas,
rather than the smaller physical area which skaff felt was
sufficient for analysis. TFor reference, staff determined (through
the Initial Study and Notice of Preparation pracesses) that the
extent of physical area necessary for the cumulative assessment
of each topic, varied as follows:

800 South Victoria Avenue, Ventura, CA 93009




Mr. John R. Whitman
June 12, 1930

Page 2

Tovic Area of Analysis

Traffic Highway 150 from Dennison Grade to
Santa Paula; and Koenigstein Road.

Alr Quality 0jai Valley/Santa Paula Air Shed

Noise Sisar/Bear Creek Area

Groundwater Upper Ojai Valley (portions)

Flora & Fauna Upper Ojai Valley

Aesthetices Upper Ojail Valley

Staff's determination to 1imit the cumulative assessments to
these areas was based upon our desire to provide a meaningful
frame of reference for comparing the added impacts coming from
projects within the same physical setting. Staff felt that it
was unreasonable that each toplc be assessed relative to the
total area between Santa Paula and Lake Casitas, because for
most of the topics (with the exception of air guality) the
physical size of that area is too broad to provide a meaningful
frame of reference for cumulative project impact analysis. For
example, the analysis of traffic, noise, and aesthetic impacts
generated by o0il and gas production projects in Santa Paula do
not generally combine with or add to those impacts generated by
such projects in the Upper Ojai Valley. Staff believes that the
same holds true for oil projects located west of Lake Casitas.

Extent of Cumulative Projects Assessed

Mrs. Whitman indicated that in your opinion, the EIR Update
underestimates the amount of future oil and gas production
activity which could take place in the Upper Ojai Valley, Ojai,
Natlonal Forest area, and Santa Paula; and therefore, the report
underestimates the amount of environmental impact which could
occur given future cumulative project buildout. Mrs. Whitman
specifically cited what you believe to be deficiencies in analysis,
as follows:

i, COMMENT :

Since CUP-15 (Arco) does not include a condition which
would 1imit the number of wells/production units which
could be developed within its permit boundaries, nor in-
cludes a permit expiration date, an undeterminable amount
of 0il well production activity could occur under that’
permit. Since said amount of activity could exceed that
which was accounted for in the EIR Update, the extent of
possible cumulative project impacts discussed could be
underestimated.
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Mr. John R. Whitman
June 12, 1980
Page 3

RESPONSE:

Staff believes that the EIR Update is adequate in its
treatment of CUP-15, computation of future cumulative
project activities, and associated 1mpact analysis. First,
the reported information on future oil production activities
under CUP-15 and other permits and/or mineral leases were
derived by requesting each of the oil operators to respond
to the attached questionnaire. Furthermore, as explained
on page 28 of the report, numerous discussions were held
between the o0il operators , staff, the EIR consultants and
the State Division of 0il and Gas to obtain factual infor-
mation, -credible estimates of future production, and clari-
fication of data provided. 1In essence, every reasonable
effort was made to develop reliable medium and high-find
production scenarios for use in the cumulative project
assessments.

Secondly, pages 33 and 37 of the report fully discuss means
by which the cumulative project totals could become offset
(either up or down) due to many direct and indirect variables.
The report conversely implies that the impact findings
could adjust accordingly. For example, although the reader
is told that Arco plans to develop five (5) additional
wells on CUP-15, the actual amount of development under
that permit may exceed or fall short of that amount given
various factors. The report then discusses those factors,
including the availability of exportation facilities (which
the report indicates are in short supply), the availability
of dri¥ling rigs (which are also reported in short supply),
known versus unknowr reserves, negative public attitudes,
deregulation of the price of domestlc crude oil, the opening
of large blocks of land in the National Forest for oil
development, etec. Again, it is staff's belief that the
report is adequate in defining cumulative project impacts
in that reasonable "good faith" efforts have been made to
qualify unknowns or variable factors faced by the oil
industry and government in determining the future amount of
production activity and resultant environmental impact.

2. COMMENT : ’
No information is available on the extent of future praduction
activity within the National Forest. The cumulative analy-
sis could be offset if large blocks of National Forest land
are opened up for oil development.

= ~ RESPONSE:

Staff notes that Figure 8 of the EIR Update illustrates
Federal lands within the project planning area that are
under consideration for oil and gas exploration, and page




Mr. John R. Whitman
June 12, 1980
Page 4

37 of the report briefly discusses the analysis procedures
used by the Forest Service and the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment for such projects. Once again, the report points out
that o0il production within the National Forest represents a
variable factor which could affect the extent of probable
cumulative production activites. Conversely, staff believes
that this factor could offset the identifled cumulative
impacts; however, the extent to which such offset could
occur is undeterminable until the Forest Service completes
their environmental studies and provides preliminary recom-
mendations on the matter. These actions are expected to
take place later this year.

Relative to matters not pertaining to the EIR Update, but
rather to the condition of the permit, Mrs. Whitman indicated
that all required landscaping has died, and flaring continues
to be a nuisance. In response to your concerns, staff has
contacted the present operator to immediatly remediate the
landscaping problem. Relative to flaring, staff reminds

you of Condition No. 31 of the permit which allows the
flaring of 100,000 cubic feetdf natural gas per day. Staff
checked with the Air Pollution Control District on this
matter. District staff indicated that they do not believe
sald flaring from project has presented a serious problem.

In conclusion, staff believes that every reasonable "good
faith" effort has been made in the development of the EIR
Update, and that said report should be certified by the
Board of Supervisors as sufficiently meeting all court
ordered and administrative criteria for adequacy. Staff
notes that the cumulative assessments provided in the EIR
Update are identical to that which were provided in the EIR
for CUP-3688 (Argo), and that the Board of Supervisors
vpreviously found the cumulative assessment to be adequate
in its certification of the Argo EIR.

If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact
Steve Chase of the Planning Division at (805) 654-2460.

Sincerely,

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT AGENCY

RKL:dv/684

Attachment: Questionnaire
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‘ENVIRONMENTAL REg_,URCE AGENCY (
: a e Building & Planning Services
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May 10, 1979

Dear Sir or Madam:
Subject: Future 0il Drilling/Production Activity in the Upper Ojai Valley

The Ventura County Environmental Resdyrce Agency, has contracted with Boyle
Enginzsering Corparation, Ventura California, to prepare a group of
Environmental Impact Reports which will focus specifically on four proposed oil
drilling/production Canditional Use Permits and cumulatively will address the
future projected ail drilling/production activities in the Upper Ojaj Valley, f

In an attempt lo develop reasonable projections for the future activities, we are
asking all oil drilling/production operators in the Upper Ojai Valley to assist us
by ecompleting the attached questionaire. * Additionally, we would welcome any
information and comments you have an this subject, as reflected from your
experience and knowledge gained from your existing operations and future
goals:  We will respect your wishes concerning any information you fesl is
confidential. -

Please complete and mail the questionaire in the attached envelope by May 25,
1979, if at all possible. For any clarifications and assistance you may require
in this matter, call Mr. Bruce Smith, Ventura County Planning Division, (805)
648-6871, or Mr. Rick Mauck, Boyle Engineering Corporation, (805) G48-6871.
Sincerely,

ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE ‘AGENCY

VictoF R, Hushands, Director
Building and Plarfning Services

VRH:dP41y

Attachment: Figure 1 - Existiné; Qil Drilling Permits

MAIN OFFICE
800 South Viciaria, Ventura, CA 92009
BRANCH OFFICES
¢ District 3, 2400 Vantyra Boulevurd, Camarillo, CA 93010 (805} 482-8341

Camarii

3imi Vailey, Dustricl 2, 3209 Cochran Street, Simi, CA 93065 {305} $22-3012




Preparer's Name/Phone

Firm/Address

CUP No(s). (IF Applicable)

1

UPPER OJAI VALLEY
OlL DRILLTNG/PRODUCTION ACTIVITY
QUESTIONMAIRE

Please use the attached map to identify locations and number of probable
Tuture drill sites for CUPs or areas under your control. Also please note
number of production wells per drill site.

Please use the attached map to identify locations of all existing and
probable future drilling/production support facilities (pipelines, transfer
facilities, gathering points, access roads, etc.) for CUPs or areas under
your control.

Do you have any comments on the timing when the proposed and prabable
drilling/production acti\_/iti;es may be instituted? (Note on maps if

"applicable)

Please_ comment on anticipated oil production rates typically found in the
Upper Ojai Valley:

High find - Medium (Average) find -
Other Comments -

)

Do you have any other comments on future oil drilling/production activities

in the Uppaer Ojai Valley? (Attach sheets if necessary. )
—

—_— = S ————— EeEee

Vould vou like Lhis information to remain confidential? Yes No

Please include when you return your questionnaire any addilional data,
information, maps, letlers, etc. you feel may be helpful to us.

Would you like lo discuss this questionnaire further with us?
Yos No, not at this time

Thank you very much for your time and assistance in this matler,
RICK MAUCK, BoILE ENGINEERING CORPORATION

Ventura, (805) 642-6371
and the VENTURA COUNTY ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE AGENCY

P3Ty2
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12601 Koenigstein Rd.
Santa Paula, Ca. 93060
¥ay 1, 1980

Mr, Steve Chase

Planning Division

County of Ventura

800 S. Victoria Ave. ’
Ventura, Ca. 93003

Dear Mr., Chase:
RE: CUP 3543 Phoenix West 0il end Gas Co.

We have reviewed the Draft EIR Update., It seems very
similar to the EIR for CUP 3688 Argo Petroleum Company.

It does not include a review of the residential land use
in the area or address the impact on residential neighbors.

We live on the property adjoining the North West corner.
We observe flaring frequently and are especially concerned
about flaring during the fire season.

What sort of landscaping is being required? We would like
to see eucalyptus trees planted very close together zround
all oil well and tank sibes. We do notithink nabive shrubs
grow tall enough to screen huge tanks. Attached is some
suggested landscaping trees for fire areas. There are 1o
signs of any landscaping., Irrigation and maintenance of
any landscaping should alse be required.

The 0il company vehilcles use the access road near our
mailboxes. The Moores, mineral owners, would not share in

the cost of resurfacing the road last Year and no restoration

is being made. Very heavy trucks break off the edges and
make a big hole where they turn off.

Could the County consider flaring, landscaping and road
maintenance during the monthly and yearly reviews as
mentioned in Condition 15 and 35?

AT g

i
) Philfp G. and Ruth M. Smith

J-8



which are very altractive to ln(
Readity available at nurserices.

Shirubs

Ceanothus griseus horizontalls
(Cuarmel creeper) = Low growing,
drought-resistant, evergreen shrub
with thick leathery leaves and
bright blue MTowers in the spring. Tu
is used as individual specimens orin
clunps of Lwo or three plants. A
single plant will spread to as wide as
10 fect. Most nurseries have it

Cistus wvellosus (rockrosc) — Low,
sprcading cvergreen shrub,
dvought-resistant, attractive purple
flowers.

Heteromeles arbutifolia (toyon) —
Onc of the best Califomia natives.
This droughi-resistant plant bears
masscs of Drilliant red berries that
remain for many months. It should
be used as a large specimen shrub or
tree, and is available. from most

-nurscries.

. Nerium oleander (olander) —

Sturdy, tough, attractive summer-
flowering shrub that is very tolerant
of drought. The plant grows to a
height of 20 fect and may reach a
width of 25 feet.

CAUTION: Although

widcly grown, it should

be realized that all parts

of this plant are nnison.
Q. Many of us need good rolinble
mllormenon regarding firo-retardont
pfants, Are there any you conside
fireproof? B. K,, Calabaaas

A. No plant will stap an advaneing
fira but many resist fire bellsr than
Gthers and can actyally siow it pro-
gress, Catalina cherry, ltalian buck-
thorn, mycporum, prostrals rasemary,

s——germander and evergreen sumac ara

among e preferced resisiant plants,
The Los Angeles State ang C.?ounly
Arboretum in Arcadla pubtilishes a
booklet that lisis olhers, ¥

by paul b, engler
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Rhanmnus alaternus (Ialian buck-
thom) — Large cvergreen shraly or
small tree with dink green leaves, Tt
Dears deep blue hervies in the Tall,
and is extremely drought-tolerant,
A limited supply is available.

Rhus integrifolia (lemonade
berry) — Native shruly that is very
drought-tolerant once established.
A limited quantity is being
produced.

Trees
20 -de 4T A PR

Ceratonia siligua (carob) — Readily
available trec commonly used in
landscapes, parks, and strects in
southern Califomia. Tt is pest free
and tolerant of alkaline soil and

drought.
5 te R0 47 *

LEucalyptus spp. — Many species of
drought-resistant trees, especially
adapted to California climate. May
be chosen in all shapes and sizes,
flower colar, etc. Produce consider-
able litter, and must bé well
pruned. Should be kept away from
structures.

ol T R 14/

_Urr-ll?f--‘hrfm'fn califernica (Calilornia

P

A5 - e Bay
~hinus molle (Calilomia pepper) —

- very drought-tolerant, must be well

pruncd and produces some litter.
Generally avui
FECETSS S P O
Schinus terebmthifolia (Brazilian
pepper) — Grows 15 1o 30 leethigh
and requires litie care except
occasional pruning to maintain its
shape. ‘Tt requires irvigation and is
not_hardy where temperatures drop
below 20 degrees. Generally
available. ™ T

Jaurel) — California native recom-
mended for erosion control. Not all
uurserics carry it

Washingtonia spp. (fan palms) —
Upright palns which are drought-
resistant and well-adapted in milder
arcas. OId [ronds must be removed
to eliminate the fire hazard.

Many other palms would
be adaptable and usable.
Check with your
nurseryman.

To Landscape Burned Areas

@ Prevent erosion with:

Jute matting or straw mulch
Quick-growing ground covers

s Control regrowth of undesirable brush

® Plant trees and shrubs
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Planning Division

Dennis Davis, AICP
Manager

June 18, 1980

Ruth M. and Philip G. Smith
12601 Koenigstein Road
Santa Paula, CA 93060

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Smith:
Subject: RESPONSE TO YOUR LETTER REGARDING THE EIR UPDATE FOR

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. CUP-3543 (PHOENIX WEST OIL
DEVELOPMENT - UPFER OJAT VALLEY)

The purpose of this letter is to respond to your letter of May 1, 1980
regarding the draft EIR Update. A copy of your letter and this response
will appear in the final version of that report, which is to be submitted

to the Board of Supervisors on June 24, 1980 for certification of compliance
with the State EIR Guidelines and the California Environmental fuality Act,
By now you should have received a copy of the legal notice regarding the
Board's public hearing of June 24; if not, please contact Steve Chase of the
Planning Division at (805) 654-2460 for information and assistance. A copy
of the final EIR Update is attached.

In response to your opening remarks regarding the similarity of the EIR Update
with the EIR for CUP-3688 (Argo), staff suggests that you carefully review the
Introduction to the Update, provided on pages 1, 2, and 3. You should note
that the Update was developed by combining the "individual® project impact
assessments included in the original EIR for this project, with the “cumulative"
project impact assessments included in the Argo EIR and other EIRs which were
developed as part of the Upper Ojai Valley 01] and Gas Development Master EIR
Study, 1978-1980. The Introduction also discusses the Jawsuit which resuitad
in the County preparing the Update. The Introduction also discusses the pur-
pose of the Board of Supervisors public hearing of June 24, 1980 and related
matters that the Board of Supervisors will be requested to act upon.

Contrary to your opening statements regarding land use impacts, staff believes
that the Update provides an adequate assessment of the prablems/conflicts be-
tueen Valley residents and oil and gas development activities. Specifically,

the report briefly identifies existing and planned residential arowth in the
Upper 0Ojai Valley on page 31; discusses nedative public attitudes towards oil
activities in the area; indicates that there have been numerous public complaints
about 0il activities in the area; and in particular cites local public ecriticism
of 0il related truck traffic (see pages 33 and 37). 0On page 37, the Update notes
that, "By expanding the oil drilling/production activities, in general, in the
Upper Ojai, probable future projects are likely to increase the interface between
Valley residents and oil activities, and thus increase land use confijets."

800 South Victoria Avenue, Ventura, CA 93009




Ruth M. and Philip G, Smith June 18, 1980
12601 Koenigstein Road Page 2

Furthermore, three of the six cumulative assessments presented in the Update
(traffic, noise and aesthetics) are directly related to said interface and
conflicts experienced. Staff beljeves that within the context of an &IR,
nothing more could be written which would further the basic understanding of
the land use related problems/conflicts between Valley residents and ail and
gas development activities.

In response to your comments on flaring, staff notes that Condition Number 31

of the existing permit allows the flaring of 100,000 cubic Feet of natural gas
per day (see Appendix D). Staff checked with the Air Pollution Control District
regarding your comment on this matter. District staff indicated that present
management plans account for these flarings, and that serious problems have naot
been detected nor complaints reported. Staff also checked with the Fire Pre-
vention District regarding your concerns about flaring in an extreme fire hazard
area. District staff indicated that adherence to Condition Numbers 59 through
63 of the existing permit would provide adequate public safety protection for
the project area. The District's records show that the flaring equipment and
water storage tank capacity meet their fire code requirements. IFf you have
additional concerns regarding these matters, it is suggested that you directly
contact Larry Scott of the Air Pollution Control District at (805) 654-280] or
Fred Peeples of the Fire Protection District at (805) 654-0440.

Thank you for submitting the information an shrubs, trees and fire-retardant
plants, At the time when the landscape plan for the project was developed

(late 1978), our emphasis was upon native re-vegetation because of its high
potential for fast and effective growth and screening. Staff did not, of course,
anticipate that the operator would not maintain the Tandscaped areas and allow
much of the re-vegetation to fail. Upan learning of this situation from your
letter and an additional resident in the area, staff contacted the operator and
instructed him to immediately remediate the problem by re-vegetating in aceordance
with the approved landscaping plan, as well as provide effective maintenance to
assure on-going piant growth and screening.

In response to your concerns regarding access road conditiens, Condition Number
27 of the existing permit requires oil resurfacing for retardatijon of dust
collection and dispersion from vehicular traffic. Base material and/or asphalt
resurfacing wera not felt to he necessary in this regard. Staff understands
your concerns regarding ruts or heles in the road and suggest your continued
contact with Phillip Moore for resolution of this matter between yourselves,

Lastly, at the time that the permit was approved and conditions imposed, staffing
levels permitted annual and more frequent inspections of the project site and
enforcement of permit conditions by the Planning Division, Mr. Chase of the
Planning Division was at that time the zoning enforcement contact for this project,
and frequent site inspections were conducted for purposes of condition checking

and resolution of complaints. However, given reduced revenues and changing fiscal
priorities, the Planning Division enforcement staff was reduced in 1978 from Four
to one personnel. This situation may have generally contributed to the loss of
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landscaping and alleged deterioration of roadway maintenance during the last
couple of years. It is expected, however, that given recent impiementation

of new enforcement techniques and a better managed program, that minor condi-
tion problems such as those which you cite in your letter can be taken care

of by staff in the future. In this regard, staff requests that if these pro-
blems continue to persist, that you contact Drew Madrigal of the Planning Divi-
sion at (805) 654-2462 for enforcement related information and assistance,

Sincerely,

RESOURCEAMANAGEMENT AGENCY

DENNIS T. ODAVIS, AIC
Manager, Planning Division

DTD:bn
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lay 7, 1980

Robert Laughlin, Supervisor
Environmental Review Section
Resource Management Agency
800 South Victoria Avenue
Ventura, California - 93009 RE: Amended EIR for
Pheonix West 0il Corporation

Dear Mr. Laughlin:

I find the document inadequate in two specific areas
namely,

1. Polielng power for the protection of fresh potable
ground water.

2. The lack of a provision limiting the use of certain
chemicals or acids during the drilling and completion of the
well,

The protection of fresh potable water is too important
to be dependent upon the prerogative of DOG's remote control
or the integrity of drilling contractors or those of oil
company culture., .

History will show that California's Dog was established
by and in the interests of the leadens in the oil industry
specifically against independent promoters and/or so~called
unscrupulous comvetitors and in general to protect the
purity of OIL from contamination by WATER - good or bad.

Theory, on paper, is one thing -- Practice, on-the-job,
18 another. ®Eavironmentalists in the oil pateh are loved
like the plague. (As an aside) Upper Ojal graffiti on an
ollfield gate reads, "Have a Bnvironmentalist for Breakfast",

In spite of all the "stool pigeon instpumentst drilling
contractors and thelr assistents are noted for their ability
to "Dog the log".

There should be an independent 24 hour on-the-job expert
inspector to police the protection of fresh potable ground
water from spud in to completion.

There are innumerable chemicals or acids numped into
mother earth via ollwells, for various ourposes, and many
are toxic. The use of such chemicals as additives in the
treatment of drilling mud, 1ts welght or rednction or
viscosity or other, must ﬁe barred, The additive, %nown in
oilfleld vernacular as "panther piss'(content guarded), nsed
to speed up or retard cementimetting time, is custom it the
0il game.

According to Bob Hurst, a senior official of Dow Chemical's
wall stimulation division, acid is used to etch more fissures
and cavities into the rock and will serve as a gonduit for
increased flows of oil and gas after special fluids, driven
by powerful hydranlic pumps, further onen the roct formation
to distances up to two miles from the drilling column. And,

According to Dr. Samnel Gpstein in POLITICS of CANCER,
by Wovember 1977 ther®were 33,000 registered chenleals in
common use in the United States and many are teratogens (eans-
ing birth deformities) and mutagens (ecausing mutations), Our
survival 1s further threatened by underzround dumps from which
toxic wastes often seep into ground water, he says. And,
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According to a LA radlio news comment the oilfields
are becomming suspect for TCE and Iitrate contamination
in LA county water wells. And, DOG.

dAecordinz to Mr. Hardoin, Repd, "...casing 15 run to
below all usable wafter and cemented solidly to the surface",

Cemant containing chemical additives (panther niss)
mumned throughout "all usable water" to vroteet or senarate
fresh potable ground water from contamination is in donbt,
Buf will in all probability do the oprosite.

Concerned citizens should demand that as indevendent
county agency be established to be solely responsible for
the nrotection of fresh potable ground water during the
drilling of the well from spud in to completion, around
the clock -~ 24 hours a day, 60 minutes ef each hour.

Respectfully submitted

Asses dlrrc
,g?g p

Earl Loughbor
812 La Luna,
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Dowell’s spacers and washes are the
clean start you nced to keep cement
and drilling fluids sepa-

rated during completion.

And that means a better @@%@EB

cement bond. And more

cffective isolation oI productive zones.

Dowell has a spacer {or either
witer-base or oil-base muds: Spacer
1000 or Spacer 1001. Both act as a bar-
rier to prevent dritling fluid and
cement from mixing and restricting
flow in the annulus. And both spacers

That’s the

R

offer the ingredients essential to a
good, clean cement job: excellent mud
removal, low fluid loss, viscosity con-
trol and weight variability.

For removal of drilling fluid from
the pipe and the formation face before
cementing, Dowell's washes have the

perfect cleaning agents. Chemical Wash

CW7 is a special combination of surfac-

tants that can be applied in
most wells, Chemical Wash

g_i ?@E@ﬁ@%@ CW100 is designed for use

when both good fluid remov-
al and low fluid loss are essential.
For a good bond, let Dowell’s spac-
ers and washes give your cementing
operation a clean start.

Another part of the | .. = -
Dowell Difference. {i@

* Trademark of The Dow Chemial Cumgany.
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Savlhetit Gas - Assocrnion sanusl
convention, - Hyatt Regency 1 lutel,
Dnllus,

Canadiun Tnstitute of  Mining  and
Metallngy  annual meeting,  Shera
ton Cenoe Holel, Toronto, Ont.
Symposivm on enhanced  oil  re-
covery, Tulsa. Sponsors: Society of
Petrolcum cers and U.S. De-
partment of roy.

Nutional — Associution  of  Environ-
mental Professionnls annoal confer-
cove, Waskington, D.C.
Inlermational Institute of - Synthetic
Rufiher  Producers annual meeting,
Meslen City.

Al Gas Association  dis-
tribution conference, Lillle Ameriea
Hetel, Salt Lake City, Utah,
Kocky Mountain Ol and Gas Asso-
ciation mid-year m {ing, Kirkwood
Motor Inn, "Bis N.D.

APT Marketing Department annual
meeting, Ilymt Repency Hotel,
Plioenrs.

Oklahoma  Independent  Petraleum
Association annuzl mueeting, Shangri-
La Resort, Afion, Okla,
Awerican Gas Associstion (ranse
sion conference, Hotel Utaly,
Lake City, Utah,

Socicty of Plastics Engincers an.
aual technical canference, New York
Hillon, New York,

Of(shore Technology Canference,
Houston.

Western States Corrosion Seminar.
Califoria  Polyteelimic.  Universiy,
Kellopp.West, Pumona, Calif, Spen-
sors Western  reglon of Maponai
Assaciation of Corfming Enpineers
NPEA aatiosal intlustrial and labor
relations meeting,  Marriotwt  1lotel,
Dallas,

Canadian Socitty of Exploration
Geophysicists  convention, Caipary,
Alta,

Independent  Petraleum  Association
of America midyear muecting, Fair-
mont otel, Denver,

API tanker conlerence, Hotel el
Coronado, Corenado, Calif,
National LG Association conven-
tion and cxhibition, MGM Grand
1lotel, Las Vegas, Ney.

APl refining departiment  midycar
mecting, Hyatt Regency Hlotel, Hous.
ton,

International  Assaciation of  Geo-
physical  Contractaes annual  meet-
ing. Hilton Southwest Hotel, Hous-
tor.

Eastern gas compression roundtable,
College of Mineral and Lnergy Re-

5
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If youw've just drilled into

d Iriver at 2

000 feet,

talk to Halliburton,

You'll want to talk about our
Flo-Chek service, developed
specifically to help stop huge
{lows of brine.

Or, if you're in 4 thief for-
mation that's sucking up mud

faster than you can mix it, you'll

want ro talk o us sbout one of
our downhole fluid contrn
Systems developed to help you
regain circulation by plugging
the thief formation. }

In fact, there's a Halliburton
downhole fluid contiol system
for almost any combination of
downhole conditions. Each
system has been thoroughly
tested and proven effective in
the field, N

The most spectacular systemn
is the unique Flo-Chek service
which has successfully stopped
brine flows estimured 10 be us
high as 2,000 BW PD. The
Flo-Chek service is run in nwo
stages. The first stage forms ag
extremely stiff gel instantly on

contact with brine o temporarily

stop How. The second stage, an
accelerated cement slurry, then
is run @ form the permanent

seal. The Flo-Chek servies has

OIL & GAS JOURNAL — M AR 10, 1950

stopped heavy water flows in
many wells where conventional
Water control treatments failed,
(If the prablem isa high volume
fresh wager flow, a pad of brine
can be pumped ahend of the firs;
stage Flo-Chek material o help
st the initial gel.)

In lost circulation zones,
Halliburton's Bengum® squeeze
service provides o method of
quickly sealing off 1o help
prevent further fluid loss, The
sealant is comparible with most
mud systems. It thickens when
contacted by fresh water or any
known water-based drilling fluid.
The material js easy to place, is
stable at high temperatures, and
is economical to use,

Halliburron Gunk Squeeze
also is ideal for lost circulation
zones. It can be mixed with
drilling fluid on short notice, The
result is a putty-like marerial
designed to flow into and plug

Circle 509 on Reader Service Card

the thief zone. Usually, oaly low
volumes give big results.

The features of the
Halliburton DOC service make
itright fora variety of require-
ments—shutting off botrom
water, lost eirculation control,
and plugsing flow channels
behind pipe. [t sers only on
contact with water, Thar makes
ireasy 1o produce back any
excess material that finds irs
way into oil bearing zones,

Halliburton offers a variery
of ather downhole Aluid contro|
systems for drilling, producing,
and injection wells, To help you
select the right system and mma-
terials for your well, Halliburton
can make a thorough analysis of
treatment parameters either i
ane of our fully equipped field
laboratories or in aur Duncan,
Oldahoma R& I labs.

The net result—whether
vou've drilled into an under-
ground river that seermns 1o rival
the Mississippi in flow rate or
have a more conventional fluid
control problem —ijs thar you
can count on vour Halliburton
representative to help develop a
solution. Contact him anytime.
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Mzgeobrine systems are dmmatically
increasing the yield on well comple-
tions the world over.

Recently, in a feld in High
Island, Gudf of Mexico, our brines
system increased the average daily
production from 200 bazeels to 1,700
barrels per well. Gas production
increased from 2 million to 20 mitlion
cubic feet per day.

In addition to increasing ol and
gs production, we saved one-third
of the total completion fluids cost.

DRIHES ARE CLEARLY DZTTZR,
Specialized completion fluids are un-
doubredly better than conventional
workover, completion and packer
fhuids. Why?

Becavse clear, solids-free brine
SysIems contain no particles which
can impair the formation.

Asa result, formation damage is
minimized so che field vieids more for
afonger penied of time.

¥IHY MACCOBAR BRINES?
Mageobar offers you a comprehen-

MW

sive line of completion fluids, plusa
complete line of additives.

In addition, we offer brnes
from 8.34 t0 19.2 pounds per gallon,
as well as acid-soluble water- and
oil-base systems.

You can count on us to deliver
our brines when you need them
because we have more discribution
centers than anyone else.

IT TAKES 1AaRE TIAY DRINES,

Brines alone will not give you maxi-
mum preduction.

It also takes the knowledge to
formulate the right brines systems.

That's where we shine.

Our engineers have to graduate
from a tough school that speciatizes
in workover, completion and packer
fluid systems.

That's one reason our completion
fluids engineers can assist you in
creating and executing 2 successfully
planned completion program.

THE ARALHS CEHIND CUR GRIMES.
We back up our completion fluids

Circia 500 an Reasinr Qunien Cacd

engineers with one of the most
advanced fluids research departments
in the worid.

Weilso back them up with 3
group dedicated to designing and tesc-
ing campletion fuids systems to meet
tomorrow's hydrocarbon demands,

We do these things because it's
our responsibility to know every-
thing there is to know about work-
over, compietion and packer fluids.
Teday...and tomorrow.

Shouldn’t you put all this knowl-
edgz to work for you?

i =
OUR KIOWLEDGE RUNS DEEP
1H WORKOYER AMD COMPLETION FLUIDS.

I
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June 18, 1980

Mr. Earl Loughboro
812 La Luna
0jai, California 93023

Dear Mr. Loughboro:
Subject: RESPONSE TO YOUR COMMENTS REGARDING THE EIR UPDATE FOR

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. CUP-3543 (PHOENIX WEST OIL
DEVELOPMENT - KOEMIGSTEIN ROAD, UPPER OJAI VALLEY)

The purpose of this letter is to respond to your letter of May 7, 1980 regarding
the adequacy of the draft EIR Update for the subject project. A copy of your
letter and this response will appear in the final EIR Update, That final report
will be submitted to the Board of Supervisors next Tuesday, dJune 24, 1980, for
their certification of its conformance with the State EIR Guidelines and the
California Environmental Quality Act. For more information on the purpose of the
Board of Supervisor's June 24 public hearing, please review pages 1, 2 and 3 of
the EIR Update, as well as the legal notice which was previously sent to you re-
garding the hearing date, time and place. If you have not yet received that legal
notice please contact Steve Chase of the Planning Division at (805) 654-2460 for
information and assistance.

In preparing this response to your comments, Planning staff discussed your con-
~cerns regarding toxic chemicals/hazardous materials used in the drilling processas
with numerous entities, including: the California Department of Health - Hazard-
ous Waste Management Section, the State Solid Waste Management Sectjon, the State
Division of 011 and Gas, the County Public Works Agency - Groundwater Section and
industry representatives from Argo Petroleum and Getty 011 Company. Staff learned
from these discussions two important pieces of information which we believe are
pertinent to your concerns: a} there is a considerable body of information avail-
able about the types of chemical, metal and earthen materials or additives used,
however, there is professional disagreement about the degree of hazardous potential
or hazardous versus non-hazardous potential that these materials possess; and,

b) most of the environmental and public health related concerns about the use of
these materials are not focussed upon the 01l well site specific impacts, but
rather upon where these materials are dumped after their use in the well hole.

Relative to item a) above, please note that the State Department of Health handles
all regulatory and enforcement matters pertaining to hazardous/toxic oil field
materials., As noted, there is considerable disagreement by the professionals in
this field as to what is to be considered as hazardous. Representatives of the
0il industry indicated to staff that the majority of oilfield materials which are
classed as hazardous, have been categorized as such because of a Tack of study

by both government and the industry. 1In a recent meeting between County Planning

800 South Victoria Avenue, Ventura, CA 93009
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Dennis Davis, AICP
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Mr. Earl Loughboro June 18, 1980
812 La Luna Page 2

staff and State Department of Health directors, the State representatives con-
firmed the 0il industries statements on this matter. These State representa-
tives as well as others noted above believe, however, that regardless of the
hazardous/non-hazardous nature of the oil field materials, there is little en-
vironmental impact caused by the use of these materials in the drilling of wells.
Rather, as noted in item b) above, they believe that the concerns should be
focussed towards problems associated with oilfield waste disposal in dumps located
elsewhere in the County. For example, government and industry experts do not con-
sider cement setting additives to be a problem to the environment because the
chemical additives are held within the cement compounds, the jelling or binding
properties of the cement minimize migration, and the additives used are in rela-
tively small amounts. The use of some types of drilling muds may pose some envi-
ronmental and public health related problems, however because the muds are circu-
Jated through the boring or well hole and collected at the surface for disposal
elsewhere, the problems arise at the dump sites and not the well sites. Lastly,
all parties contacted confirmed that groundwater zones and supplies are adequate-
1y protected by the use of cemented casings and blow-out equipment.

Your letter also discussed problems associated with circulation loss fluids.
Staff learned that such fluids are absorbant materials and non-hazardous, inclu-
ding cotton seed husks, walnut husks, cellulose materials, micas, etc. Further-
more, after 1ight heartedly inquiring about the material you termed as "panther
piss" staff learned from the State Division of Qi1 and Gas that it is believed
that the material is calcium chloride, which is no longer used in the oil field.
Calcium chloride is non-hazardous and is found in high concentrations in hard
drinking water. MNone of the other sources checked have ever heard of the term
which you described.

In closing, if you are interested in the County's efforts in studying potential
problems at existing and proposed oil field dumps (none of which are located in
the 0jai area), please contact Steve Chase of the Planning Division at (805)
654-2460.

Sincerely,

RESOQURCE) MANAGEMENT A&tRCY

DERITS 7. DAVIS, AIC
Manager, Planning Division

DT0:bn
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In closing, if you are interested in the County's efforts in studying potential
problems at existing and proposed’oil field dumps (none of which are located in
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Sincerely,

MANAG ENENT/}QEHC Y
o

T. DAVIS, AICP
Manager, Planning Division
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Stats of California ( ( The Resources Agency of Cafifornia
Memorandum
Date
APR 161380
To t Mr. James Burns Robert K. Loughlin, Supervisor
Projects Coordinator Subdivision and Environmental Review
Resources Agency Section
Ventura County Resource Managment Agency
800 South Victoria
Ventura CA 93009
From : Department of Parks and Recreation
Subject:  SCH # 80040913-DEIR for Conditional Use Permit 3543, Phoenix West 0il

and Gas Company, Ventura County

The Office of Historic Preservation has reviewed the Draft Environmental
Impact Report prepared for the undertaking referenced above.

According teo the study, no archeological sites have been previously
recorded for the project arca; however, the area is highly sensitive
archeclogically. You may not be avare, but projects assisted by
federal funding or licensed by federal permits must comply with the
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966. This means that any
properties possessing archeological, historical, architectural or
cultural values within the project's area of potential environmental
impact must be identified and assessed for possible inclusion in the
National Register of Historic Places. The assessment should be con-
ducted prior to issuance of the federal permit, in order that the impact
mitigation measures for any identified resources can be incorporated as
part of the planning process.

A copy of this cultural resource documentation should be submitted to
this Office so that we may complete our portion of the required review
Process.

If you should have any questions or concerns in this matter, please feel
free to contact Daniel Bell, of my staff, at (916) 322-8702.

Original Signeu vy

Dr. Knox Mellen

Dr. Knox Mellon -

State Historic Preservation Officer

Office of Historic Preservation

R L SR
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Planning Division

'}%ﬁ' Dennis Davis, AICP
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June 16, 1930

Dr. Knox Mellon

State Historic Preservation Officer
Office of Historic Preservation
Department of Parks and Recreation
P.0. Box 2390

1220 "K" Street, 3rd Floor
Sacramento, CA 95811

Dear Dr. Mellon:

Subject: Response to Your Comments Regarding the EIR Update for
Conditional Use Permit No. CUP-35U43 (SCH#80040913,
Phoenix West 0il and Gas Co.) :

Thank you for providing us with your memorandum of April 16,
1980, regarding the cultural resources of the project site. No
Federal permits are required for this project; therefore,
exempting the project from the National Historic Preservation
Act of 1966.

Sincerely,

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT AGENCY

déﬂert:K(“Lauﬁhli?;’Supervisor

Subdivision & Environmental Review Section i

RXL:SC:dv/977

¢c: Stave Clearinghouse

800 South Victoria Avenue, Veniura, CA 93009




From:

Subject:

PAQF-89A

Ta:

EIR Update for CUP-3543

County of Ventura
PLANNING DIVISION
MEMORANDUM

June 11, 1980

Robert

K. Laughlin, Supervisor (:4Z?Z¢%v> e

Subdivision & Environmental Review Sect%&%mnwhh.

Comments Regarding the EIR Update

Responses to comment are not required for the following corre-

spondence:
1. Letter
2. Letter
3. Letter
of May
b, Letter

from Theodore Off of May 15, 1980;
from Ralph C. Hansen of April 18, 1980;

from Norman Arno of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
19, 1980; and

from Allan H. Hendrix of Caltrans of May 12, 1980.

RKL:SC:dv/059
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THEODORE OFF

GEQLOGIST

2365 EasT Main STREET

VENTURA CALIFORNIA 92003

18091 aa3.a84)
[ e

May 15, 1980

Resource [lanagement Agency
County of Ventura

800 South Victoria Ave,
Ventura, CA 93009

Attention: Steve Chase

Re: CUP=3543 (Phoenix West 0il and Ges Company - Koenigstein Road)

Gentlemen:

4s you know, the above CUP and the assets covered by it belong to
Bear Canyon Venmture (a partnership)., Phoenix West 0il and Gas Company
was operator for this partnership. In August, 1978, I was appointed
by the Superior Court of Ventura County a2s Receiver to manage these
asgets for the Uourt. That is, effectively I took the place of
Phoenix West 0il end Gas Corporation, As such Receiver, I have been
responsible for all work with you on the CUP and underlying EIR,

Bear Canyon Venture is now in reorgenization under Chapter 11 of the
U, S, Bankruptcy Code, A trusiee has been appointed and I have
turned over all assets to him, He is:

Lawrence A. Diamant

Robinson & Wolas

1888 Century Park East, Suite 900
Los Angeles, CA 90067

Phone: (213) 277-7400

However, ai present, I am acting as his agent and will represent him

in all matters concerning CUP-3543. PFurthermore, as I understand,

the law firm of Loebl & Parker (formerly Loebl, Bringgold, Peck & Parker)

:u;:jl centinue to represent Bear Canyon Venture in all matters concerning
is COP,

]

_ N
Copy to: TLawrence 4, Diamant

Donald Wagner




Resource Management Agency

Planning Division

800 S. Victoria Ave.
Ventura, Ca. 93009

April 18, 1980

Dear Sir,

This letter is in regards to the Phoenix West
EIR. I personally cannot see why any form of EIR
should be invoked in this lease. Since surface &
mineral rights belong to the same person, the EIR
should not have been reguired. It is just a great
expense for nothing more than to please some new
commers in this valley. They seen to want to change
evervthing here to suite themselves.

0il was developed not far from this property
when the Indians still lived in this valley. It
has continued since then without any great problem.

I believe you have caused undue hardship on
these people. Therefore, please approve their per-
mits and let them get on with the operations.

Land sales, developments and sale of illegal
subdivisions go on just across HWY 150 from this
property. Were these developers required to have
an EIR or Grading permits for the roads they are
slicing thru Sulpher Mountain to reach the top, thus
making more land available for more illegal sales?

Sincerely,

',LWM‘\

Ralph C. Hansen
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
LOS ANGELES DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P. 0. BOX 2711
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90053

PRI

SPLED-E 19 May 1980

Mr. Robert K. Laughlin, Supervisor
Subdivision & Environmental Review Section
Ventura County

Resource Management Agency

800 South Victoria Avenue

Ventura, California 93009

Dear Mr. Laughlin:

This is in response to a letter from your office which requested
review and comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)
for Conditional Use Permit 3543, Phoenix West 0il and Gas Company.

The proposed plan does not conflict with existing.or authorized plans
of the Corps of Engineers. We have no comments on the DEIR.

“Think you for the opportunity to review and comment on this document.
= - ) g

T

Sincerely,

and— &“—-* AL R

PR
2 3 e NORMAY ARNO
Chief, Engineering Division




STATE OF CALIFORNIA—OUSINESS AND TRANSPORTATION AGEHICY EDMUND G. 8ROWN JR., Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DISTRICT 7, P.O, BOX 2304, LOS ANGELES 90051

(213) 620-5335

May 12, 1980

File: Ventura County
Phoenix West 011l
and Gas Company

Mr. Robert K., Laughlin

Supervisor

Subdivision and Environmental
Review Section

Resource Management Agency

800 South Victoria Avenue

Ventura, CA 93009

Dear Mr., Laughlin:

Our only comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Report for
Conditional Use Permit 3543, Phoenix West 0il and Gas Company,
concern transportation permits. If the non-reducible height,
length, width or welght for the large trucks needed at the
project site exceed the legal standards and these loads must
use a State Highway, transportation permits shall be required
from Caltrans. Pllot cars and flagmen may be a condition of
the permits. iy

L onditlodey

ALTAN H. HENDRIX, Chief
Environmental Planning Branch
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County of Ventura

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT AGENCY

MEMORANDUM
- EIR Update for CUP-3543 .
i “Robert K. LaughTin, Supervisor (1475? i > Date:
From: Subdivision and Environ. Review Sectiofi Reference No.:
Subject: Comments Regarding the EIR Update

A response to comment is not required for the May 22, 1980
memorandum from the California Department of Fish and Game.

RKL:db

PAQF-89A

June 17, 1980

S



Stzte of Califarnia The Resources Azency

Memorandum

s 1. Jiz Burns, jeccs Cocréinztor Dete:  way 22, 1930
Resourcas Agency
2. County of Ventura
Resource Mznagement Agency
800 S. Victoria
‘Veatura, CA 93009
rem : Department of Fish and Geme

SCH 80040913 - DEIR Phoenix West 0il & Gas Compeny, CUP 3543

We have reviegwed the subjec‘ document and kave no uu;ecc*cn to the propasead
eil drilling proiect £f the proposad oitization mezssures for Cﬂntrnlll1g

soil erosion zud s tation o nzzrby Bear Creek and Siszr Craek drainasge
are fully i=mencad. We elso sndorsa the idea that a task fores he croscad
to recommend means for minimiszing the impact on wildlifa and wildlife habitac
from presenc and Zuture oil coerzrions in the Upper Djai Vallay,

The project sponsox should be advised thzt the alteration of any streambed
within the h ter rmark will require 1o:i:1cation to the Department of
Fish and Geme pursuent te Section 1603 of the Fish and Geme Code. This noti-
fication and the subsaquent agreement must be completed prior to commencemenc
of the streszmbed alic icn.

r

fll

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on this docwment. If you
have any questions, plezse coantact Mr. Fred 4. Worc thley Jr., Regional Menagar
of Region 5, at 350 Goldan Shore, Long Be:cn CA 90802. The telephone number
is (213) 590-5113. -

AN [

Director
IR

= v ow o= S T e L ]



VENTUGRA COUNTY
PLANNING COMMISSION
800 SOUTH VICTORIA AVENUE
VENTURA, CALIFORNIA 93009

Meeting of Novembar 17, 1983

After due investigation and legal notification by the Planning Director
and pursuant to the Ventura County Ordinance Code, the Planning Commis-
sion resolves as Zollows:

i RESOLUTION 33-33. RESOLVED, that the propcsed staff

findings contained in the staff report be adopted and that
Appeal No. 153, filed by Thomas Aquinas College, requesting
that the Planning Commission overturn a decision by the
Planning Director to extend a waiver of Condition No. 3 of
Conditional Use Permit No. CUP-3344 which requires that all
01l produced on the Ferndale Ranch be transported off-site
by pipeline be DENIED., The subjsct property consists of
791 acres, located within the Ferndale Ranch, lying north
of State Highway 150, in the Santa Paula Canyon area, ap-
proximately three miles north of the City of Santa Paula
(Assessor's Parcel Nos. 40-060-05 and -15) .

Based upor the information and findings set ferth in the Staff
Testimony and Proposad Findings contained in the Staff Report,
it is determined that environmental impacts more significant
than those caused by the waiver would result if the Appeal
ware granted and that those caused by the waiver can be made

negligibie.

2x: RESOLUTION 83-40. RESOLVED, that the Environmental Impact
Report be certified, that the proposed staff findings con-
tained in the staff report be adopted and that Modification
No. 4 to Conditional Use Permit No. CUP-3543, filed by Ag-
0il, Incorporated, Portland, Oregon, requesting approval to
extend the deadline for drilling three oreviously approved
oil and gas wells and to modify & condition relating to re-
moval of temporary oil production tanks on a permit area
which is a portion of a 144.5 acre parcel located approxi-
mately three-guarters of a mile northeast of the community
of Summit, about two hundred feet northwest of Xcenigstein
Road in the Upper Ojai Valley (Assessor's Parcel No. 40-01-
52} be APPROVED.

Based upon the information and findings set forth in ths Staff
Testimony and Proposed Findings contained in the Staff Report, it
is determined that this application with the attached conditions
meets the requirements of Ventura County Ordinance Code Section
8111-2.1 in that the proposed use is compatible with existing and
future land uses, will not become obnoxious or harmful to adjacent
properties, will npot impair the integrity and character of the
subject zone, and will not be detrimental to the public interest,
health, safety, convenience, or the general welfare.

This is to verify that the foregoing is a Full, true and correct copy
of the resolutions of said meeting.

Jannis 7. Davis, AICP
Manager, Planning Divisiss
NMOTZ: Ordinance Code Ssction 8111-6.3 - Finality of Decision - & de-
ive

cision of the Plamning Commission shall become final and conclu
L

at the expiration of ten (10) calendar days after the day of it



Planning Commission Resolutions
November 17, 1583
Page Two

rendition unless prior to the expiration of said period an appeal in
proper form is duly filed with the Board of Supervisors. The filing
of such appeal shall automatically stay all proceedings in further-
ance of the permit or variance or the modification thereof. Neither
the applicant nor any enforcement agency may rely on such variance
or permit or such modification or revocation thereof until the ax-
piration of ten (10} calendar days after the day of its rendition or
until the appeal has been resolved.

cc: Appellant
Applicant
Regional Water Quality Control Board
County Fire Prevantion Bureau
County Counsel
County Public Works Agency (3]
County Environmental Health Division (2}
County Building and Safety Divisian
Property Administration Agency
County Schools
County Assessor



CONDITTONS FOR: CUP-3543 MOD #4 APPLICANT: Agoil, Inc.

RESGLUTION NO.: B83-40 PAGE : Three

DATE: November 17, 1983

PLANNING DIVISION

i.

a

Permitted Uses

That the permit i& modified to permit the drilling, testing, production,
reworking and maintenance of Ehree additional oil and gas well(s) for a
total of six (8) wells, and the employment ‘of production and transporting
operations, facilities, equipment and other appnirtenances accessory thereto
as described on Plat Plan "A", and located on petmit area described on Plot
Plan "B".

The only processing operations permitted at the well site are the separation
of produced water and natural gas from crude o0il and those processing
operations requirad for injection purposes and for the transportation of
production products from the site, unless otherwise requirced by the
California State Division of 0il and Gas.

Time Limic

That the permit is granted for a period of crhirty (30) years ending
November 17, 2013. TFurther drilling operations shall ner commence until a

foning Cleavance is granted. Deilling of all approved wells must be
completed in a timely manner ending within cthree (3) vears of the granting
of CUP-3543 MOD #5.  Any  redrilling of an existing well requires a

modification of the permit pursuant to Conditien 6.

The permit shall become null and void if all the permitted wells have been
abandoned pursuant to DOG raquirements,

Permit Renewal

That wupen the Filing of a renewal applicatisn 18 months prior ko the
expiration of the permit, the permit shall continue in farce until the
request iy acted upon and all administrabive appeals ara heard even though
the peemit being renewed has eapirad. The permittee/operator of record is
solaly responsibls Ffor the timely renewal of this permit. Failure of the
County to nobify said parties of the peomit's imminest expivation shall not
be grounds fov the Uses contipued opevation after the expiration of the
permit.

Issuance of Zem ag Clearance

fhat prior to issuance of a Zoning Clearance for further drilling, the
permittee shall submit to the Planning Director, together at one time,
written documentation that the provisions of the following conditions have
been complied with: 5, 7, 8, 9, 15, 16, 19, 22, 26, 32, and 48.

Other Permit Clearances

ThalL the Planning Director shall be furnished the conditions and a written
clearance (rom all applicable pecnitting agencies that the permittee has
complied with all applicable conditions of their respective permits. These
permits include: Uniform Fire Permit, Authority to Construct Permit, Permit
to Operate.

Proposed Permit Modifications

That a1l facilities and uses other than those specifically identified in the
conditinns of the permit are prohibitad until and unless they have bean
anuthorized by the Planning Directdr ar Planning Commission. A1l propuaad
changes te the cohditions of this fpermit, or the existing proposed uses,
Faciliciss | suructurss or inprovemsnts (including consteuction of pipalinas
Lo and Erom the sita) shall Ye oresentad in written and mappsd foom te the
Planning [ractar who shall determine what type of permits, +f aay, tha
proposal will necessitare. The Planhing Director may grant s modificatisn
to  aliow for time extstisions Ea deadlines hessin referenced, if the
pErimitiaw  can demdnstrate that he las diligencly atcsmped to meac the
deadline sperifiad. Madifications may also Ue gtantad by the Plangiag
Direckor for the te~drilling of exiscing walls or additional time beyond




CONDITIONS FOR: CUP~3543 MOD #4 APPLICANT: Agoil, Inc.
RESOLUTION NO,: 83-40 PAGE: Four

DATE :

10,

11.

November 17, 1983

that allowed in Condition 2 to complete all permitted drilling if there
would be no significant change in the approved plot plans and if there has
been no significant changes in the land use of adjacent areas. No permit
shall be rvequired Ior the maintenance and normal operations of existing
facilities.

Maintaining Current Exhibics

That unless already providsd with the application, the permittee shall
furnish the County, in a form approved by County staff, one copy of all the
most  curvent exhibits and plot plans which reflect the conditions,
provisions, and terms associated with the permit as finally approved.
Within 230 days of any subsequent modification of the permit, revised
exhibits and plot plans shall be submitted to the Planning Director.

Contsct Person

That the permitcee shall provide the Planning Dairsctor with the curesnb name
andfor positlion title, address, aad phone number of the permittes’'s Ffield
agant and other representatives who shall receive all orders and notices as
well as  all  communications regarding matters of condition and code
compliagnce at the peemit gics. There shall always be such a econtact
person(s) designated by the pepmittes. One contact person(s) shall be
available 24 hours a day during drilling phase of the project to respond to
noise complaints by citizens and the County. If the address or thone number
ofF the parmittes's sgents shauld change, or ths rasponsibility he assigned
Lo 4nother person or position, Lthe permitlee shall provide bthe Planning
Mractor with the new inFormatiog within 30 days.

Notice of Permit Reéuuirements

That unless otherwise required by the Planning Director, Lhe germittes shall
provide copiss of the conditions applicable to the permit ta the surface
awier of record, the drilling captractor and all other parties and vendors
dealing with the daily oparation of Che proposed drilling activities.
Furchermora, a curzsat ser af permit conditions shall he posted at the drill
sits during drilline For use by persons participating in Lhe drilling of
said well(s).

Change of Ownership Notice

That ne later Lhdan Len days after the permiftee has been notified oF any
change of property ownarship or of lessae{s) ar operater(s) & the subject
use,  thera shall 52 filed with the Planning Director the name(s) and
address(es) of Lthe new owner{s), lessee(s) ar operater(s), tegether with a
letcar from any such pecson(s) acknoiwledging and agreeing to cpmply with all
conditions of this permit. Furthermoes, amendments and updates of all the
2ppiicable materials required pursuant to Condition Nes. 8, 9, 15, 16, 19,
22 shall also bs submittad ac the same Cime.

Permittee Defense Costs

That the permittee agrees as a condition of issuance (or renewal) and use of
this permit to defend at his sole expense any action brought against the
County becavsé of igsuance or {cenewal) af cthis parmit or, in the
alternative, Lo relinquish this permit.  Upon demant from Lhe County,
permittee will reimburse the Connty £or sav couct costs and/oc attorney's
feas which the County may be raguirad by & court te pay as a result of any
such agtion. Countv may, At ils sols diserestion, participate in the defense
of any such wsction, but suek pacticipation shall not relieve permittee of
his obligarcivds under thiz condizian,

s

dcceptance of

lhat the permittee's acceptance of this permit and/oc commencement of
toastruction and/or operaiions under this pexmit shall be deamed ts be
:ceephance by permitfze of all conditions of this permic.



CONDITIONS FOR: CUP-3543 MOD #4 APPLICANT: Agoil, Inc.
RESOLUTTON NO.: 83-40 PAGE: Five
DATE: November 17, 1983

13.

14.

Other Responsibilities

That neither the issuance of a use permit hereunder nor compliance with the
conditions thereof shall relieve an operator from any responsibility
otharwise imposed by law for damage to persons or property, nor shall the
issuance of any use permit hereunder serve to impose any liability upon the
County of Ventura, its officers or employees for injury or damage to persons
or property.

Other Permit Requirements

That pursuant to Section $107-5.4, no condition of a Conditional Use Permit
for uses allewad by this Chapter shall be interpreted as permitting or
requiring any violatien of law, or any lawful tules or regulations or orders
of ap authorized governmental agency. In instances where mors than one set
of rules applv, the stricter ones shall take precedence.

Insurance

That pursuant te Sec. 8107-5.6.12, the permittes shall maintain, for the
life of the permit, liability insurance of not less than $1,250,000 for one
person, $2,500,000 for all persons, and $5,000,000 far property damage.
This requirement shall not preclude the pexmitlheze [rom being self-insured.

Penal Securities

That pursuant to Sec, B107-5.4.5, the permittee shall file, in a farm
acceptable to the County Counsel and gertified by the County Olerk, a bond
or other security in the penal amount &F $10,000.00 for zach well that is
drilled or to be drilled, Any operator may, in lieu of filing such security
for each well drilled, redrilled, produced or maintained, file a security in
the penal amount of §20,000.00 to cover all operatiens conducted in the
County of Ventura, a political subdivision of the State of California,
conditinned upon the permittes well znd truly obeying, fulfilling and
performing =ach and every term and provision in the permit. In case of aay
failura by the permittze to perfoem or comply with any term or provision
theveof, the Planning Commission may, after notice to the permittes and a
public hearing, by resolution, determine the amount of the penalty and
declsre all or part of the security Fforfeited in accordance with iks
provisions. The suretizs and principal will he jointly and severally
obligated to pay Fforthwith the [ull amoudt of “he Forfeitufs o the County
of Ventura. The forfeiturs of any security shall not iasulate the parmittee
Erom liability in excess of the sum of the security fer damages or injury or
expense or liability suffered by the County of Veatura from any breach of
permittes of any term or condition of said permit or of any applicable
ordinance or of this security. MNo security shall be sxonerated until after
all the applicable conditions of the permit have been mer.

Reporting Accidents

That pursuant to Sec. B105-5.6.8, the permities shall immediately netify the
Planning Uirector, Fire Department, and all other applicable agencies in the
avent of [ires, spills or hazardous conditions not incidental to the normal
eperations at the permit site. Upon tequest of any County Agency, the
permittee shall provide a written report of any diacident within sewven
calendar days which shall inelude, but not be limited to, a des¢ription of
the facts of the incident, the corrective measures used, and the steps taken
to prevent a vecurrence of the incident. This conditidn does not supersede
nor replace any requiresment of any athar govermmental entity for reporting
incidents as described above.

Suspension of Use
pUSpension oxr Use

That purspant to Sec. 8111-9, the Planning Divectar may suspend, following a
duly notired hearing, all &¢ poctions of the sarmittae'’'s operations until
such cime as the wiolation{s) in queskion is tare} corrected. Tf the
suspensivn of well gpecations is ordared hy the Planning Director it shall
only occur after consulting with the Division of i1 and Gas about the



CONDITIONS FOR: CUP-3543 MOD #4 APPLICANT: Agoil, Iac,
RESOLUGTION NO.: 83-40 PAGE: Six
DATE: November 17, 1983

implications of such a suspension. Approval of any other County permits
requested by permittee relating to the subject project may also be withheld
until the violation(s) in question is (are) corracted.

Inspection and Enforcement

That pursuant to Sec. 8114-46.4, the permittee shall bear the Ffull costs
incurred by the County or its consultant for the review of materials
submitted for monitoring and enforcement activities related to resolution of
confirmed violations. The permittee shall also bear the full costs incurred
by the County for inspections of the project during the following phases of
the project: drilling, production, and periodic reviews pursuant to
Condition No. 44.

To ensure that the funds are available for the legitimate and anticipaced
cnsts ancurced for such imspections, the permitbee shall deposit 5500.00
with the County prier to the issuance of a Zoning Clearance. Tha funds
shall also cover the costs Ffor any other necessacy inspections or the
resolution of confirmed wiolatlons that may occur, Onece the preject is in
the production phase, the required deposit Fee may be eliminated or reduced
by the Planning Director to an ampunt commensurate with the anticipaced
costs of monitoring and enforcing the permit. One deposit may be made to
cover ali of the permittee's various permits.

Upon veceiving notice from the County that the required deposit fee is below
the required level or that the County is to be reimbursed for 1its costs
associated with ths permit, the permittee shall have 30 days to bring the
deposit fee up to the required level or pay the costs billed te him. Such
notice shall be accompanied by an accounting of how deposited funds have
been spent. Failure to pay the required bill or maintain the required
deposit fee halance shall be grounds for suspension or revocation of the
permit.

Prior to the County engaging any independent consultants or contractors
pursuant te this conditioa, the County shall confer with tha permittee over
thi work to be conbtracted for and the costs of silch worl, and receive the
approval of the Board of Supervisors. Unless otherwize required, the
permittes may waive ths requirsment of Boarcd approval. Whenever fsasible,
the lowest bidder will hs used. The parmittes may hire private consultants
Lo ndertake work raguired by the County pravidsd the consultant and the
proposad scope of wark are acceptable Lo the Countwy.

Setbacks

That pursuant to Sec. 8107-5.6.1, no well shall be drilled and oo equipment
or facilities shall be permanently located within:

a} 100 feet of any dedicated public street, highway or nearest rail of a
railway being used 2s such, unless the new well is located on an

exlsting drill site and the new well would not permit a safety or right
of way problem.

b) 500 feet of any building not necessary to the operation of the well.

c) 500 feet of any building used as a place of public assembly,
institution, or school.

d) 300 feet of all streams or chamnels in the vicinity of the project.

=) The applicablzs setbacks for accessory structures for the zone in which
the use is located.

150 t=et from any spring appearing on the most curcent USGS 2000' scale
topographic map.
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21 Removal of Eguipment
That pursuant to Sec. 8107-5.6.3, all equipment wused for drilling,
redrilling, or maintenance work on approved wells shall be removed from the
site within 20 days of the completion of such work unless a time extension
Ls approved by the Planning Director.

22 Containment of Contaminants
That pursuant to Sec. B8107-5.6.4, oil, produced water, drilling fluids,
cuttings, and other contaminants associated with the drilling, production,
storage, and transport of oil shall be contained on the site unless properly
transported off-site or injected into a well. The permittee shall farnish
the Planning Director a plan for controlling oil spillage and preventing
saline or other polluting oz contaminating substances from reaching surface
or subsurface waters. The plan shall be consistent with the requirements aof
the County, State, and Federal Government.

23. Waste Storage
That unless otherwise advised by the applicable State Agencies, rotary mud,
produced water, drill cuttings, ot liquid hydrocarbons, and all other oil
field wastes derived or resulting from, or connected with, the drilling or
reworking of any well shall be discharged into portable watertight
receptors.  All waste materials shall bhe completely removed from the drill
site within 30 days after completion of drilling or maintenance of a well
and disposed of in an approved manner. This shall not preclude the
injection of water inte a well and attendant storage tanks for such
injection.

24. Dust Prevention
Thal pursuant to Sec. 8107-5.6.6, the drill site and all roads or hauling
routes located between the public right-of-way and the subject site shall be
improved or otherwise treated as required by the County and maintained as
necessary Lo prevent the emanation of dust.

25. Light Emanation
That pursuant to Sec. §107-5.6.7, light emanation shall be controlled so as
not to produce eucessive levels of glare or abnormal light lewvels directed
at any naighboring uses. Lighting shall be kept to a minimum to maintain
the normal night—time light levels in Lhe area.

26. Painting
That pursuant to Sec. 8107-5.6.9, all permanent facilities, structures, and
aboveground pipelines shall be colored so ag to mask the facilities from the
surrcunding enviroument and uses in the area. Said colors shall also take
into account such additional factors as heat buildup and designation of
danger areas. The approved color shall be "union mulberry" as approved by
the Planning Commission.

27. Site Maintenance

That pursuant to Sec. B107-5.6.10, the permit area shall be maintained in a
neal and orderly manner so as not to create any hazardous or unsightly
conditions such as debris, pools of o0il, water or other liquids, weads,
brush, and trash. Equipment and materials may be stored on the site which
are appurtenant to the operation and maintanance of the o0il well located
thereon. If the well has been suspended, idlsd or shutin for 30 days, as
determined by the Division of 0il and Gas, all such equipment and materials
shall be removed within 90 days.
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28. Site Restoration
That pursuant co Sec. 81067-5,6.11, within 90 davs of vevocation, expiration,
gurrendar af any permit, or abandonment af the use, Lhe pesmittee shall
restore and revegetste the premises to its original copndition as uearly as
is practicahle, uniless nthepwise requested by the lawdowner,

29, Sigas
at no additiensl $igns shall pe conslructed, erected, or maintained of the
oroperty ancompassed by this pecmit except those requirad by law ar allowed
by cthe County Ordinance Code. Wells shall be marked in a conspicucus place
with Lhe name of the operator and othar pertinent identification material as
necessury. This marker shall be maintained at all Limes, Directional signs
linaxinum size E£our square fFeel) may be arectad along the access route te Che
1l site subiect to the aporoval of the Planming Dicector.

30. Shipping Tanks
That any peoduction shipping tank(s) installed on the sttbject permit site
shall have a collective rated capacity of not more thun 3,000 barrels per
site and said tank(s) and appurtanances shall be painted in accordance with
the paint scheme approved by the Planning Dirvector within 30 days of
evection of said tanks. Said tanks shall be kept painted and mointained in
good condition at all times.

31, Tanker Trucks
All tanker trucking shall be limited to Monday throungh Saturday, between the
hours of 7:30 a.m. and 6:30 p.m. of the same day. Except under emergency
circumstances, as determined by the Planning Director, no mors than 12
tanker trucks per week shall be permitted to haul oil and waste products
geacrated from the permit area.

32. Landscape Plan
That prior to the issuance of a Zoning Clearance for further drilling, the
sita shall be landscapad so as Lo screen production equipment from view of
Highway 130, Xoenigstein Road and nearby residences in a manner consistent
#with phe naturzl character of the area. Such landscaping shall be designed
to accomplish the reguired screening in a mingimum amount of time. To comply
with this igtent it i3 undacstood Lhat some 1C and 15 gallon trees and
shrubs mway be regqislzed Le achisve the required screening. The Plans for
said work shall be prepared in accordance with the County's Landscape
Guidelines and shall be submitted te the County for review with the then
current landscape review fee. Such plans shall include specifications and a
maintenance program and shall be approved by the Planning Director prior to
their implementation. Whersver practical, native drought-tolerant materials
sttall be used Ffor landscaping and revegatation, unless their use would not
pravide effective and timely screening. Landscape maintenance shall be
subjzet Lo periodic inspmction by the County. The permittee sholl be
requirad Lo remedy any defects in ground mazintenance within two weeks of
aotification hy the County.

33. Severability

w
I~

That if any of the conditions of this permit are held to be invalid, that
holding shall not invalidate 2oy of the remaining conditions or limitations
set forth.

On-Site

That no one shall reside oun the arsa under permit except those individuals
who are required to be on the site 24 wours per day These individuals
include. bub ars noc limited to, the foreman, drilling mud specialist. mud
logzer, and directional drilling cechnicians.
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35.

36.

Noise Standard

That pursuant to Sec. 8107-5.6.13, unless herein exempted, drilling,
production, and maintenance operations associated with this permit shall not
produce noise, measured at a point outside of occupied sensitive uses such
as residences, schools, health care facilities, or places of public
assembly, that exceeds the standard listed below.

Nomenclature and noise level descriptors, definitions are in accordance with
ANSI Sec. 3.33-1980, 'Second Level Descriptors for Determination of

Compatible Land Use.' Measurement procedures shall be in accordance with
the adopted "Noise Measurement Guidelines and Procedures.”

The maximum allowable average sound level is as follows:

Average Noise Levels (LEQ)

Drilling and

Maintenance Production
Time Period Phase Phase
Day (7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m.) 55 dBA 45 dBA
Night (7:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m.) 45 dBA 40 dBA

Noise from the subject project shall be considered in excess of the standard
when the average sound level, measured over onme hour, is greater than the
standard that follows. A violation of the permittee's applicable noise
standard shall have occcurred when the average noise level (LEQ), measured in
accordance with the adopted '"Neise Measurement Guidelines and Procedures,”
(NMGP) exceeds the applicable noise standard, unless the permittee can
demonstrate that the average ambiesnt nsise level at the occupied sensitive
use in question is withinm 10 dB of the applicable noise standard as measured
in accordance with the NMGP. If this can be demonstrated, a violation will
have occurred if the average noise level (LEQ) exceeds the applicable noise
standard plus 3dB.

Readings of the average ambient noise level may be taken at the drill site,
nearby sensitive uses, and other locations typical to the area prior to the
commencement of operations. These measures shall be taken pursuant to the
NMGP and shall be used to determine if the 3dB tolerance factor can be used
in determining if a noise violation exists at a sensitive use. If ambient
noise level readings were not taken at the sensitive use where the alleged
violation is occurring, the Planning Director shall decide if the readings
taken at other suspected locations are comparable enough to be used.

For purposes of this section, a well is in the "producing phase” when
hydrocarbons are being extracted or when the well is idled and not
undergoing maintemance. It is presumed that a well is in the "drilling and
maintenance phase" when not in the "producing phase.'

Exceptions to Noise Standard

Pursuant to Sec. 8107-5.6.14, the noise standard established for this permit
shall not be exceeded unless exempted under any of the following provisions:

a. Where the ambient noise levels exceed the applicable poise standard.
In such cases, the maximum allowable noise levels shall not exceed the
ambient noise levels.

b. Where the owners/occupants of sensitive uses have signed a waiver

pursuant to Sec. 8107-5.6.20 indicating that they are aware that
drilling and production operations could exceed the allowable noise
standard and that they are willing to experience such noise levels.
The applicable noise levels shall apply at all locations where the
owners/occupants did not sign such a waiver.



CONDITIONS FOR: CUP-3543 MOD #4 APPLICANT: Agoil, Inc,

RESOLUTION NO.: 83-40 PAGE :

Ten

DATE: Novemher 17, 1983

37,

38.

39.

40.

41,

Compliance with Noise Standard
B

Pursuant to Section 8107-5.6.15, when a permittee has been notified by the
Planning Division that his operation is in violation of the applicable noise
standards, he shall correct the problem as soon as possible in coordination
with the Plananing Division. In the interim, operations may continue,
however the operator shall attempt to minimize the total noise generated at
the site by limiting, whenever possible, such activities as the following:

(a) hammering on pipe;

(b) racking or making-up of pipe;

(c) acceleration and deceleration of engines or motors;

(d) drilling assembly rotational speeds Lhat cause more noise than
necessary and could reasonably be reduced by use of a slower rotational
speed;

(e) picking up or laying down drill pipe, casing, tubing or rods into or
out of the drill hole.

If the noise problem has not been corrected by 7:00 p.m. of the following
day, the offending operations, except for those deemed necessary for safety
reasons by the Planning Director upon the advise of the Division of 0il and
Gas, shall be suspended until the problem is corrected.

Preventive Noise Insulation

That purswant to 8107-5.6.16, if drilling, redrilling or maintenance
operations such ‘as pulling pipe or pumps, are located withiun 1,600 feet of
an accupied sensitive use, the work platform, eagine haase and draw works,
crown bleck, power sources, pipe rack, and other probable noise sources
associated with a drilling or maintenance operation shall be enclosed with
soundproofing sufficient to ensure that expected noise levels do not excesd
the noise limits applicable to the permit. Such soundprooting shall be
installed prior to the commencement of drilling or maintenance activities.
The requirements may be waived by the Planning Director if the permittee can
demonstrate that the applicable noise standard can be met or that all
applicable partiss within the prescribed distance have signed a waiver
pursuant to Section 8107-5.6.20.

Notice to Property Owner and Residents

That ten days prior to commencement of site preparation or drilling, the
permittee shall notify in writing the surface owner and all residents on the
property that such activities are about to occur. Prior to conducting
maintenance activities, the permittee shall notify all the residents on the
property, if they can be reached.

Hours of Well Maintenance

That pursuant to Sec. 8107-5.6.17, all non-emergency maintenance of a well,
such as the pulling of pipe and replacement of pumps, shall be limited to
the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. of the same day if the well site is
located within 3,000 feet af an occupied residence, The requirements may be
waived by the Planning Director if the permittee can demonstrate that the
applicable noise standard can be met or that all applicable parties within
the prescribed distance have signed a waiver pursuanl to Sec. 8107-5.6.20.

Limited Drilling Hours

That pursuant to Sec. 8107-5.6.18, all drilling activities shall be limited
to the hours of 7:00 a.m. through 7:00 p.m. of the same day when they occur
less than 800 fzet from an occupied sensitive usa, Night time drilling
shall be pecmitted if it can be demonstrated to Lhe satigfaction of the
Planning lirector that the applicable noise standard can be met or that all
applicabla parties within the preseribed distance have signed a waiver
pursuant to Se¢. B107-5.6.20,
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42.

43,

44

Noise Monitoring

That if the County receives a complaint about noise from the permitted
operation, the Planning Director may require the permittee to make informal
noise measurements in accordance with the adopted Noise Measurement
Guidelines and Procedures (NMGP). In addition, the Planning Director may
require a formal noise evaluation to be made by a qualified noise expert at
the permittee's expense pursuant to Condition 19. The noise evaluation
shall be conducted in accordance with the NMGP and in a manner approved by
the Planning Director. Until such time as a determination is made regarding
the existence of a violation, the operator shall take steps to minimize any
on-going noise emanations.

Processing of Noise Complaints

The following process shall be used to resolve noise problems related to the
project:

a. A1l complaints of noise shall be first directed to the permittee's
noise contact person established pursuant to Condition 9.

b. As soon as possible after receiving a complaint from the County or a
citizen, but not more than three hours later, the permittee shall cause
informal measurements to be taken of the project's noise in accordance
with the NMGP.

£ The permittee shall report his findings to the complainant within three
hours unless otherwise agreed to by the parties in guestion.

d. If the measurements taken are indicative of a possible violation, the
permittee shall take immediate action such as required in Condition 37
to correct the potential problem. The measurements taken informally
shall not be sufficient grounds to make an official determination that
a violation has occurred.

B. If the problem persists, a citizen may refer the matter to the County
Plapning Division through the Fformal complaint process. When this
occurs, the County may require additional informal tests to determine
the nature of the problem.

n

If noise complaints continue despite informal measurements and
corrective measurements by the permittee and there is reason to believe
the informal measurements are not adequately evaluating the situation,
the Planning Director may require a Fformal noise evaluation to be made
at the permittee's expense pursuant to Condition 42.

Compatibility Review

That every Fifth year the permit shall be reviewed by the Planning Director
at the permittee's expense. ‘The permittee shall initiate the review by
filing an application for said review and paying the deposit fee then
applicable, Said fees shall De no grszater than those for a Planning
Director approved Conditional Use Permit.

The purpose of the vreview is to ascertain whether the permit, as
conditioned, has remained consistent with its findings for approval and if
there are grounds for the filing of an application for modification or
revocation of the permit. If such an application is filed, it shall be at
the County's expense and would include duly noticed hearings.

Waivers

That pursuant to Sec. 8107-3.6.20, where provisions for the waiver of an
ordinance requirement, the waiver must bhe signed by_all adult occupants of a
dwelling, or in the case of other sasnzitive uses, by the owner of tha use in
question Oncs a waiver is granted, the permittes |5 exempt from affecred
ardipance raguicements for che Life of permit. linless otherwise stated by
the signatory, a waiver signed pursuanc to Sec. B107-5.6.14b shall also be
consideved a waiver applicable to Ssction 8107-5.6,16, .17 and .18,
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Application of Sensitive Use Related Standards

That purusant to Sec. 8107-5.6.21, the imposition of regulatiomns on oil
operations, which are based on distances from occupied sensitive uses, shall
only apply to those occupied sensitive uses which were in existence at the
time the permit for the subject oil operations were approved.

Secondary Recovery

That '"secondary recovery'' operations may be permitted, for the proposed
wells subject to approval by either the Planning Commission or the Planning
Director, depending on the known environmental impacts based upon advice
from the State Division of 0il and Gas-

Natural Gas

The applicant shall submit a plan for disposition of produced natural gas to
the Planning Director for approval. Such approved plan shall be implemented
prior to issuance of a Zoning Clearance for drilling of additiomal oil
wells. Flaring of produced natural gas shall cease after December 31, 1983.

Qil Pipelime
All produced oil shall be transported off site when production averages 350

barrels per day over a 120 day period. Pursuant to Condition 6 a
modification permit shall be required prior to pipeline coanstruction.

AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT

50.

Authority to Construct

That facilities shall be constructed and operated in accordance with the
Rules and Regulations of the Ventura County Air Pollution Control District.
An APCD Authority to Construct shall be obtained for all equipment subject
to permit prior to construction or commencement of drilling operations.

PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY

32,

53.

Obstruction of Drainage Courses

That in conjunction with the construction and use of the drill site(s) and
the access road(s), the permittee shall ensure that the site(s) and voad(s)
shall not obstruct natural drainage courses.

Truck Access Prohibited

That in conjunction with the drilling operations, the permittee shall be
prohibited from utilizing Koenigstein Road as a primary access road with
3/4-ton and over trucks, except for secondary emergency traffic.

Berm

That in conjunction with the construction of the drill site, the permittee
shall construct an earthen berm around the perimeter of the site to ensure
that any oil spills which may occur are contained on the site.

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH DIVISION

54,

Sanitary Facilities

That suitable adequate sanitaty toilats and washing facilities approved by
the Envirommental Health Diwvision shall be installed and maintained in a
clean and sanitary condition at all times during periods of drilling.

Potable Water

That an adequate supply of safe potable water for drinking purposes shall be
supplied to the site as approved by the Environmental Health Division.
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56. Abandoned Wells

That any abandoned water well(s) under the permittee's control and operation
on the permittee's drilling or production equipmeat site shall be properly
destroyed in accordance with the Ventura County Well Ordinance.

DH1pE279
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