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APPROVAL OF DRILLING WELL “STATE 410" 15

LESSEE: Bush 01l Company
Attn.: Mr. Harvey L. Bryant
President
?. 0. Bin X
Taft, Californta 93268

AREA: Rincon Offshore Field, Ventura County.

STATUTORY AND OTHER REFERENCES:
A, P.R.C.: Div.. 6, Parts 1 and 2; Div. 13.

B. Cal. Adm. Code: Title 2, Div. 3; Title 1:4,
Div. 6.

AR 884: N/A.

OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION:
The Lessee proposes to drill an onshore
exploratory well which will bottom in the Deep
Zone to evaluate potential recoverable oil and
gas reserves from this zcne. Should
commercially recnverable reserves be proven,
the well would be placed on production .and the
production would be processed i1hrough existing
production facilities. The surf3jce location of
the well and the existing production facilities
are on adjacent uplands. No mo#ification of
surface facilities 1s required. Produced oil
and gas would be transported from the area via
existing pipeline that connects with an
existing distribution system.

The project will be conducted in accordance
with the lease terms and the rules and
regulations of the State Lands Commission and
the Division of 0il and Gas.
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CALENDAR ITEM NO.3 3 (CONT'D) -

ENVIRG*MENTAL INFORMATION:

vhe Ventura County Planning Commission has
approved a Conditional Use Permit 16,
Modification No. 1 covering the drilling of the
subject well. A Mitigated Négative Declaration
was prepared and certified by Ventura County
Planning Commission on August 21, 19856. The
Mitigated Negative Declaration is attached as
Exhibit "B". The State Lands Commjission's
staff has reviewed the document and believes
that it complies with the requirements of the
CEQA.

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

EXHIBITS: A. Location Map.

B. Mitigated Negative Declaratiocn.

——

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE CbMMISSION:

1.

FIND THAT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION WAS PREPARED FOR: THIS

PROJECT BY THE VENTURA COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION, AND THAT
THE COMMISSION HAS REVIEWED ‘AND CONSIDERED THE INFORMATION
THEREIN. -

DETERMINE THAT THE PROJECT, AS MITIGATED, ANALYZED AMND
APPROVED, WILL NOT HAVE A SIGNIFICANT EFFECT ON THE
ENUVIRONMENT.

FIND THAT THIS ACTIVITY AS PROPOSED IS CONSISTENT WITH THE
USE CLASSIFICATIONS DESIGNARTED FOR THE LANDS PURSUANT TO

P.R.G. 6370, ET. SEQ..

AUTHORIZE THE APPROVAL OF WELL "STATE 410" 15 GNDER STATE
CIL AND GAS LEASE PRC 410, IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE- TERMS,

CONDITIOMNS AND REGULATIONS OF THE STATE LANBS COMMISSION.
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EXHIBIT “A"

STATE LANDS COMMISSION
PRC 410.1

Proposed Well "State 410" 15
Bush Oill Company

Ventyra County

8~12-1987 . K.T.K.

VENTURA COUNTY

P.R.C. 1466

1000 o 1000 2000 J000FEET
(o eemancnse). 4 {
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EXHIRIT npm

COUNTY OF VENTURA
RESOURCE MANACEHENT AGERCY
800 S. Victorla Avenue’
Ventura, CA 33009

HITIGATED MEGATIVE DECLARATION

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

1. Entitlement: Conditional Use Permit 16, -Modification No. 1

2. Applicaat: Morris Oil Compiny h

3. Location: (See attached map) Rincon Oilfield, approximately 800- feot
northwest of the Scacliff offramp, betveen the Pacific Coast Highvay
znd U.S. 101, approximately 9 wiles- norttwest of the City of Ventura.

Assessor Parcel Nofs).: 60-10-23

Parcel Sfze: 2.6 Acres

General Plan Designation: Open Space on the Open Space Element

Existing Zoning: 'C-0-5" (Cozstal Open Space)

Proposal: The redrilling of cne existing oil well (Hobson State #12),
and the drilling of 3 new oil wells on the Hobson State 41C Lease
CUP-16 was granted in 1948 ifor the production of oil and gas on three
parcels of land in the Rincon Oilfield. 1Ia March, 19835, Norris 0il
Cempacy began the redrilling of Hobson State Well #12, with the
under? tanding that this activity was covered uander CUP-16, based oa a
1975 Coastal Commission lctter to Norris which stated that redrilling
did not raquire a Coastal Zone Permit. In July, 1085, tha Califoraia
Coastal Commizsion determived that this interpretstion was no longer
valid, because it was the Coastal Zone Conservation Act which expired
in late 1976 and vas replaced by the Coastal Act of 1976 Hore
recently Ventura Couaty har been delegated authority to process Cosstal
Davalopment parmits, and Ventura County's Local Coastsl Plan and
Coastal Zone Ordinance:requite a coastal permit far ofl well dr{lling
or redrilling within the Coastsl Zone, Norris has applied for a
nodification te CUP-16 to cover the redrilling (20w completed). sad-3lso
for thrée oew wellz to bz drilled over u three year period. The
proposed wells are to be located within 300 feet of Hobson State $12,
in an cxisting cil producticn area.

9. Responsible Agenciss: Division of 0il and Gas
STATEMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL FIMDINGS:

An Initial Study was conducted by the Planning Division to evaluate the
potential effect of this project on the environment. Baséd on the findiugs
contaiced in the attached Initial Study it has been determined that this
project could have a significant effect oa the eavironment. These
potentizlly significant impacts can be satisfactorily mitigated through
adoption of the following identified measures as conditions of approval.

MITIGATION HEASURES INCLUDED TO AYOID POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS:

Air Quality: ‘Th¢ Air Pollutisn Control District comments that nitrogea
oxide emissions created by the drilling rig engines during the drilling of
the wells may have a significant impact on sir quazlity fa the Ojai Valley
Alsshed, and may be inconsistent with the Air Quality Msnagesent Plan.

Hitigation: The applicant shall reduce nitrogen-oxide -emissfons ac much
as feasible froa the drilling operation by one of tie following methods, per
the approval of the Air Pollution.Control.Diztrict:

a. using ucility generated electrical pover

b. using propane fueled engines with catalytic caverters

c. using diescl eogines equipped with combustion prechimbers, or using
cuabustion timing retardation

d. obtaining eafssion offsets

Light and Glare: The drilling rig will be lighted at night during the
drilling period and will ke visible from U.S. Highway 101.

EXHIBIT =5
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Jitigation: l.u;m(: shell be controlled so as o(‘tu prodiice exzesdive-
1ight and glare by directing the Light awvay from the highway snd primarily
on to the work area.

PUBLIC REVIEW:

1. Legal Notice Method: Direct mailing to property owners vithin 300 feet
of proposed project boundary.

2. Document FPosting Period: April 14, 1986 - Hay 13, 1986

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

'COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING REVIEW AND AGENCY RESPONSE

1. Letter Hay 7, 1586 from Ccastal Coemission {response attacheds.

Prepared by: Narcia Yakelee Revieved by:

The Envirossental Report Review Committee recommsends that the decision-making
body of the propesed project find that this dJdocumént _has been completsd in
cozpliacce with<the California-Environmeatal Quality Act.

: si/ee
Chair, Eovironmental Report Data -
Review:Committee

Mz §1/C329
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INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

PROJECT INFORMATION
». Hame of Applicaat: L’t’l‘ﬁ! O,I a-

2.  Project-Description: Mvﬂuﬂ; ﬂwcl(’o«nd, &4& 3 mggwd&-/

3. Project Location: _&cc’l’d §
4. Checklist Preparer: W&U)‘zﬂlju.,

ENVIRONMENTAL [HPACTS

Eacl category checked requires that a Jeterminatfon be sade {f the groject
would or would aot have a "significsat” effect on the environment. Each
envirouzental category contzins ‘& different get of cciteria for what
constitutes a significant adverse {mpact. Profexsional judgement iz needed
toc determine significance. The temm "sigaificant” ls defined in the CEQA
Quidelines- is "a substantis}, or potantially substsatial, adverse change in
any of the physieal condisions within the area affected by the activity
tncludfng laad, alr, wvater, ainerala, flora,, fauna, asbient naise, and
objects of historic or sesthetic significance.” The CEQA Guidelizmes also
provides. an esplanaticn for determining significant effects and establishes
mandatory findiags of sigalficance in certain instances (Referzance Sections
15064 asnd 15065). )

The potential "mayba™ {mpacts are dizficult to desyrmine, This Is.a aatter
of ptofggzlo:ul Judgenent which requires 3nalysis of the facts and
information subuwptted with the project. In determiming poteazially
sigaificant impacts for the “yes" and "maybe" answers, an explanacion sheet
aust be acteched to the fnitial sztudy. The attachsent should iaclude the
following inforastion for each “yes” and “aaybe" antuer:

1. A brief dsicription about ‘the background and setting of ihe {szue.

2. A brief descriptioa of thx potential significant i{mpacts and disclosurs
of why they could-Taanit.

3. Description of any mitigstion geasure(z) vhich would veduce the. impace3
to an insignificant level,

&, In the avent that project -sitigstion is indsterminate or that
sitigation measures cannot reduce the {zpscts to an {nsignificant
level, 4 statement explaining why further analyais (EIR) is needed
should be provided.

Revised Jutte 1985

M .-
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FLANYING UIVISION

1

Lind Yse

Vi1l the propesal, individaally or-cumslatively,
be inconsistent vith/ct substaatlally alter
preseat or plaaned land use of an area?

Population

41l the proposal, individually e cusulatively,
sigaificantly alter the location, distgibution,
densily, or grovth rate.of the husaa popclation
of an ares?

Housing

Will the proposal, individually or cumulatively,
sizgnificantly affect.existing housting, or create
a desand for additionsl; housing? :

.

Plinning Consistency

i1l the propasal, (ndividuslly or cimulatively,
be inconsistent with any goal, objective, policy
or progeam of the Ceneral Plan, Water Quality
Hacagement Plaa, Cufdelines f3r Ordarly -
Development or any other Board-adopted policy
documrat?

Hinsra) Resourzas

Will.the proposal, (ndividuslly or cusulatively,
result iao 8 signiffcant:

a. 'Incresse ia the rate or ure of axy sinercl
rescurce?

b. Substentisl depleticn of any noa-rsnsvsble
aineral resourcs?

AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICY

Atr '

U{ll the propesal, individuslly or cumulatively,
cesult fn sigaificant:

Fy Detersorstion of
asbient~ilr qualicy?

b, (chcuonbh odorn?

PUBLIC WORKS AGEMCY

Earth

S111 the propasal,.individuslly or cumslatively,
result 1n, or be tepacted by, sigaificsnts

a.  Uastable carth tocditiees or in changes
in gwologic sudstructures?

Uisruptfons, displacements, cowpaction
or nvercovering of tha s0fl?

Change 18 tapograpdy or ground. sucfscs
relief features?

%

X

-

—_— X

“.ne Ssunty reviewing Ljency has cazermined safs fssue nat 25 be significans.

Deds2
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Mavhe

The sdestruction, vovering or wodification
of any nnique geologtc or phygxcal
ferturss?

Increaze 1o wind or water erosion. of
sotls, etthier on or off the site?

Chaages in deposition or erosion of
beach sands, or change=s i{a silcazion,
deposition cr erosion vhich may modify
the channel of & river or stroam or
the ted of the acean or any .3y, {nlet
or lake?

Exposuce of propercty to giwologic
hazards such as eacthquakes, landslides,
pudstides, ground faflura, liquefaction,
tsuoani or similar hazarcds?

Transportation/Clirculation

Will the proposal, fadividually oc cumulatively,
result {c signitficant:

4. Generatica of substant{al additional
vehicular movesent?

%

b. Effects on existing parking facilitles,
or desand for new packing?

|x

Impacts upon existing transportation
systems?

Alterations to present pstterns of
circulstion or mcveacnt of people
and/oy¢ goods?

e, Alterations o rail traffic?

f. Increase in traffic hazards to motor
vahicles, bicyclists or pedestrians?

X.
.
X
X

Flood C¥&trol

Will the propesal, individually or cusulativaly,
cesult In sigafficant:

a. Changes to ibsorption rates, drainage
patterns, or the route aasd/or smsunt
of surface vateér ruaoff?

Alteratioa to the course or flovw of
flocd waters?

Exposure of people, propecty or:ualque
anatural ressurces to hazards such ag
floadin; or tsunami?

d. Effects on a chaanel or streaz regulated
by the Flood Control Districr?

Water Resaourcesx

Will the proposal, individually or cumulatively,
reauit i{n significant:

3. Changes in the amount of surface water in
any body of wacter? X

b. Changes 13 currents, or the L.urse of
direction of vater movements, in any
bady of water? =

v he Caunty reviewing z3ency has-datzrafned this fisue not 2o ba significant.
€073

oot omm s ~
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Discharge into surface waters, or 3
any alteration of surface vater quality,
including but limited %o teamperacure,
diasolved oxygen or turbidicty?

Alteration of the direction or rite
of f£low of groundwaters?

Change in the quality of groundwsters,
either through direct additions of
withdrawals, or through interception
of an aquifer by cuts, 2xcavations
or surface coverings? '

Reduction in the amount of water
othervise availabla Zor public
vater tupplies?

Street Lightiog

Will the proposal, individuslly or
cusnlatively, result in the geed for
street lighting services?

ENVIROMMENTAL MEALTH DIVISION
12. Sasteation

1f the propessl will utilize septic
tank systems, can the sewage geosrated
by the project createa a significaat
adverse health impact?

¥star Supply

%111 the proposal, individually or
cuzuiativaly, not ba 2ble to be provided
with £ long-term uvater supply of
adequate quanticty and qualicy? .

Solid Vaste

Vill the proposal, {ndivicually or
cesulatively, result in:

a. A sigoificast amount of
solid waste?

%. A significant izpact on the existing
solid vaste diposal systeal

Risk of Upset

Does the proposal, individually or
cumulatively, involve:

s. A risk of an explosicn or tha release
of bazardous substsaces (includiag, -
but not limited to, oil, pesticides,
chemicals or radiation) in the event
of 2n accident or upret coaditions?

Possible fnterférence vith an
emergency respoaie plan or an
esergency cvacuation plan?

Husan Heslch

Will the proposal, individually or
cuzulatively, result in:

a. Creation of any health hazard or
potential health hazard (excluding
mental health)?

P e
o St oo S e s o

TMOIDA LPAGE
y 'Ane gounty revigwing ¢-=acy-has deserzined this L3238 083 *a wa iR ‘-C;:
_ revieving eogayhas desermined U A Eage” =
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b. Exposure of people to putentiai
health hazards?

FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT

17. Will the proposal, individually or cumulatively,
casult in impacts on the ability of the Fize
Protecticn District to secve the project due to:

3.  Availability of perscanei or equipment?
b. Location of the project?

¢. Pudblic infrastructure and availability
of vater Zor f{refighting purposes?

SHERIEFF'S DEPARTMENT

18, Will the proposal, fandividuslly or
ceaulatively, resule in inpacts on
the abilicy of the Shevl!!'i‘ncpar:-cnc
to serve the project due to:

a. The design of the propasal (i.e.,
derensible space batvean dwe) \liasg
units, topograpky and cpem spice)?

b.  The design of roads and circulation?

¢. The locatios or size of the projani?

PROPERTY ADMINISTRATION ACEMCY

19. Recreation

Will the proposal, indiyidually or
cusulatively,. result in s sigoificant
impact on existing recreztionsl
opportunities- or facilicies?

R:rbers and Navigatios

Will the p propos2l, individually or cumulatively,
rasult fn a sigaificzat impsct on harbors-or
areigation?

Historfieal (Cultural Heritage Board)

Will the propasal, lidividually ce cumulatively,
vesult {n adversa physical or aesthstic effects

ts day historic building nr sres or would affect
unique cultursl values?

AIRPLRTS DEPARTMENT

ki

22, Will the proposal, fadividusily 6r cusulatively,
result in lwpacts on the tossmunicy due to:

a. Alec traffic safety problea?
b.  Adverse affect oa existing facilitfes?

¢. Changes {a flight partarns?
SUPERINTENDENT OF SCROOLR

23. Education

Vill the proposal, imtividuslly or cusulatively,
result {n a signiticant iwpact on existing or
proposed educational .facilities:

3.  Afferct the s.2¢ oc compasition of
classes?

D50/5

2

ne County reviewing Zjency h2s detemined this issue not ta be significane,

4
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Havbe

Result in the need for additional
classreoms, persoanel or additional
facilities?

ACRICULTURAL CEPARTMENT

24, Agricultural Resources

Will the proposal, individually or cumuiatively,
result in sigaificant:

a. Conversion of prime agricultural
land ro other uses?

b. Loss of productive crop 2and or
soils? X

Adverse affecZ on adjacent
agricultural land? p.

am— e

AREAS TO BE COMPLETED BY THE ASENCY REIPONSIELE FOR ADMINISTERING THE PROJECT
33, Visual Effecte

HEll the propesal, individually or cumulatively,
zesult in che obstruction of a scenic resource
or view open t¢ the public, or Will the proposal
result {n=the creation ¢f an aesthetically
offensive site open to public view?

Public Services

Will the proposal, {nd{vidusily or cumulazively,
have an effect upon, or resulz in a need for
nevw or altered, governmental services in.any

of nbe following areas:

2. Scwers or ssvage treitment plants?
b. Water mzins or siuiige facilities?
c. Other public facilities?
Azchasological

Will the proposal affect site(s) that:

we Are recognized as algnit cant in
Califorala or Aserican distory or
recogaized as scientificiliy
importsnt in prehistory?

Can provide Janformstion vhich is
both of demcastrable public
interest and useful ia addrecaing
scientifically consequential ard
reazonsble archaeological research
questions?

Hss a special or particular quality
such as oldesg, best example, largest,
or last surviving example of its kind?

Is zt Is2st 100 yesrs 61d and possasses
substantisl stratigraphic integrity?

Involve {mpostant questions that

historical research hns shown can

only be answered with the use of

acchaeological tectniques? A

TS ne gounty reviewing. zgency has determingd this {ssue not. 2o be tigatficant

-
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:3 Lealseies
will the ptoposal ‘Ladlvtdually~or cusulacivelys
smpact «f result in » need foc o public azrvice
sestess, OF subatantial alterations to the
tolloving neilicies?

a. [Electricity o¥ gitucal gas?

b. Commusication €7 tens?

an

i}  Enesy

Will the proposal result ias

a. 059'0! substantiil amouats of fuel
o snecgy?

b. Substantisl jacrasss 1s demand upoR
existing sources of energy, oF
teouire the davelopment of nev
soucced of energy?

30. Yoise

W{ll the proposal, {nsividually oc cusalatively,
result io sigaificant:

s. lacreasss {n exiatiag nolse levels?

b. [Expoture of people tO sevare nolse
levels?

31. Light sad Glare

Will the peapaval produce significant
aucuats_of light or glace?

Plaar Life
Will the prypcn.l gasult iad

w, Chamie is the diversity aof species,
or nusker of any spacies of plaats
(including tTeas, shrubs, $CA89,
and Aquatic plants)?

Reductica of the iusders of aay
unique, Fas8 OF acdangezed spacies
+¢ plantet

tntroduction of aev syeciss of
pients iato a8 ares, or ix & .
bareice to the sorual replentsasest
of existing spscius?

Animal Life

fallliea sl e

Hill the proposal rasult ind

a. Coaugs io tts divacsicy of spacies,
or numbers of a2y spucies of-animsls
(bicds, laad soimsls facliud

ing
ceptiles, cish azd 3bhe 1¢igh, benthic
ocrganigas or inseces)?

Reduction of the aumbers of aay
unigque, race OF endangeced species
of animals?

[ntroduceton of nev species of
antmals i0to an ares, ot cesuls in
3 bariier to the migration ar
novezent of animals?

-2

o 8
26077 b
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Mte:sprzt;on to existing fish or
uildlite Gabitat?

131, HANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGHIFICANCE

1, Does the j¥ yact bave the potential
to degrade 3he Guality of the
enviconment, zubseantially ceduce
the babitat of & tish or wildlifs
specias, cause 8 fish or wildlife
populaticn to drop belov salf-sustaiaing

threatan to elimioate a plant

cr animal community, reduc cumer
or restrict ihe ssnge of a rare OF
endzagered plaat of snimal or eliminske
{xporLass examples of ths major periods
of California bistocy or prhiscory?

Doss tha project have the potential to
achicve short-tern, to the disadvantage
of ioag-ters, environnentzl goals? (A
short~tara ispact on the eavironsent iz
oue uhich occurs ina uluivalyr'dxh:.
definitive peciod of time vhila lopg-ters
{apacts vill eadure well into the future).

Does tha projast have impact uhich are
individuslly 1imived, but cusulatively
considacable? (Sevaral prejects say have
celatively snsll {nd{vidual .impacts on
two OF MOCS TESOUICEs, but ths total of
those inpacts on the savironasat is
signiuennt) .

Does the project nave environmental
effects vhich will -cause rubstantial
adverse sffscts ot huasn Msiags, either
digectly of indirectly?

= T gounty reviewing 83ency ras deternined this fssue not to be significant,

Nofes:

1. See Ew;mmm‘l'd esves ancd M:f:qaf/ms,ﬂf‘fem Be. 6 - A

M, and. afso respomse & Coacfol Crmmission Jeter of
I'na.% 7,198¢ Co.#ocled«)

o, See Cavinennontal Tssves and Mitgehias, Tem Wi 15 Puske
of Vosef discusstm. )
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ENVIRONHENTAL. ISSUES.AND MITICATIONS

Air Quality: The Air Pollution Control District cosments that the nitrogen
oxide cmissions created by the drilliag rig cagines during the drilling of
the oil valls may have a significint impact oa air quality in the Ofai
Yslley Afrshed, and may be inconsistent with the Afir Quality Hanagement
Plan. The spplicant shall mitigate emissions az such 23 fezstble from the
drilling operation by onz of the followirg asthods, per the appraval of the
Air Pollution Control District:

using utility generated electrical power;
using propane fueled engines with catalytic converters;

using diescl engines equipped with combustion prechambers, or using
combustion timing retardation;

obtaining emission offsets,

Rink of Upset: Activities involved in drilling and production of eil and
gis could involve a risk of upset such as oil spills, cmissions to the aic,
nussence odors, well blowout, f£ire or explosion. However, the Zoning
Ozdinance requires the aspplécant to comply with the regulations of the
California Divisfon of Ofl »,nd Gas, County Fire Department and the Air
Pollution Control District. Ccaplisnce with these regulatfoas uill reduce
the risk of upset to an inzig=ificant level.

Visual Effects: The wells are to be drilled one at a time over a period of
three years. During the drilling period, estimated at 45 to 50 days for
cacin well, the drilling rig will be visible to the suzrounding area. The
project location, however, is in the midst of an eatablished ofl field which
contains numerous oil wells, storage tanks and other production facilities,
with a gas procescing plant dicectly to the east. There are no residences
in the area. The rig will be visible from U.5. 101, but the relatively
short drilling pericd, @lus the character of the surrounding area, .should:
reader the visual effects insignificant.

lofse: Dcriﬂz tha-2riiling peried, there will be some increase in the noise
Taw=l -ist ‘the area. There are no residences within 2000 feet, however, and
the freeway, railrosd and existing oil production activities 31l contribute
to the Jnbient noise level. The relatively short drilling period, plus the
existing-utes, render the nolse impact insignificaat. MNoise standards as
set forth in the Ventura County O{1 Ordinance shill be adhered to.

Light and G.are: The drilling rig will be lighted at night during the
drilling pcriod ‘that would be visible from U.S. Highway 101. Lighting shsll
be contgollizd so as not to produce excessive light and glare, by directing
the Light sws~ from the higkvay and primarily onto the work ares.:

#H:§/C333
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CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION
230 HCWARD SUILT 4TH 71004

SAN FRANDICO. CA 94103

54151 3438333

May 7, 1986 L33 1~

Marcia Wakelce

Ventuca County Plaaning Division
800 S. Viczoria

Ventura, CA 93009

Dear Ms. Wakeleea:

coastal Commigsion statf has revicwed the Draft Negative Declaration
for the redrilling and new drilling of oil vells oa the Hobson
leases (SCH 86040910). UWe havae identified a few points we believe
nced to be addressed and offer the lo%}ouinq comments on the
docurent.

The document states that there are no cumulative impacts resulting
from continued developrent of thesse fields. Bassed on ths datz2
presented in the report, we do not believe that thiz Jinding can be
supported. Wo rocommend that that additlional data be incorporatad
into the zeport to support this tinding or lacking the data the
finding be changed fo *maybe™.

Under solid waste, the document statas that no waste products will
be generated by this activity., What are the amounts ef drilling
muds and cuttings that w2ill be ganesrated by this propesal and How
are these materials tc be disposed of? Also, what is the amoupt of
truck traffic that will be associated with the rsaoval of the waste
producti?

Under riaok of upset, the report states that there maybe a rigk of an
upset with this activity. Coastal Commigsion expsriance iu
ceviewing oll and gas devalopment hids ghown that there is always a
rigk of upsat in this type of activity. We thaorafore recommand thit
this finding be changed to yes.

Please cantact me if you have any questions or this matter.

gincazely

os Nicholson
suparviging Analyst
Energy and Ocean Resources
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Hay 20, 1986

Joe YNicholson

California Coastal Cosmission
631 Howard Street, 4th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94105

Dear Hc. Picholson:

Thank you for the Coastal Cosmission's cosacats, dated May 7, 1986, on the Draft
Negative Declaration for the redrilling of one o0il well and the drilling of three
aew o1l wells on the Hobson State 410 Leaze (SCH 86040910). The Veatura County
Eavironmental Report Review Committee revicwed the draft Hegacive Declaration on
May 14, 1986 and considered the issues raised regarding cusulative impacts, solid
wvaste and risk of upsat.

In regard to cuzsulative {mpacts, the Committee detarmined thst the '"no™ finding
was apprepriate for the following reasons. The proposed wells will be drilled
one at 2 timc, with a drilling period of 45 to 50 days for each well, over a
period of threz yearz, and will be located in the midst of an cstablished ofl
fieil: No grading or roadbuilding will be required, and the storage taanks, vapor
recovery systesm and the ofil and gas pipelines slready exist. [Ispacts from ihis
project, therefore, would cccur during the drilling phase, and would be limited
and temporary in nature The applicant has agreed to méasures proposed by the
Alr Polluvica Control Discrict to mitigate the air quality impacts associated
vith the project. The Flanning Departmeat is not currently processing any other
oi]l well drilling applicatioas in the Rincon aresz, so this project iz not

expected to bave significsnt cusulative {mpacts vith other such projacts {in the
area.

Regarding solxd waste, the applicaat estimates that approximately 177.8 cudbic
yards of earth vould be zemeved as cuttings froa cach well. This materisl would
be hauled to an approved dusp site. The drilling mud {s resaved as 1iquid waste.
It is collectsd in bins to dry out and 'he remains are-hsuled to sa spprovad dusp
site. In this. sres, Iresh water drilling fluids are used, and thass are
classified as non-hazardous. The smount of dzfiling mud required for the
drtlling operation vacies, and i3 difficult to estimate. The applitant feels
that not more than two or three trucks per week would be needed to remove the
solid vaste. The Ventura County Environzental Health Department has reviewed

these estimates, and kas found that there will not be a significant impact due to
solid waste.

The Environmental Report Review Committee sgraed with the Coastsl Commission that

there {s alvaye 3 sisk of upset with oil drilling activities, and determined that
the finding of "maybe" vas appropriaste because the discussion provided with this

800 South Victoria Avenue, Ventura, CA 93009
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item covered the possible risks, and Jetermined that complimce witd, tihe
regulations of the Division of 0Oil and Gaa, the Fire Departaert and! tie Adx
Pollution Control District would reduce these risks to an insignificanc lawveX.
If you have any questions, please call Harcis Wakelae at (80S) 654-1473.
Sincecely,

RESOURCE HANASEMENT AGENCY

Rovert K, s Supgtvisor
Cozmercial/Ingstrial Land Use Secticn
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