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1.0 Introduction 

The City of Hermosa Beach (City) will be the lead agency and will prepare an Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR) for the Proposed Project as described herein. In compliance with the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines Section 15082, the City is sending 
this Notice of Preparation (NOP) and Initial Study to responsible agencies, trustee agencies 
responsible for natural resources potentially affected by the Proposed Project, federal agencies 
that may be involved in permitting or approving the Proposed Project, and interested persons.  
Each agency is requested to provide the City with specific details about the scope and content of 
the environmental information to be contained in the Draft EIR related to that agency’s area of 
statutory responsibility. The NOP is also being sent to interested persons to solicit input from the 
public as to the scope of the Draft EIR (meaning which topics should be evaluated in the Draft 
EIR). The 30-day comment period for the NOP begins on July 11, 2013 and ends August 12, 
2013. Agencies and members of the public can submit written comments on the scope of the 
Draft EIR. In addition, the following Scoping Meetings are scheduled by the City to receive 
comments from agencies and the interested members of the public: 

 Agency Scoping Meeting on July 24, 2013, 1:30 to 3:30 p.m., at the City Council 
Chambers, City Hall, 1315 Valley Drive, Hermosa Beach, California 90254; and 

 Public Scoping Meeting on July 24, 2013, 7:00 to 9:00 p.m., at the Hermosa Beach 
Community Theater, 710 Pier Avenue, Hermosa Beach, California 90254. 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15082 requires that the NOP provide a description of the Proposed 
Project, including the location and a summary of the potential environmental effects. For the key 
environmental issues, this NOP utilizes the CEQA Guidelines Appendix G Initial Study 
Checklist to identify the potential environmental effects of the Proposed Project followed by a 
brief summary of how each potential environmental effect will be evaluated in the Draft EIR. 

The Proposed Project is the result of a 2012 Settlement Agreement between the City, E&B 
Natural Resources Management Corporation (Applicant), and Macpherson Oil Company (for 
itself and Windward Associates) to resolve a lawsuit by Macpherson Oil Company against the 
City regarding oil drilling at the site of the existing City Maintenance Yard at 555 6th Street, 
where Macpherson was seeking in excess of $700 million in damages against the City. The 
Settlement Agreement provided for the dismissal of the lawsuit, limited the City’s potential 
liability, and provided the Applicant (not related to Macpherson) with the potential opportunity 
to proceed with “a state-of-the-art directional well oil drilling project conducted from an urban 
drill site.” Under the Settlement Agreement, the City is to place on the ballot in a manner that 
complies with all applicable law, a measure that asks voters whether to approve the Proposed 
Project entitlements and other actions that relate to oil drilling in the City. 

The Applicant has submitted a Planning Application to the City for the Proposed Project which 
consists of the development of the 1.3-acre Project site, currently used as the City Maintenance 
Yard, as an onshore drilling and production site using directional drilling to access oil and gas 
reserves in both the tidelands (offshore) and the uplands (onshore) within the Torrance Oil Field. 
As proposed, the fully-developed Project would consist of 30 production wells, four water 
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injection wells, liquid and gas separating equipment, a gas processing unit, and oil and gas 
pipelines. The facilities would be physically located at the Project site with the oil and gas 
pipelines extending southward offsite. The Proposed Project has been designed consistent with 
the 1993 Conditional Use Permit for an oil and gas development at the Project site. The Proposed 
Project also includes the relocation of the existing City Maintenance Yard, to City owned 
property located adjacent to and south of the Hermosa Beach City Hall that is currently 
developed as a self-storage building. The relocated facility is referenced to herein as the City 
Public Works Facility. 

Within the boundaries of the Project site, there is an asphalt parking area to the south of the 
existing City Maintenance Yard that currently provides 15 parking spaces for City employees 
(between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m., Monday through Thursday) and for the public 
after hours (6:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m.) and at all other times (Friday, weekends and holidays). In 
addition, the site for the City’s relocated Public Works Facility currently provides 32 parking 
spaces for City employees (between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m., Monday through 
Thursday) and for the public after hours (6:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m.) and at all other times (Fridays,  
weekends and holidays). The Proposed Project will include an overall parking replacement 
program that meets the intent of the City’s Preferential Parking Program and Coastal 
Development Permit requirements. 

The Applicant proposes to construct and operate the Proposed Project within the following 
existing entitlements: 

 1993 Conditional Use Permit (City Council Resolution No. 93-5632) for Oil 
Development at the City Maintenance Yard and Construction of an Oil Pipeline. 

 Oil and Gas Lease No. 2 between the City and E&B (assigned from Macpherson), dated 
January 14, 1992 and approved by the State Lands Commission. 

 Settlement Agreement and Release executed by the City Council on March 2, 2012 
setting forth certain responsibilities of the City, E&B, and Macpherson. 

In addition, the ballot measure will encompass most or all of the entitlements listed below. The 
specific content of the ballot measure will be determined prior to ballot publication. 

 Amend the Hermosa Beach Municipal Code to lift the ban on oil drilling in Chapter 5.56 
(Oil Wells), which had been imposed with Proposition E in 1995, and allow oil drilling in 
the Light Manufacturing (M-1) zone as a conditional use at the project site located at 555 
6th Street. 

 Amend the Hermosa Beach Coastal Land Use Plan (a component of the City’s General 
Plan) to change the designation of the project site located at 555 6th Street from Open 
Space to Industrial consistent with the current use as the City Maintenance Yard and the 
proposed use as defined for the Proposed Project. 

 Amend the Hermosa Beach Coastal Land Use Plan (a component of the City’s General 
Plan) to add policies regulating oil and gas recovery. 
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 Adopt a Development Agreement to serve the public interest, provide for the orderly 
development of the Proposed Project, and provide the Applicant with a vested right to 
proceed with the Proposed Project in exchange for the Applicant’s provision of certain 
benefits and commitments to the City. A franchise agreement to allow the proposed oil 
and gas pipelines may be included. 

 Amend Ordinance 87-897 Mandating that all Funds the City derives from Hydrocarbons 
Recovery go into the City’s Park and Recreation Facilities Fund except the first $500 of 
Business License Fees and any funds regulated by the State Lands Commission, 
approved with Proposition L in 1987, to allow funds to be used for other purposes. 

 Amendments to the Municipal Code, including the “Oil Production” Code (Hermosa 
Beach Municipal Code, Chapter 21-A), and to the Hermosa Beach General Plan as may 
be required to incorporate mitigation measures or project elements identified through the 
environmental review process. 

Discretionary Entitlements to allow relocation of the Public Works Facility at 552 11th Place: 

 General Plan amendment to change the Land Use Map designation on a portion of the 
site from Open Space to Industrial and as required for consistency; 

 Coastal Land Use Plan amendment to change the Land Use Map designation from Open 
Space to Industrial (M-1) on a portion of the Public Works Facility relocation site; to 
allow height to exceed 25 feet and/or two stories to accommodate the Public Works 
Facility relocation with employee/public parking; and as required for consistency; 

 Municipal Code amendment to change the Zoning Map on a portion of the site from 
Open Space to Light Industrial (M-1) and a Zoning text amendment to exceed 35 feet in 
height and/or two stories feet to accommodate the Public Works Facility relocation with 
employee/public parking. 

 Precise Development Plan to develop a Public Works Facility. 

The Proposed Project would require other permits and approvals as detailed in the table provided 
in Section 5.0 of this document.  This would include the California Coastal Commission review 
of the amendments to the City of Hermosa Beach Coastal Land Use Plan, the Development 
Agreement, and a Coastal Development Permit for the Proposed Project. 
 
The Draft EIR will assess the environmental impacts of future drilling and operational activities 
in the area and, where appropriate, develop mitigation measures to reduce potential significant 
impacts. These mitigation measures can then be incorporated as conditions or elements of the 
Project to be considered by the voters. 
 
The Applicant’s submittal of the Planning Application included a detailed project description and 
technical reports included as Appendices as well as responses to comments from City staff 
during the review of the Planning Application. These documents can be reviewed in their 
entirety on the City’s website at http://www.hermosabch.org/index.aspx?page=676. 
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This NOP includes the following sections: 

 Section 2.0 provides a brief description of the Proposed Project, including the Project 
setting and location, and Project phasing.  

 Section 3.0 discusses the potential environmental issue areas that may experience 
significant impacts as a result of the implementation of the Proposed Project. These issue 
areas will be evaluated in the Draft EIR. For each issue area, the CEQA Appendix G 
Checklist is included and potential significant environmental impacts are identified along 
with a summary of the approach that will be used to assess environmental impacts. Issue 
areas found not to have the potential to result in a significant impact through the 
preliminary analysis in this Initial Study are identified and it is indicated that they are not 
intended to be analyzed in the Draft EIR.   

 Section 4.0 identifies a preliminary list of alternatives to the Proposed Project to be 
considered in the Draft EIR. 

 Section 5.0 provides a table of potential actions, permits, and approvals that may be 
required for the Proposed Project. 

 Section 6.0 lists references used in preparing this NOP. 

 Section 7.0 identifies the acronyms used in this NOP. 

 

Table 1.1  Project Details 

Project Information 

Project Title E&B Oil Development Project 

Case Number Development Agreement 12-1, Municipal Code Text 
Amendment 12-2, General Plan Amendment 12-1 

Lead Agency City of Hermosa Beach, 1315 Valley Drive, Hermosa Beach, 
California 90254  

Contact Person Ken Robertson, City of Hermosa Beach, Community 
Development Department, (310) 318-0242 
krobertson@hermosabch.org 

Applicant E&B Natural Resources Management Corporation, 1600 
Norris Road, Bakersfield, California 93308. 
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Project Information 

General Plan Designation Light Manufacturing (Project site and Public Works Facility 
relocation site); a portion of the Public Works Facility 
relocation site is designated Open Space. Coastal Land Use 
Plan: Open Space (Project site); Open Space – Government 
(Public Works Facility relocation site). 

Zoning Designation M-1 Light Manufacturing (Project site); M-1 Light 
Manufacturing and OS Open Space (Public Works Facility 
relocation site). 

Site Size Project oil and gas drilling and production site is proposed to 
be located on a 1.3-acre City owned property (existing City 
Maintenance Yard). The relocated Public Works Facility is 
proposed to be physically located on an approximately 1.25-
acre City owned property (existing self-storage building). 
Ancillary sites will be used for employee parking and 
replacement of public parking. 
 
Electrical and pipeline interconnections would be made to the 
Southern California Edison grid, the Southern California Gas 
Company pipeline, the California Water Service Company 
system, and the West Basin Municipal Water District system. 
 
Oil and gas pipeline connections of approximately 3.55 miles 
and 0.43 miles, respectively, would be constructed to transport 
the processed oil to a valve box location in the City of 
Torrance and the processed gas to a tie-in with the Southern 
California Gas Company gas line in the City of Redondo 
Beach.  

Project Location Project oil and gas drilling and production facilities would be 
located at: 
555 6th Street, Hermosa Beach 
Oil pipeline would be constructed in the SCE Utility Corridor 
and/or the public right of way in Valley Drive, Herondo Street, 
Anita Street, and 190th Street in the Cities of Redondo Beach 
and Torrance. 
Gas pipeline would be constructed in the public right of way in 
Valley Drive/N. Francesca Avenue, extends beneath Valley 
Drive to a Southern California Gas company line east of 
North Francesca Avenue in Redondo Beach.  
Relocated Public Works Facility would be located at:  
552 11th Place, Hermosa Beach 

Assessor Parcel Numbers Project site: 4187-031-900; Public Works Facility relocation 
site:4187-020-907; portion of 4187-020-904  
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Project Information 

Access Project Site: The existing driveway access points from Valley 
Drive and 6th Street would be used for Phases 1 and 2 of the 
Project at 555 6th Street. Relocated driveway from Valley 
Drive would provide access and relocated driveway to 6th 
Street would provide egress for the Proposed Project. 
Relocated Public Works Facility: The existing driveway 
access points from Valley Drive and Bard Street would likely 
be used.  

Latitude and Longitude Project Site: 33°51’32.10” N and 118°23’41.09”W 
Relocated Public Works Facility: 33°51’47.19” N and 
118°23’43.97”W 
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2.0 Proposed Project Description 

2.1. Project Overview  

As proposed, the fully developed Project would consist of 30 production wells, four injection 
wells, liquid and gas separating equipment, a gas processing unit and other processing 
equipment, storage tanks, and off-site oil and gas pipelines. The Project would be developed in 
four phases, Phase 1, Site Preparation; Phase 2, Drilling and Testing; Phase 3, Final Design and 
Construction; and Phase 4, Development and Operations, as described in Section 2.3 below. The 
facilities would be physically located at the Project site with the oil and gas pipelines extending 
southward offsite within the City’s right-of-way in Valley Drive to the vicinity of the Valley 
Drive/Herondo Street intersection just outside the City limits within the City of Redondo Beach.  
Overall, the oil and gas pipeline connections would run approximately 3.55 miles and 0.43 miles, 
respectively, and connect the oil field to one of four valve box locations in the City of Redondo 
Beach or the City of Torrance and to a tie-in with the Southern California Gas Company gas line via 
a gas metering station in the City of Redondo Beach. Please see Figures 2-1 to 2-4 for the location 
of the Proposed Project, pipelines and the relocation of the City Maintenance Yard.  

Electrical and pipeline interconnections would be made to the Southern California Edison grid, the 
Southern California Gas Company pipeline, the California Water Service system, the West Basin 
Municipal Water District reclaimed water system, and the City and Los Angeles County Sanitation 
District sewer systems. Connection to the SCE system would be accomplished with underground 
conduits and connections to water and sewer systems would be made by underground facilities. 

During Phase 2, Drilling and Testing, the Project would include the truck transport of oil to an 
offsite destination in the City of Torrance and the disposal of produced gas through burning in a 
gas combustor located on the Project site.  

The existing City Maintenance Yard, currently located on the Project site, is proposed to be 
relocated to a City owned property located adjacent to and south of the Hermosa Beach City 
Hall. 

During construction and drilling activities, the Project would have the following demand for 
temporary off-site parking spaces: maximum of 20 parking spaces in Phase 1; maximum of 16 
parking spaces in Phase 2; maximum of 40 parking spaces in Phase 3; and maximum of 4 
parking spaces in Phase 4. 

The Applicant proposes an offsite parking program for temporary parking for employees during 
construction and drilling activities on property that would be owned, leased, or rented by the 
Applicant (as defined in the supplement to the Planning Application, dated April 11, 2013). The 
parking would be provided through the construction of a parking area located adjacent to or near 
the Project site (e.g., within 5 to 8 blocks); and/or through the use of an existing parking area that 
is purchased, leased, or rented by the Applicant; or, the Applicant would provide remote parking 
spaces (more than 5 to 8 blocks from the Project site) and a van pool shuttle service to the 
Project site. It is anticipated that properties purchased, leased, or rented would be approximately 
6,000 square feet in size and could accommodate 20 parking spaces.  
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During ongoing Project operations, the Project would have a demand for 4 parking spaces for 
long-term employee parking in Phase 4. 

There are 15 parking spaces located at the City’s Maintenance Yard used by maintenance yard 
employees from 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. on Monday through Thursday and by the public at other 
times. These spaces are a portion of the city’s inventory under the City’s Coastal Preferential 
Parking Program.  The site for the relocated Public Works Facility currently provides 32 parking 
spaces for City employees (between the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. on Monday through 
Thursday) and for the public after hours (6:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m.) and all other times (Friday, 
weekends, and holidays).  The Applicant proposes that the 15 spaces from the existing City 
Maintenance Yard site will be: (1) replaced in conjunction with the relocation of the City 
Maintenance Yard; (2) provided by utilizing the temporary construction employee parking 
spaces when they are not used by the Project at night and on weekends (similar to the availability 
of the parking spaces at the existing City Maintenance Yard); or (3) or by providing other 
suitable public parking spaces acceptable to the City in coordination with the City’s parking 
program. 

The Project would include an overall parking replacement program that meets the intent of the 
City’s Preferential Parking Program and Coastal Development Permit requirements. The details 
for providing these parking spaces as described above would be provided after the election on 
the ballot initiative and with sufficient time for the City and the California Coastal Commission 
to review the parking plan to ensure its consistency with the development standards, the CEQA 
documentation, and the ballot measure before the California Coastal Commission takes action 
for the Coastal Development Permit. 

2.2.  Project Location 

The onshore drilling and oil and gas recovery facility for the Proposed Project would be 
constructed on a 1.3-acre Project site located at 555 6th Street in the southern portion of the City 
of Hermosa Beach in southwestern Los Angeles County. The Project site is located on land 
zoned M-1 Light Manufacturing and is immediately adjacent to lands zoned M-1 Light 
Manufacturing and OS-1 Restricted Open Space. The majority of land surrounding the Project 
site is developed with the exception of the land zoned OS-1 Restricted Open Space (Hermosa 
Valley Greenbelt/Trail). Other properties in the vicinity of the Project site are zoned R-2 Two 
Family Residential and R-3 Multiple Family Residential.  

More specifically, the Project site is bounded by the following: to the east by Valley Drive, the 
Veterans Parkway (Hermosa Valley Greenbelt/Trail), Ardmore Park and, further to the east, by 
Ardmore Avenue and residential development; to the south by 6th Street, the Beach Cities Self 
Storage facility, light manufacturing land uses and, further to the south, South Park and 
residential development; to the west by light manufacturing land uses, Cypress Street and, 
further to the west, residential development; and to the north by light manufacturing land uses 
and, further to the north, residential development and 8th Street.  

The site proposed for the relocation of the new Public Works Facility is zoned M-1 Light 
Manufacturing with a portion being OS Open Space, and has residential uses to the south and 
west, the Veterans Parkway (Hermosa Valley Greenbelt/Trail) to the east, and the Civic Center 
(City Hall, Library, and Fire Station) and commercial uses to the north. 
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2.3. Project Phasing  

As proposed, the Project consists of four phases: Phase 1, Site Preparation; Phase 2, Drilling and 
Testing; Phase 3, Final Design and Construction; and Phase 4, Development and Operations. The 
EIR Project Description will provide a much more detailed description of the possible future 
drilling and operational activities. Each of the major elements of site preparation, exploratory 
drilling and testing, design and construction, and development and operations activities is 
summarized below.  

2.3.1 Phase 1 - Site Preparation 

The Project’s Phase 1 consists of site preparation that includes activities such as the relocation of 
the existing City Maintenance Yard, relocation of overhead utility by undergrounding, 
construction of improvements to the intersection of 6th Street and Valley Drive, installation of 
temporary movable noise attenuation walls, building demolition and other site clearance 
activities, rough grading, well cellar construction, installation of perimeter construction fencing, 
installation of temporary landscaping, and installation of a 32-foot sound attenuation wall around 
the site perimeter.  

As discussed above, the relocation of the associated public parking spaces now located at the 
City’s Maintenance Yard would be addressed in the Proposed Project’s overall parking 
replacement program that meets the intent of the City’s Preferential Parking Program and 
Coastal Development Permit requirements. In addition, the Applicant for the E&B Oil 
Development Project proposes an offsite parking program for temporary parking for employees 
during construction and drilling activities. Refer to the discussion provided above. The laydown 
area for the Proposed Project would be in the basement of the building located at 601 Cypress 
Street on the northwest corner of Cypress Street/6th Street located within the M-1 Light 
Manufacturing zone. It is anticipated that Phase 1 would occur for a period of approximately six 
months. However, the laydown area would be active during Phases 1 through 3, and then through 
the first period of Phase 4 until the drilling is completed. 

The existing condition of the Project site includes some contamination associated with the 
previous landfill use at the site. Contamination includes lead, arsenic, barium and petroleum 
hydrocarbons both in the soil and groundwater. The Draft EIR would evaluate the impacts 
associated with any additional investigation and cleanup associated with the project that might be 
required by the appropriate regulatory agencies.  

2.3.2. Phase 2 - Drilling and Testing 

The Project’s second phase includes the drilling and testing of three production wells and one 
water injection well to determine the potential productivity and economic viability of the Project. 
These wells would utilize directional drilling technology, which enables the wells to be drilled 
long distances laterally, such that the bottom-hole locations may be several thousand feet from 
the surface locations of each well. It is anticipated that Phase 2 would occur for approximately 
12 months.  

A more detailed chronology of activities follows: 
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A temporary construction trailer would be installed in the northeast portion of the Project site. In 
addition, the associated utilities, including potable water and sewer, would be extended from the 
existing lines located along 6th Street that currently serve the City Maintenance Yard. Water and 
sewer service would be provided by the California Water Service Company and the City along 
with the Los Angeles County Sanitation District, respectively. Electricity would be provided by 
SCE.  

The drilling of the three test wells and one water injection well would occur with an electric 
drilling rig (approximately 87 feet tall) that is proposed to drill around the clock, for 
approximately one month per well, until appropriate depths and bottom-hole locations have been 
reached. A backup generator would be employed to power the drilling rig and other necessary 
equipment in the event of a loss of power from SCE.  

Drilling each well would require approximately 130,000 gallons (or 0.4 acre-feet) of water. The 
water would be reclaimed water provided by the West Basin Municipal Water District from an 
existing reclaimed water line within the Veterans Parkway (Hermosa Beach Greenbelt/Trail). 
The West Basin Municipal Water District has provided the Applicant with a will serve letter. 

The drilling process requires the use of drilling mud to circulate drilled rock cuttings out of the 
well hole, retain the integrity of the well hole, and control reservoir pressure. The drilling mud 
would be collected onsite in Baker tanks (enclosed tanks that are approximately 12 feet tall by 40 
feet long and hold up to 500 barrels each). Although most of the mud would be reused on 
subsequent wells, some mud would be removed from the Project site and disposed of each day 
by truck at an approved disposal site located outside of the City. In addition, all other waste 
generated by the test drilling would be transported by truck to the appropriate disposal site. 

During drilling, the surface equipment would be screened from view and noise would be reduced 
by the temporary 32-foot sound attenuation wall installed in Phase 1 and noise abatement 
incorporated into the operational practices and design of the drill rig and temporary production 
equipment. The Applicant proposes an offsite parking program for temporary parking for the 
construction and drilling employees on private property that would be owned, leased, or rented 
by the Applicant as discussed above. 

Once test well drilling is complete, the wells would be cased off, wellheads would be installed, 
and all the drilling equipment would be removed. A down-hole pump would be installed on each 
productive well for the purpose of pumping oil and water to the surface for testing. Volumes of 
liquids would be measured and samples taken to determine composition. These liquids would be 
temporarily stored in onsite tanks and then transported offsite by trucks. The gas encountered 
also would be measured and tested and would be clean-burned adjacent to the wells. Gas flaring 
would continue until the gas pipeline is constructed as part of Phase 3 of the Project.  

The information obtained from the test wells would provide valuable data that would enable the 
Applicant to determine the economic viability of the Project. If deemed economic, the 
information would also be used to determine the quantity and depths of wells required to 
maximize oil and gas recovery and also to optimize the capacity of the oil and gas production 
facilities constructed as part of the Proposed Project. 
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If it is determined that the production of oil and gas on the project site would not be 
economically viable, the Applicant would remove the sound attenuation walls, the temporary 
production equipment, and the temporary construction trailer and properly abandon the three test 
wells and the water injection well in accordance with the requirements of the California State 
Division of Oil, Gas, and Geothermal Resources (DOGGR). The project site would be left as a 
clean, graded site with site improvements including the retaining walls, the perimeter chain link 
fence, and the perimeter landscaping. 

2.3.3. Phase 3 – Final Design and Construction 

If the test wells are successful, the Project would proceed to the final design and construction 
phase and new permanent oil and gas production facilities would be installed, including offsite 
pipelines, for the purpose of developing and producing oil and natural gas from hydrocarbon-
bearing reservoirs. This phase also includes implementing the Remedial Action Plan (as 
approved by the regulatory agencies) to address heavy metals and total petroleum hydrocarbon 
(TPH) contaminated soil and groundwater within the former City landfill area in the northeastern 
portion of the Project site. It is anticipated that Phase 3 would occur for a period of 
approximately 14 months.  

A more detailed chronology of activities follows: 

Based on the oil and gas analysis and production results from Phase 2 activities, final design 
would include the sizing and development of the exact specifications for the oil, gas, and water 
separation production equipment and the detailed engineering to prepare the required final 
construction drawings. The wells drilled during Phase 2 would be shut in and steel plating would 
be placed on top of the well cellar. Temporary production equipment, three remaining mature 
trees along the frontage of the Project site, the 6-foot perimeter chain link fencing, and the 32-
foot sound attenuation wall would be removed, while a 16-foot attenuation wall would be 
installed for onsite earthmoving and grading activities.  

As stated above, the Remedial Action Plan would be implemented to address heavy metals and 
total petroleum hydrocarbon (TPH) contaminated soil and groundwater within the former landfill 
area in the northeastern portion of the Project site. It is anticipated that approximately 9,000 
cubic yards of lead contaminated soil would be removed from the Project site in accordance with 
the Remedial Action Plan and hauled to a Class 1 landfill at the Kettleman Hills Facility, 
approximately 190 miles away. The TPH contaminated soil would be treated onsite via vapor 
extraction. After the completion of the Remedial Action Plan, final site grading, and construction 
of the well cellars and perimeter wall, the 16-foot temporary sound attenuation wall would be 
removed from the Project site.  

A small office building consisting of approximately 650 square feet would be constructed in the 
northeast portion of the Project site for employees and to provide facilities for the control and 
monitoring equipment. This would be followed by installation of the permanent oil, water, and 
gas production equipment, which would include, but not be limited to, tanks, vessels, piping, 
pumps, filters, and supporting metering equipment. The ground surface of the Project site would 
be paved with concrete or asphaltic concrete and designed so that no fluids, including rain water 
up to a 100-year storm event, would leave the Project site. 
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In addition, the final elements of Phase 3 would include construction of final street 
improvements along 6th Street and Valley Drive, installation of final landscaping along the site 
perimeter, construction of the offsite pipelines, installation of a 32-foot sound attenuation wall 
inside the 16-foot perimeter block wall, and installation of the fire suppression systems for the 
ongoing operation of the Proposed Project in Phase 4. 

The Applicant proposes an offsite parking program for temporary parking for the construction 
and drilling employees on private property that would be owned, leased, or rented by the 
Applicant as discussed above. 

2.3.4.  Phase 4 - Development and Operations 

The final phase, development and operations, includes drilling the remaining wells and activating 
the permanent facility for long-term operation. The additional 27 production wells and three 
injection wells would be drilled during the first 30 months of this phase. The total number of 
wells would come to 34 consisting of 30 production wells and four water injection wells. Phase 
4, in its entirety, would range between 30 and 35 years. 

The Applicant plans to provide sufficient well cellar and supporting oil and gas processing 
capacity to handle maximum daily production volumes of up to 8,000 barrels of crude oil and 2.5 
million cubic feet of natural gas. Approximately 130,000 gallons of water would be required for 
each well, which would constitute reclaimed water provided by the West Basin Municipal Water 
District from an existing waterline within the Veterans Parkway (Hermosa Beach 
Greenbelt/Trail). Produced water would be processed and injected back into the reservoir below 
the oil water contact line. Oil and gas from the wells would be processed at the Project site and 
transported via pipelines to their respective valve or tie in location. 

A more detailed chronology of activities follows: 

An electric drilling rig and its associated equipment would be brought to the Project site by 
trucks. The approximately 87-foot high drill rig would be powered by electricity. A large crane 
with a 150-foot boom would be used to erect the drill rig for a period of two weeks. The crane 
would be removed from the Project site after the drill rig and supporting equipment has been set 
in place. Support equipment for the drill rig would include pipe racks, mud and cutting system, 
pumps, hydraulic equipment, an accumulator, and a backup generator. In the event of a loss of 
power from SCE, the generator, which would be a non-road portable diesel-fuel generators 
certified by the California Air Resources Board (CARB), would provide power for the safe 
shutdown of the drilling operation.   

The drilling of the remaining oil wells and water injection wells, up to a total of 30 oil wells and 
four water injection wells, would involve the same activities as described above for Phase 2. As 
discussed above in Phase 2, once the drilling of a well is complete, the cemented casing would 
be run from the surface to the bottom of the wellbore where the well penetrates the oil-producing 
reservoir. The drill rig would operate continuously for 24 hours per day, seven days per week, 
until the appropriate depth and bottom-hole location for each well has been reached. It is 
estimated it would take approximately 30 days per well. After the drilling of the wells is 
complete, the drill rig would be removed from the Project site. 
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The drilling process requires the use of drilling mud to circulate drilled rock cuttings out of the 
well hole, retain the integrity of the well hole, and control reservoir pressure. The drilling mud 
would be collected onsite in tanks. Although most of the mud would be reused on subsequent 
wells, some mud would be removed from the Project site and disposed. In addition, all other 
waste generated by the test drilling would be transported by truck to the appropriate disposal site. 

During the drilling of the remaining oil wells and the water injection wells, the production of the 
extracted oil would occur. The permanent production equipment on the Project site would be 
used to process the oil and gas to a standard that would be suitable for sale. The produced water 
would be processed and re-injected into the oil-producing reservoir below the oil water contact 
line. The oil and gas produced would be transported offsite via pipelines constructed in Phase 3. 

Noise abatement would be incorporated into the operational practices and the design of the drill 
rig and permanent production equipment. After the drilling of the wells is completed, the 32-foot 
sound attenuation wall would be removed from the Project site. 

During the ongoing operation of the Proposed Project, the active wells would require periodic 
routine service. These activities could include the replacement of down-hole pumps, piping, and 
cleaning. These maintenance activities would typically be accomplished by utilizing a service rig 
or “workover” rig. The maximum number of days that the workover rig would be operated on 
the Project site would be 90 days per year. The use of the workover rig would occur between the 
hours of 8:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. on weekdays only (excluding holidays). 

In addition, there would be an occasional need for other services such as facilities repair and 
solid and liquid waste pick-up. Preventative maintenance would be performed on a routine basis 
to ensure the integrity of the operating equipment. The pipelines would be periodically inspected 
to ensure their continued integrity. 

The drill activities for the Proposed Project would result in the need for four offsite parking 
spaces.  The Applicant proposes a program for temporary parking for the drilling employees on 
private property that would be owned, leased, or rented by the Applicant as discussed above.  
The long-term parking during the ongoing operation of the proposed project in Phase 4 would be 
accommodated on the project site in four designated parking spaces. If needed for the 
maintenance activities throughout the life of the proposed project, additional parking would be 
accommodated on-site along the perimeter wall. 
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Figure 2-1 Proposed Project Site Location (Oil and Gas Production Facility) 

 
 



 Proposed Project Description 

E & B Oil Development Project NOP   July 2013 
Scoping Document 

15

Figure 2-2 Proposed Project Site Location (Relocated Public Works Facility) 
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Figure 2-3 Proposed Project Site Locations (Pipelines in Hermosa Beach) 
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Figure 2-4 Proposed Project Site Locations (Pipelines in Redondo Beach & Torrance) 
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Figure 2-5 Proposed Project Site Locations (Torrance) 
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3.0 Scope of the Environmental Impact Report  

E&B Natural Resources Management Corporation, the Applicant for the E&B Oil Development 
Project, has submitted a Planning Application to the City of Hermosa Beach for the development 
of a 1.3-acre project site (the existing City Maintenance Yard) located at 555 6th Street in the 
City.  The purpose of this portion of the Proposed Project is to provide for the development of an 
onshore drilling and production site that would utilize directional drilling of 30 wells to access 
the oil and gas reserves in the tidelands (granted by the State of California to the City) and in an 
onshore area known as the uplands. Both of these areas are located within the Torrance Oil Field 
beneath the City.  In addition, the Proposed Project would result in the installation of offsite 
underground pipelines for the transport of the processed crude oil and gas from the project site to 
purchasers. 

The Proposed Project would also result in the relocation of the City Maintenance Yard (referred 
to herein as the new Public Works Facility) to another site located adjacent to the Civic Center. 
The EIR would assess the impacts of exploratory and production drilling and operational 
activities in the Torrance Oil Field; assess the impacts of the relocation of the Public Works 
Facility; assess the impacts of construction and operation of the oil and gas pipelines; assess the 
impacts of any potential remediation activities required by regulatory agencies; and, where 
appropriate, develop mitigation measures to reduce significant impacts. These mitigation 
measures would then be used in developing the conditions of approval and requirements that 
would be part of the ballot measure that will be considered by the Hermosa Beach voters.  

The environmental issue areas that will be addressed in the EIR are presented below in 
accordance with the CEQA Guidelines Appendix G Initial Study Checklist. These are the issue 
areas where significant impacts could occur with future drilling and operational activities as part 
of the E & B Oil Development Project as well as identified activities related to the applicant’s 
Project including relocation of the City’s Public Work Facility and public parking spaces.    

Additional issues may be identified at the public or agency scoping meeting and in written 
comments on the NOP that will also be addressed in the EIR. Issue areas that were determined 
not to experience significant impacts as a result of a preliminary scoping analysis conducted by 
the City of Hermosa Beach in consultation with its EIR consultant are identified in the individual 
discussions for those issue areas. Should comments on the scope of the EIR identify potential 
impacts relating to issue areas that were determined not to experience significant impacts; those 
issues will be further analyzed to determine whether such issue areas should be evaluated in the 
EIR.   

3.1. Issue Areas with Potentially Significant Impacts 

As part of a preliminary scoping analysis conducted by the City of Hermosa Beach and the EIR 
consultant, a number of environmental issue areas have been identified that could have 
significant impacts as a result of oil and gas development activities. The analysis in the EIR for 
each of these issue areas will address the environmental baseline, the impacts associated with the 
exploratory and possible production drilling and operational activities, cumulative impacts, and 
mitigation monitoring. The mitigation monitoring plan will include the requirements, the 



 Scope of the Environmental Impact Report 

E & B Oil Development Project NOP   July 2013 
Scoping Document 

20

responsible agencies and the timelines for each mitigation measure. The preliminary checklist for 
each issue area and scope of the EIR analysis is discussed below. 

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED 
 
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this Project, 
involving at least one impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the 
checklist on the following pages. 

 

 

 
Aesthetics  

 
Agriculture Resources  Air Quality 

 

 

 
Biological Resources 

 
Cultural Resources  Geology /Soils 

 

 

 
Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions 

 
Hazards & Hazardous 
Materials  

Hydrology / Water 
Quality 

 

 

 
Land Use / Planning 

 
Mineral Resources Noise 

 

 

 
Population / Housing  

 
Public Services Recreation 

 

 

 
Transportation / Traffic 

 Utilities / Service Systems Mandatory Findings of 
Significance 

 
DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency) 
 
On the basis of this initial evaluation: 
 

 

 

 
I find that the proposed Project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the 
environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

 

 

 
I find that although the proposed Project could have a significant effect on the 
environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the 
Project have been made by or agreed to by the Project proponent. A MITIGATED 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

 

 

 
I find that the proposed Project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and 
an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. 

 

 

 
I find that the proposed Project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or 
"potentially significant unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one 
effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable 
legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation  measures based on the earlier 
analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 
is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed. 

 

 

 
I find that although the proposed Project could have a significant effect on the 
environment, because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed 
adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable 
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standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are 
imposed upon the proposed Project, nothing further is required. 

    

Signature: Date: July 10, 2013 

Printed 
Name: 

Ken Robertson Title: 
Director of Community 
Development  

 
 
EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS: 
 
An Environmental Checklist Form (Form) has been used to evaluate the potential environmental 
impacts associated with the Proposed Project. The Form has been prepared by the Resources 
Agency of California to assist local governmental agencies, such as the City of Hermosa Beach, 
in complying with the requirements of the Statutes and Guidelines for implementing the 
California Environmental Quality Act. In the Form, environmental effects are evaluated as 
follows: 
 
1. A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are 

adequately supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in its response. A "No 
Impact" answer is adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the 
impact simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the Project falls outside 
a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact" answer should be explained where it is based on 
Project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the Project will not expose 
sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a Project-specific screening analysis). 

 
2. All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-

site, cumulative as well as Project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as 
operational impacts. 
 

3. Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the 
checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is “Potentially Significant”, “Less Than 
Significant With Mitigation”, or “Less Than Significant”. "Potentially Significant Impact" is 
appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are one 
or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an EIR is 
required. 

        
4. "Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where 

the incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant 
Impact" to a "Less Than Significant Impact."  The lead agency must describe the mitigation 
measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level 
(mitigation measures from an "Earlier Analyses," as described in #5 below, may be cross-
referenced). 
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5. Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA 
process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. In 
this case, a brief discussion should identify the following: 

(a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review. 

(b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were 
within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to 
applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation 
measures based on the earlier analysis. 

(c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation 
Measures Incorporated," describe the mitigation measures that were incorporated or 
refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific 
conditions for the Project.  

 
6. Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information 

sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances).  
 
7. Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or 

individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion. 
 

8. The explanation of each issue should identify: 

(a) The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question. 

(b) The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance. 

 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS: 
 
 
I. AESTHETICS -- Would the Project: Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

 Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

 
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a 
scenic vista? 

  

 

  

 
b) Substantially damage scenic 
resources, including, but not limited to, 
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic 
buildings within a state scenic highway? 

  

 

  

 
c) Substantially degrade the existing 
visual character or quality of the site and 
its surroundings? 

  

 

  

 
d) Create a new source of substantial 
light or glare which would adversely 
affect day or nighttime views in the area?
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Discussion: 
 
a,b,c,d. Potentially Significant Impact. The Project site at 555 6th Street is located in an area in 
close proximity to and within visual range of public parks and rights-of-way. The Project could 
have potentially significant aesthetic impacts due to construction at and adjacent to the site and 
the presence of a drilling rig and processing equipment. The proposed change in land use at the 
current City Maintenance Yard (Public Works Facility) would introduce features that alter the 
visual character of the site and introduce temporary and permanent structures that may 
significantly modify the local viewshed, obstructing significant views and/or adversely affect 
scenic resources. Relocation of the Public Works Facility may impact views and sightline, 
depending on the precise location, dimensions and configuration of the new facility. Pipeline 
construction could have temporary aesthetics impacts to passersby during the construction 
period. These impacts will be assessed in the EIR.   

The EIR will review the Proposed Project for impacts to aesthetics resources. The new facilities 
would be constructed within a light manufacturing district; however, some Project elements 
would be visible from Hermosa Greenbelt, South Park, and residential areas in all directions of 
the site. The proposed drilling rig could be as high as 87 feet and highly visible from a number of 
public viewing locations. The EIR will include a viewshed analysis to determine the locations 
from which processing equipment, tanks and drilling rigs might be visible. Additionally, the EIR 
will include a visibility analysis with balloons (or crane) to identify height of drilling and 
workover rigs to present actual visibility representations of the Project. To present this analysis, 
the EIR will use photo simulations from critical viewing locations showing the drilling rig and 
processing equipment.   

Increased night lighting due to the Proposed Project may result in potentially significant night 
time impacts. The EIR will estimate the extent of illumination generated by the Project facilities 
on the surrounding area. While the safety lighting required for night operations is mandatory and 
would be shielded, the EIR will evaluate the potential light and glare impacts resulting from the 
increased light.  
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II. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES – 
Would the Project: 

(In determining whether impacts to 
agricultural resources are significant 
environmental effects, lead agencies may 
refer to the California Agricultural Land 
Evaluation and Site Assessment Model 
(1997) prepared by the California Dept. 
of Conservation as an optional model to 
use in assessing impacts on agriculture 
and farmland.) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

 
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique 
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide 
Importance (Farmland), as shown on the 
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland 
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the 
California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use? 

  

 

  

 
b) Conflict with existing zoning for 
agricultural use, or a Williamson Act 
contract? 

  

 

  

 
c) Involve other changes in the existing 
environment which, due to their location 
or nature, could result in conversion of 
Farmland, to non-agricultural use? 

  

 

  

 
Discussion: 
 
a,b,c. No Impact. The Project site is currently zoned light manufacturing and is in an area that is 
entirely urbanized. No agricultural activities presently occur on-site or adjacent to the site. The 
site is not classified as Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance. 
There are no Williamson Act contracts applicable to the Project site. Thus, the Proposed Project 
would not convert farmland to non-agricultural uses. Further analysis of this issue is not 
necessary as part of an EIR. 
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III. AIR QUALITY -- Would the 
Project: 

(Where available, the significance 
criteria established by the applicable air 
quality management or air pollution 
control district may be relied upon to 
make the following determinations.) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

 
a) Conflict with or obstruct 
implementation of the applicable air 
quality plan? 

  

 

  

 
b) Violate any air quality standard or 
contribute substantially to an existing or 
projected air quality violation? 

  

 

  

 
c) Result in a cumulatively considerable 
net increase of any criteria pollutant for 
which the Project region is non-
attainment under an applicable federal or 
state ambient air quality standard 
(including releasing emissions which 
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone 
precursors)? 

  

 

  

 
d) Expose sensitive receptors to 
substantial pollutant concentrations? 

  

 

  

 
e) Create objectionable odors affecting a 
substantial number of people? 

  

 

  

 
Discussion: 
 
a. Potentially Significant Impact. The Project is located in the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB), 
which is under the jurisdiction of the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD).  
A Project is deemed inconsistent with air quality plans if it results in population and/or 
employment growth that exceeds growth estimates in the applicable air quality plan. The Air 
Quality Management Plan (AQMP) is SCAQMD’s ongoing program for meeting federal and 
state air quality standards within the SCAB. The most recent comprehensive plan is the 2012 Air 
Quality Management Plan adopted December 2012. Projects that do not involve growth-inducing 
impacts or cause local or regional population/growth projections to be exceeded are generally 
considered consistent with the AQMP.  

The Project is not expected to result in population growth. Employment generated from the 
Project would include approximately 2 to 15 jobs during Site Preparation; 5 to 20 jobs during 
Drilling and Testing; 5 to 35 jobs during Design and Construction; and approximately 4 to 20 
jobs during Development and Operations. At their peak, these new jobs represent approximately 
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one percent of total jobs in Hermosa Beach, which according to the 2007 United States 
Economic Census totaled approximately 5,550. One percent growth in jobs is not considered 
substantial employment growth, and consequently, the Proposed Project is not expected to 
conflict with or obstruct implementation of the AQMP. However, because the AQMP is a critical 
plan for the air quality in the Los Angeles Basin and the Proposed Project’s emissions may 
obstruct implementation of the AQMP, the EIR will evaluate Project consistency with the 
AQMP. 

b,c. Potentially Significant Impact. The SCAQMD has established standards for air quality 
constituents generated by construction and by operational activities for such pollutants as ozone 
(O3), carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), sulfur dioxide (SO2), and particulate 
matter (PM10). The SCAQMD maintains an extensive air quality monitoring network to measure 
criteria pollutant concentrations throughout the SCAB. The SCAB is designated a non-
attainment area for O3, PM10, and particulate matter smaller than or equal to 2.5 microns in 
diameter (PM2.5). The construction and operation of the Proposed Project would contribute to an 
increase in air quality emissions for which the region is in non-attainment. As such, air quality 
impacts from construction and operation of the new facilities will be evaluated using the 
thresholds of significance established by the SCAQMD. Short-term emissions would result from 
the use of drilling, grading and construction equipment, gas flaring and trips generated by 
construction workers and haul/material delivery trucks. Long-term emissions would result 
predominately from the drilling and facility operations, as well as from employees travelling to 
and from the site. These emissions could result in the violation of air quality standards or the 
exceedance of air quality thresholds of significance, which may contribute to an existing or 
projected air quality violation. Therefore, air quality impacts will be evaluated in the EIR to 
determine the level of significance of the short- and long-term impacts. Regional toxic air 
contaminant concentrations and trends will also be characterized based on available data from 
the SCAQMD. These various sources will be aggregated into a comprehensive database to 
characterize site-specific background conditions for pollutants. 

d. Potentially Significant Impact. Sensitive receptors, including nearby residences and open 
space areas are located in the immediate vicinity of the Project site. Construction of the Proposed 
Project may expose these sensitive receptors to increased pollutant concentrations. This issue 
will be analyzed in the EIR. 

e. Potentially Significant Impact. Some objectionable odors may be temporarily created during 
construction activities, such as paving, tar, or diesel exhaust. These odors would likely occur in 
localized areas during Project construction. Some odors may occur as part of the oil and gas 
production at the site, but could be diminished by the proposed underground concrete cellars for 
the oil wells. Odors from drilling are also a primary concern. Other odors generated by the 
Project include exhaust from trucks travelling to and from the site. The EIR will include an 
assessment of odor generated by the Project, an assessment of violations and complaints at other 
oil fields, and an analysis of the potential sources of odors and their frequencies.   
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IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES -- 
Would the Project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

 
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, 
either directly or through habitat 
modifications, on any species identified 
as a candidate, sensitive, or special status 
species in local or regional plans, 
policies, or regulations, or by the 
California Department of Fish and Game 
or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

  

 

  

 
b) Have a substantial adverse effect on 
any riparian habitat or other sensitive 
natural community identified in local or 
regional plans, policies, regulations or by 
the California Department of Fish and 
Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service? 

  

 

  

 
c) Have a substantial adverse effect on 
federally protected wetlands as defined 
by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act 
(including, but not limited to, marsh, 
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct 
removal, filling, hydrological 
interruption, or other means? 

  

 

  

 

d) Interfere substantially with the 
movement of any native resident or 
migratory fish or wildlife species or with 
established native resident or migratory 
wildlife corridors, or impede the use of 
native wildlife nursery sites? 



 



 



 



 

 
e) Conflict with any local policies or 
ordinances protecting biological 
resources, such as a tree preservation 
policy or ordinance? 

  

 

  

 
f) Conflict with the provisions of an 
adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, 
Natural Community Conservation Plan, 
or other approved local, regional, or state 
habitat conservation plan? 
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Discussion: 
 
a,b,c. Potentially Significant Impact. Additional investigation is required to determine if any 
elements of the Proposed Project would indirectly impact candidate, sensitive, special status 
species, or sensitive natural communities, such as riparian or wetland habitats that are within the 
jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Fish and Wildlife and Regional Water Quality 
Control Board, including areas along the proposed pipelines. Potential oil spills from Project 
related activities could cause impacts to riparian habitats or the marine environment. These 
impacts could be significant and therefore, will be evaluated in the EIR. 

d. Potentially Significant Impact. Although it is unlikely that the Project would interfere 
substantially with movement of native resident or migratory fish or wildlife, or impede the use of 
native wildlife nursery sites, the potential for impacts must be fully ascertained through more 
thorough analysis. Therefore, this issue will be analyzed in the EIR. 

e,f. Potentially Significant Impact. The City of Hermosa Beach does not have a tree 
preservation policy; however, the adjacent cities of Redondo Beach and Torrance may have such 
policies, or similar policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, which could be 
impacted by the proposed pipelines. It is uncertain if features of the Project (e.g., pipeline 
alignments) are within or adjacent to areas that are subject to provisions of a Habitat 
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan or other habitat conservation plan. 
Therefore, this issue will be analyzed in the EIR. 

 
V. CULTURAL RESOURCES -- 
Would the Project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

 
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in 
the significance of a historical resource 
as defined in §15064.5? 

  

 

  

 
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in 
the significance of an archaeological 
resource pursuant to §15064.5? 

  

 

  

 
c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or unique 
geologic feature? 

  

 

  

 
d) Disturb any human remains, including 
those interred outside of formal 
cemeteries? 

  

 

  

 
Discussion: 
 
a,b. Potentially Significant Impact. The Project site is not listed on the California Register of 
Historic Resources, nor is it included in a local register of historic resources, as described in 
Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines.   
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Although the Project site is relatively flat, it is underlain by windblown sand dunes that 
previously covered the region, resulting in uneven ground due to natural conditions. In the 1920s 
and 1930s, the northeastern portion of the Project had a large depression that was mined for sand. 
Around 1927, the City’s dump and refuse burner was located on the Project site and, by 1947, 
the depression was filled in. The resulting former landfill is approximately 45 feet deep and is 
filled with glass, porcelain, and ceramic towards the bottom and soils containing miscellaneous 
metals, wires, glass, porcelain, and other materials toward the top.  

Removal of existing City Yard facilities and site preparation would affect structures and 
incinerated waste deposits of historic age. Excavation associated with pipeline alignments (and 
related facilities) may have the potential to encounter cultural resources along their lengths. The 
potential presence and sensitivity of cultural resources affected by the Project has yet to be 
determined. 

The EIR will include a Phase 1 Cultural Resources Survey for the Proposed Project site, in 
addition to other areas that may involve below ground disturbance as a result of Project 
development, such as the relocated Public Works Facility and pipeline alignment sites. It is 
possible that during construction archeological sites could be uncovered that were not found 
during the Phase I survey. Accordingly, a records search, site survey, and cultural resources 
technical report will be included in the EIR, which will incorporate information based on the 
peer-review of the Applicant’s Phase II Environmental Assessment of the Project Site. 
Mitigation measures will be provided to address potential impacts to unknown cultural resources 
if such resources are found during the construction activities. 

c. Potentially Significant Impact. Paleontological resources are remains of plants and animals, 
fossilized and predating human occupation. Paleontological resources are generally found in 
sedimentary rocks that have been uplifted, eroded or otherwise exposed. Because the geology of 
the Project site is not expected to contain this rock form, the Project site is expected to have a 
low probability of containing paleontological resources due to the geology of the site. 
Nonetheless, the EIR will include an assessment of potential Project impacts relative to 
paleontological resources. 

 d. Potentially Significant Impact. No human remains are known to exist within the Project 
area and the area is not designated nor has it been designated for use as a cemetery. Nonetheless, 
the EIR will include an assessment of potential Project impacts relative to human remains. 
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VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS -- Would 
the Project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

 
a) Expose people or structures to 
potential substantial adverse effects, 
including the risk of loss, injury, or death 
involving: 

    

 
i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, 
as delineated on the most recent Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map 
issued by the State Geologist for the area 
or based on other substantial evidence of 
a known fault? Refer to Division of 
Mines and Geology Special Publication 
42. 

  

 

  

 
ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? 

  

 

  
 
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, 
including liquefaction? 

  

 

  

 
iv) Landslides? 

  

 

  
 
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or 
the loss of topsoil? 

  

 

  

 
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil 
that is unstable, or that would become 
unstable as a result of the Project, and 
potentially result in on- or off-site 
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, 
liquefaction or collapse? 

  

 

  

 
d) Be located on expansive soil, as 
defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform 
Building Code (1994), creating 
substantial risks to life or property? 

  

 

  

 
e) Have soils incapable of adequately 
supporting the use of septic tanks or 
alternative waste water disposal systems 
where sewers are not available for the 
disposal of waste water? 
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Discussion: 
 
a(i). Potentially Significant Impact. Fault rupture is defined as the displacement that occurs at 
the ground surface along a seismically active fault during an earthquake event. Based on criteria 
established by the California Geological Survey (CGS), faults can be classified as active, 
potentially active, or inactive. Active faults are those having historically produced earthquakes or 
shown evidence of movement within the past 11,000 years (during the Holocene Epoch). The 
seismically active southern California region is crossed by numerous active and potentially 
active faults and is underlain by several blind thrust faults (i.e., low angle reverse faults with no 
surface exposure). Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones (formerly Special Study Zones) have 
been established throughout California by CGS. These zones identify areas where potential 
surface rupture along an active fault could prove hazardous and identify where special studies are 
required to characterize the fault rupture hazard potential to habitable structures (CDMG 1999). 
The project site is not located within an Alquist-Priolo Special Study Zone (NMG 2012). 

The Project site is approximately 0.4 mile inland from the Pacific Ocean within the southwestern 
Los Angeles Basin along the coastal portion of the Santa Monica Bay. The site is underlain by 
Holocene-age dune sands west of the adjacent older alluvial deposits in the Los Angeles basin to 
the east. The onsite deposits generally consist of dune and drift sands that were deposited as 
ancient eolian (wind-blown) deposits.  

According to published geologic data, there are not faults mapped directly at the Project site. The 
closest active faults are the Palos Verdes Fault located 3 km (1.9 miles) west of the site and the 
Newport Inglewood Fault located 9.4 km (5.8 miles) east of the site. Other faults with potential 
significance to the Project are the San Andreas Fault, the Elysian Park Thrust and the San Jose 
Fault. Within the last 60 years at least 60 events of magnitude 5.0 or greater have occurred in the 
Southern California Region. There is a high probability that other significant events will occur in 
this century. The seismically active nature of these faults could be a potentially significant 
impact to the Project due to ground shaking, fault rupture, liquefaction, lateral spreading and 
seismic settlement. Therefore, further analysis of potential impacts associated with earthquake 
faults, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map, will be 
included in the EIR. 

a(ii). Potentially Significant Impact. There are a number of regionally active faults and buried 
thrust faults that could produce strong seismic ground shaking at the Project site. These faults 
include the Palos Verdes Fault and the Newport Inglewood Fault, among others (USGS 2002, 
USGS 2008). According to the computer program EQFAULT, the Palos Verdes and Newport 
Inglewood Faults would probably generate the most severe Project site ground motions with an 
anticipated maximum moment magnitude of 7.7 and 7.0, respectively. The proximity of the 
Project site to these active faults would likely result in ground shaking during moderate to severe 
seismic events. Based on probabilistic seismic evaluation, ground accelerations within the 
Project site based on the design earthquake can be expected in the range of 0.33 to 0.67 g (NMG 
2012). 

The seismically active faults in the region could be a potentially significant impact to the Project 
due to seismic ground shaking. Therefore, further analysis of potential impacts associated with 
seismic ground shaking will be included in the EIR. 
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a(iii,iv). Potentially Significant Impact. Liquefaction is a form of earthquake-induced ground 
failure that occurs primarily in relatively shallow, loose, granular, water-saturated soils. 
Liquefaction can occur when these types of soils lose their inherent shear strength due to excess 
water pressure that builds up during repeated movement from seismic activity. Shallow 
groundwater table, the presence of loose to medium dense sand and silty sand, and a long 
duration and high acceleration of seismic shaking are factors that contribute to the potential for 
liquefaction. Liquefaction usually results in horizontal and vertical movements from lateral 
spreading of liquefied materials and post-earthquake settlement of liquefied materials.   

Also during an earthquake event, the seismic shaking forces applied to native hillside areas can 
result in "seismically induced landslides". Seismically induced landslides typically occur in areas 
of steeper hillsides, near the tops of ridges, where weathered surficial and bedrock materials are 
exposed on slopes, and in areas of prior landslides.    

The site is not located in a seismic hazard zone for potential liquefaction. However, further 
analysis of potential impacts associated with seismic-related ground failure including 
liquefaction and seismically induced landslides will be included in the EIR. 

b. Potentially Significant Impact. The Project site is underlain by Holocene-age dune sands 
west of the adjacent older alluvial deposits in the Los Angeles basin to the east. The onsite 
deposits generally consist of dune and drift sands that were deposited as ancient eolian (wind-
blown) deposits. The site would be excavated and exposed to soil erosion due to wind and water 
during Project grading and construction, but would be protected with erosion control techniques 
such as providing sand bags, hay bales, and silt fences for the temporary control of surface water 
and sediment onsite. Further evaluation of potential impacts associated with soil erosion would 
need to be conducted as part of the EIR. 

c. Potentially Significant Impact. The Hermosa Beach Project area is located in the northwest 
portion of the Torrance Oil Field which also includes the Redondo Beach oil field area. Nearby 
oil fields include the Wilmington Oil Field and other portions of the Torrance Oil Field. 
Historical subsidence due to oil field operations has occurred in the Wilmington Oil Field and 
the Torrance Oil Field, although the subsidence largely occurred before the understanding of the 
importance of water injection to control subsidence. A very significant amount of historical 
subsidence (29 feet) occurred in the Wilmington Oil Field in the 1940s through the 1960s and 
cracking of the land surface caused damage to structures and utilities including buildings, 
railroad tracks, roadways, pipelines and oil wells. However, a comparison of geology and 
proposed oil field management as part of this Project indicates that this amount of subsidence 
would not occur in Hermosa Beach (Geosyntec 2012). 

The oil reservoir materials in the Hermosa Beach area are much less susceptible to subsidence 
than the Wilmington Oil Field reservoir. Oil reservoir materials in the Hermosa Beach area are 
significantly finer-grained and more consolidated (i.e., cemented and compacted) than in the 
Wilmington area, and so compaction of the rock material due to stresses caused by oil extraction 
would be less. Reservoir materials in Hermosa Beach consist largely of interbedded thin sands 
and fractured shales; whereas, the main reservoir materials in Wilmington are thicker coarser 
sand units. The total thicknesses of sand materials that are most susceptible to subsidence are 
also significantly less in Hermosa Beach than the Wilmington area. Average net sand thickness 
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in the Wilmington area has been estimated at approximately 800 feet whereas compactable sands 
in the Redondo Beach and Hermosa Beach areas are more on the order of 100 to 150 feet thick 
(Geosyntec 2012). 

Water produced during proposed oil operations would be re-injected below the oil water contact 
within the producing zones. The Applicant estimates that the ratio of water injection volumes to 
total fluids produced would be less than one to one. Oil field operations in the Los Angeles 
Basin, where subsidence is a significant issue, include a water injection volume to total produced 
fluid ratio of 1:1 or slightly higher (i.e., 100% to 105% of the total fluid volumes produced are 
replaced). A 100% to 105% replacement of total fluid volumes produced has been shown to 
adequately control subsidence in the Wilmington- Long Beach area (Geosytnec 2012).  

Because the Project description calls for a less than 1:1 replacement of total produced fluids 
some subsidence cannot be precluded. Most of the initial water injection is planned for portions 
of reservoir zones located beneath on-shore areas; therefore, most of the subsidence, if it occurs, 
would likely take place in offshore areas. However, the oil development Project includes a 
subsidence monitoring plan for the Hermosa Beach area with action levels that should minimize 
or eliminate the potential for damaging amounts of subsidence to occur (Geosyntec 2012).  

Overall, the Project site does not exhibit characteristics that would result in a high potential for 
geotechnical hazards. However, given the potential for these geotechnical issues and potential 
hazards that could affect Project development, further analysis of these potential impacts will be 
included in an EIR. 

d. Potentially Significant Impact. Expansive soils are typically associated with fine-grained 
clayey soils that have the potential to shrink and swell with repeated cycles of wetting and 
drying. The vast majority of native soils at the Project site are sandy: mixtures of sands, silty and 
clayey sands, consisting of SM, SC and SP per the Unified Soil Classification System. The sands 
are generally friable and dense. The dry densities vary from 96.0 to 126.8 pounds per cubic foot 
(pet) and the moisture contents vary from 0.6 to 24.6 percent which represent dry to very moist 
conditions. Significant hydro-consolidation (collapse) was not generally observed in tests and the 
native soils have very low expansion potential. However, Expansion Index testing in accordance 
with Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code should be performed after grading and during 
development to verify conditions encountered during preliminary subsurface investigations.  
Therefore, further analysis of potential impacts associated with expansive soil will be included in 
the EIR. 

e. Potentially Significant Impact. The Project would be served by existing sewer infrastructure 
located along 6th Street that currently serves the City Maintenance Yard. Water and sewer service 
would be provided by the California Water Service Company and the City/Los Angeles 
Sanitation District, respectively. Development of the Project does not involve the use of septic 
tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems. 
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VII. GREENHOUSE GAS 
EMISSIONS --  Would the Project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

 
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, 
either directly or indirectly, that may 
have a significant impact on the 
environment? 
 

  

 

  

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, 
policy or regulation adopted for the 
purpose of reducing the emissions of 
greenhouse gases? 

  

 

  

 

Discussion: 
 

a, b. Potentially Significant Impact. The EIR will assess emissions of greenhouse gases (GHG) 
for all construction activities and operations, including the relocation of the Public Works 
Facility, and pipeline construction and operations. GHG emissions will be quantified in the same 
manner as criteria pollutants, with emission factors tabulated in columns next to the criteria 
pollutants. Regulatory requirements will address recent GHG emission regulation, such as AB 32 
and SCAQMD applicable programs and policies. The EIR will evaluate GHGs including carbon 
dioxide (from combustion), methane (from combustion and fugitive emissions), nitrous oxide, 
and hydrofluorocarbons. The EIR will also assess GHG emissions from both direct (located on-
site) and indirect (from mobile sources and electricity generation) sources and will address life-
cycle issues such as transportation. The EMFAC (short for EMission FACtor) model will be 
utilized for estimated CO2 and methane emissions from vehicles along with the mandatory 
reporting protocols for GHG emissions factors for non-CO2/methane GHG pollutants. Electrical 
generation GHG emissions will utilize the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) 
factors for electricity in Southern California.  
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VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS 
MATERIALS --  Would the Project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

 
a) Create a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment through the 
routine transport, use, or disposal of 
hazardous materials? 
 

  

 

  

b) Create a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment through 
reasonably foreseeable upset and 
accident conditions involving the release 
of hazardous materials into the 
environment?  

  

 

  

 
c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle 
hazardous or acutely hazardous 
materials, substances, or waste within 
one-quarter mile of an existing or 
proposed school? 

  

 

  

 
d) Be located on a site which is included 
on a list of hazardous materials sites 
compiled pursuant to Government Code 
Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it 
create a significant hazard to the public 
or the environment? 

  

 

  

 
e) For a Project located within an airport 
land use plan or, where such a plan has 
not been adopted, within two miles of a 
public airport or public use airport, 
would the Project result in a safety 
hazard for people residing or working in 
the Project area? 

  

 

  

 
f) For a Project within the vicinity of a 
private airstrip, would the Project result 
in a safety hazard for people residing or 
working in the Project area? 

  

 

  

 
g) Impair implementation of or 
physically interfere with an adopted 
emergency response plan or emergency 
evacuation plan? 
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VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS 
MATERIALS --  Would the Project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

h) Expose people or structures to a 
significant risk of loss, injury or death 
involving wildland fires, including where 
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas 
or where residences are intermixed with 
wildlands? 

    

 
Discussion: 
 
The Project as proposed would function as a producing oil field, containing active wells, and 
other facilities ancillary to oil and gas development, including tanks, drilling rig, and oil and gas 
pipelines. The operational wells would be placed in underground concrete cellars. 

a,b,c. Potentially Significant Impact. The Proposed Project would include the development and 
production of oil and gas, as well as the relocation of the Public Works Facility. The oil and gas 
operations would include oil and gas production wells, oil and gas processing facilities, produced 
water injection wells, and pipelines. As part of the oil and gas operations, a number of hazardous 
materials would be used and transported such as diesel fuel. Toxic and hazardous materials may 
be stored and used at the new (relocated) Public Works Facility. An upset condition at these 
facilities could create a significant hazard to the public since the oil and gas operations and the 
relocated Public Works Facility would be in proximity to residential and commercial areas, as 
well as areas accessible to the public, such as trails and parks. Therefore, further analysis of 
potential impacts associated with accidental releases from the oil and gas operations and Public 
Works Facility would be included in the EIR. 

The potential for accidental releases of hazardous materials could result from construction 
practices including equipment fuel leaks, e.g. hydraulic fluid, fuel spills, and other events. A 
Spill Prevention, Control and Countermeasure Plan (SPCCP) would be prepared for the 
Proposed Project and include action measures to minimize the potential for accidental releases of 
hazardous materials into the environment. The SPCCP would provide Project-specific measures, 
which includes steps to minimize the potential for a hazardous material release and would 
require cleanup and containment supplies, such as straw waddles, silt fencing, and absorbent 
pads, to be kept on-site. This issue will be evaluated further in the EIR. 

A hazardous materials/risk of upset analysis (i.e., Risk Assessment) will be included in the EIR 
to evaluate the potential changes in risk associated with the proposed activities and alternatives.  
The analysis will utilize risk guidelines to evaluate the significance of potential incremental risk 
increases/decreases associated with the Proposed Project and alternatives. The analysis will focus 
on evaluating the proposed production, processing, and storage, use and transportation of 
hazardous materials. 

The significance of potential impacts will be quantified using significance criteria for public 
safety. These criteria would be used for potential toxic exposure, fires, and explosions as well as 
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transportation risk. If potentially significant impacts are identified, mitigation measures will be 
proposed, where possible, to reduce the impact to a level of insignificance. The risk of upset 
section would be split in two parts: the first part would address the risks associated with the 
proposed facility and the impact of upset scenarios on nearby sensitive receptors (e.g., 
residences); and the second part would address increases in risks due to oil and gas 
transportation. 

The Proposed Project would result in the truck transportation (testing phase) and subsequent 
pipeline transportation of crude oil from the Project site to area refineries. Transportation risk is 
composed of two areas: the risk of spills and exposure to the public of hazardous materials and 
the increased risk due to the increased traffic on area roadways. The Project would increase the 
number of truck trips per day during the first three phases, which would increase truck traffic on 
area roadways, and concomitantly, increase the risks of truck accidents and consequent injuries 
and fatalities. These increases will be quantified in the EIR by examining accident rates on area 
roadways and developing risk profiles for the resulting increases in truck traffic. 

The EIR will assess impacts and develop mitigation measures should the produced gas 
associated with the Proposed Project contain hazardous levels of hydrogen sulfide. This will 
include assessing any hydrogen sulfide contingency plans, as required by the Department of Oil, 
Gas, and Geothermal Resources (DOGGR), and assessing the risks to nearby populations from 
sour gas (meaning gas that has traces of hydrogen sulfide) exposure. Additional mitigation 
measures to address sour gas issues will be included. 

Hermosa Valley Elementary School is located near the Project site. The EIR will evaluate 
potential Project impacts associated with hazardous emissions, materials, substances, or waste 
within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school.  

d. Potentially Significant Impact. The Project site is the current site of the City Maintenance 
Yard (6th Street and Valley Drive), which includes the site of an historic municipal landfill and 
is underlain by soils and groundwater contaminated by heavy metals in excess of EPA Region 9 
Industrial Regional Screening Levels and Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons which exceed 
California Regional Water Quality Control Board guidelines. (Please see new groundwater study 
posted online at http://www.hermosabch.org/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=3005.) 
Structures at the City Maintenance Yard likely include materials with asbestos and lead-based 
paint (Byrcon 2012). Therefore, this issue will be evaluated further in the EIR. 

e. No Impact. The Project area is not located within an airport land use plan or within 2 miles of 
a public airport or public use airport. The nearest airport is the Torrance Airport located about 5 
miles south east of the Project site. Consequently, no potential Project impacts relative to airport 
proximity are expected to occur. No further analysis of this issue will be provided in the EIR.  

f. No Impact. The Project area is not located with the vicinity of a private airstrip. Consequently, 
the Project would not result in a private airstrip related safety hazard for people residing or 
working in the Project area. No further analysis of this issue will be provided in the EIR. 

g. Potentially Significant Impact. The Proposed Project will require the preparation of an 
emergency response plan. The plan would need to include adequate access for emergency 
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response and firefighting equipment to the development sites. All of the roads associated with 
the development would need to be evaluated to ensure they would allow for emergency vehicle 
access. Further evaluation of potential impacts associated with emergency response will be 
included in the EIR. 

h. No Impact. None of the Project’s sites (or pipeline alignments) is in or near a wildland area 
that might pose a risk of wildland fires. Therefore, no further analysis of this issue will be 
provided in the EIR. 

 
IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER 
QUALITY -- Would the Project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

 
a) Violate any water quality standards or 
waste discharge requirements? 

  

 

  

 
b) Substantially deplete groundwater 
supplies or interfere substantially with 
groundwater recharge such that there 
would be a net deficit in aquifer volume 
or a lowering of the local groundwater 
table level (e.g., the production rate of 
pre-existing nearby wells would drop to 
a level which would not support existing 
land uses or planned uses for which 
permits have been granted)? 

  

 

  

 
c) Substantially alter the existing 
drainage pattern of the site or area, 
including through the alteration of the 
course of a stream or river, in a manner 
which would result in substantial erosion 
or siltation on- or off-site? 

  

 

  

 
d) Substantially alter the existing 
drainage pattern of the site or area, 
including through the alteration of the 
course of a stream or river, or 
substantially increase the rate or amount 
of surface runoff in a manner which 
would result in flooding on- or off-site? 

  

 

  

 
e) Create or contribute runoff water 
which would exceed the capacity of 
existing or planned stormwater drainage 
systems or provide substantial additional 
sources of polluted runoff? 
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IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER 
QUALITY -- Would the Project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

 
f) Otherwise substantially degrade water 
quality? 

  

 

  

 
g) Place housing within a 100-year flood 
hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood 
Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance 
Rate Map or other flood hazard 
delineation map? 

  

 

  

 
h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard 
area structures which would impede or 
redirect flood flows? 

  

 

  

 
i) Expose people or structures to a 
significant risk of loss, injury or death 
involving flooding, including flooding as 
a result of the failure of a levee or dam? 

  

 

  

 
j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or 
mudflow? 

  

 

  

 
Discussion: 
 
a. Potentially Significant Impact. Although the Project may not increase the amount of runoff 
generated from the site compared to existing conditions, the re-grading of the Project site and the 
final site improvement would change the surface runoff pattern. Therefore, the EIR will evaluate 
the potential for the Project to violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 
requirements.  

b. Potentially Significant Impact. The Project is located along the westerly edge of the West 
Coast Basin (WCB), west of its groundwater barrier. According to the Applicant’s Water Quality 
Study, which will be peer-reviewed as part of the EIR, the WCB is bounded on the west and 
south by the Pacific Ocean, on the north by the Ballona Escarpment, and on the east by the 
Newport-Inglewood Uplift. This fault forms a natural barrier to restrict groundwater flows from 
the adjacent Central Basin. Three major fresh water aquifers exist as part of the WCB, including 
the 200-Foot Sand (Gage), the Silverado, and the Lower San Pedro and Pico aquifers. Aquifers 
in the WCB are generally confined and receive the majority of their natural recharge from 
adjacent groundwater basins underflow and from the Pacific Ocean (seawater intrusion). 
Groundwater occurs in the pore spaces of the sediments in the basin. Where these sediments are 
thick and transmissive enough to supply sufficient quantities of water to wells for beneficial use, 
they are termed “aquifers”. Aquifer depths can reach more than 1,500 feet in the WCB, although 
production water wells generally do not need to be drilled this deep to tap sufficient water.  
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Most of the groundwater in the WCB remains at an elevation below sea level due to historic over 
pumping, so the importance of maintaining the seawater barrier wells to keep out the intruding 
seawater is critical. Groundwater in this basin is primarily recharged from the two barrier 
projects and from limited Central Basin underflow. The Dominquez Gap Barrier facility was 
designed to prevent intrusion from San Pedro Bay and the West Coast Basin Barrier Project was 
designed to prevent intrusion from the Pacific Ocean. Inflows come from a combination of 
imported and recycled water purchased by the Water Replenishment District of Southern 
California, the seawater barrier injection wells along the coast, areal recharge from precipitation 
falling on the basin floor and hillside runoff, groundwater underflow from adjacent basins, and 
continued seawater intrusion in certain areas.  

There are no domestic water supply wells located in the vicinity of the Project site. However, in 
the general area of the Project site, there is at least one well that pumps water for on-site 
industrial water. This pumping counteracts the inflow from the barrier and it is the goal of the 
Water Replenishment District to replace the water with reclaimed water.  

According to the Applicant’s Water Quality Study, during Phase 1, approximately 2,000 gallons 
per day of water would be required for clearing and grading operations and construction. The 
City’s domestic water provider, California Water Service Company (CalWater), would provide 
this demand with no impacts to their system via the 6 inch line in 6th Street. During Phase 2 
drilling, 130,000 gallons per well of water would be used. In order to offset the demand for 
potable water, the Project would use reclaimed water supplied from a reclaimed water system 
operated by West Basin Municipal Water District, which would provide this water demand with 
no impact to their system. During Phase 3, approximately 2,000 gallons per day of water would 
be required in addition to up to 10,000 gallons per day during pipeline installation. CWS would 
provide this demand with no impacts to their system.  

As stated, the Applicant’s Water Quality Study will be peer-reviewed. The EIR will evaluate 
impacts on groundwater supplies and will include consultation with the City Public Works 
Department, Regional Water Quality Control Board, the West Basin Municipal Water District, 
and the Water Replenishment District of Southern California.  

c. Potentially Significant Impact. The existing drainage pattern on the Project site will be 
altered to grade the site for development of drilling pads and processing facilities. Water 
drainage could potentially impact erosion or siltation on or off-site. Although the Project will 
include the construction of erosion control and siltation control devices, the evaluation of the 
grading plan and effectiveness of proposed erosion control improvements planned for 
incorporation into the Project will be evaluated in the EIR.  

d. Potentially Significant Impact. The Project would change the drainage pattern within the 
Project site and may increase the amount of surface runoff generated by the Project site. This 
change could result in localized flooding. Given the concern regarding site runoff, this issue will 
be addressed as part of the EIR. 

e. Potentially Significant Impact. The Project would change drainage patterns and alter surface 
runoff due to construction of well pads, processing facilities, and other improvements, such as 
landscaping. The runoff from the site could have a potentially significant impact to drainage 
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areas surrounding the Project site. Therefore, further analysis of potential impacts associated 
with water runoff will be included in a Project EIR. 

f. Potentially Significant Impact. The Proposed Project could introduce additional sources of 
polluted runoff as a result of potential oil spills or other upset conditions. As a standard condition 
of Project development, a Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation Plan will be required prior to 
grading and construction under the National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES). 
The adequacy of this requirement relative to protection of water quality will be evaluated in the 
EIR. 

g. No Impact.  The Proposed Project would not place any housing within the 100-year flood 
hazard boundary per Flood Insurance Rate Maps. Consequently, no potential Project impacts 
relative to placement of houses within the 100 year flood hazard boundary are expected to occur; 
and no further analysis of this issue will be provided in the EIR. 

h. No Impact. The principal Project sites are not within a 100-year flood hazard area (EDR 
2012). Proposed facilities at other sites (pipelines and associated valve box and gas meter) would 
be underground or are too small to impede or redirect flood flows. Therefore, no further analysis 
of this issue will be provided in the EIR. 

i. Potentially Significant Impact. Although the Proposed Project is not within a 100-year flood 
hazard area and is not expected to impact dam or water flows into regional area dams, an 
analysis of the risk of loss, injury or death involving flooding will be evaluated in the EIR.   

j. Potentially Significant Impact. Although the Project site is within a beach community, it is 
sufficiently away from and above the beach such that it is not within the influence of a seiche or 
tsunami wave, as indicated on the Community Exposure to Tsunami Hazards in California 
published by USGS in 2012. However, during drilling operations, a liquid slurry of drilling 
“mud” would be collected on site within bermed basins which would be protected by 
impermeable membrane. Failure of these basins could result in mudflow inundation. Potential 
Project impacts relative to mudflow inundation will be evaluated in the EIR.  
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X. LAND USE AND PLANNING - 
Would the Project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

 
a) Physically divide an established 
community? 

 

  

 

  

b) Conflict with any applicable land use 
plan, policy, or regulation of an agency 
with jurisdiction over the Project 
(including, but not limited to the general 
plan, specific plan, local coastal 
program, or zoning ordinance) adopted 
for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating 
an environmental effect? 

 

  

 

  

 
c) Conflict with any applicable habitat 
conservation plan or natural community 
conservation plan? 

  

 

  

 
Discussion: 
 
a. Potentially Significant Impact.  The Project site is located within an established urban area 
on land zoned light manufacturing and is immediately adjacent to lands zoned light 
manufacturing and restricted open space. Other properties in the vicinity of the Project site are 
zoned limited one-family and multi-family residential. The majority of land surrounding the 
Project site is developed with the exception of the restricted open space land (Hermosa Valley 
Greenbelt). The Project is unlikely to physically divide a community, given the relatively small 
scale and nature of its sites and proposed uses. However, the potential for impacts must be 
analyzed more closely. Therefore, this issue will be analyzed in the EIR.  
 
b. Potentially Significant Impact.  

The Project may potentially conflict with land use plans, policies or regulations adopted for the 
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect. As proposed, the Project would place 
an oil and gas production operation on the Project site, which is located on land zoned light 
manufacturing. Chapter 5.56 of the Municipal Code specifically prohibits the proposed oil and 
gas activity and this prohibition is proposed to be reversed as part of this Project. The City’s 
Coastal Land Use Plan designation (Open Space) does not allow industrial activities and the land 
use designation is proposed to be changed as part of this project. In addition, a portion of the site 
proposed for the Public Works Facility relocation is Open Space in the General Plan and Zoning 
Code, while most of the site is Industrial and these designations are also proposed to be 
amended.  
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The EIR will review the compatibility of the Project with the existing and proposed land uses in 
the vicinity, and will address the consistency of the Project with the City’s General Plan, Local 
Coastal Plan (Coastal Land Use Plan) and Coastal Act policies. This section would build on the 
impact analysis from other issue areas to determine consistency with governing land use policies 
and to identify potential incompatibilities with surrounding land uses. The Applicant has also 
proposed an amendment to the City’s Coastal Land Use Plan including specific policies and 
standards proposed to be incorporated into the Coastal Land Use Plan to govern oil and gas 
recovery on the Project site; the adequacy and impacts associated with this proposal will also be 
evaluated.     

Several land use concerns are closely related to or result from impacts arising in other issue 
areas, such as public safety, air quality, visual resources, and noise. Impacts identified in other 
issue areas would be combined and translated into land use conflicts and constraints through 
close consultation with other issue area specialists and agency representatives. This 
comprehensive analysis would provide the necessary basis for evaluating the short- and long-
term conflicts of the Project with nearby uses and for assessing policy compliance.  

The EIR will establish the baseline setting and governing land use policies and ordinances. The 
EIR will then assess the Proposed Project’s potential impacts and compatibility with the existing 
and potential future land uses in the area.   

c. Potentially Significant Impact. The City of Hermosa Beach does not have a tree preservation 
policy; however, the adjacent cities of Redondo Beach and Torrance may have such policies, or 
similar policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, which could be impacted by the 
proposed pipelines.  It is uncertain if features of the Project (e.g., pipeline alignments) are within 
or adjacent to areas that are subject to provisions of a Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural 
Community Conservation Plan or other habitat conservation plan. Therefore, this issue will be 
analyzed in the EIR. 

 
XI. ENERGY/MINERAL 
RESOURCES -- Would the Project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

 
a) Result in the loss of availability of a 
known mineral resource that would be of 
value to the region and the residents of 
the state? 

  

 

  

 
b) Result in the loss of availability of a 
locally-important mineral resource 
recovery site delineated on a local 
general plan, specific plan or other land 
use plan? 
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Discussion: 
 
a,b. Potentially Significant Impact. The Project would utilize directional drilling techniques to 
access the crude oil and gas reserves in the tidelands (off-shore) and uplands (on-shore) in the 
portion of the Torrance Oil Field within the City’s jurisdiction. The target zones within the 
Puente Formation include the Upper Main, Lower Main, Del Amo, and Schist Conglomerate. 
With the development of any oil and gas resource, a large amount of energy is consumed and 
produced. Drilling operations, processing, and transportation require electricity and diesel fuel. 
Energy is produced in the form of natural gas and oil, which is refined to produce gasoline, 
diesel fuel, jet fuel, and other fuels. The EIR will assess these impacts focusing both on mineral 
consumption, and energy use and production. The overall approach to this section will be to 
determine the amount of existing oil and gas supplies expected to be consumed by the Project, 
the increased consumption of energy that would be required for the Proposed Project, and the 
amount of energy from natural gas and crude oil that would be produced by the Project. This 
section will provide a discussion of the current crude and natural gas balance in California and 
how the Proposed Project production could affect this balance. 

 
XII. NOISE -- Would the Project 
Result in: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

 
a) Exposure of persons to or generation 
of noise levels in excess of standards 
established in the local general plan or 
noise ordinance, or applicable standards 
of other agencies? 

  

 

  

 
b) Exposure of persons to or generation 
of excessive groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels? 

  

 

  

 
c) A substantial permanent increase in 
ambient noise levels in the Project 
vicinity above levels existing without the 
Project? 

  

 

  

 
d) A substantial temporary or periodic 
increase in ambient noise levels in the 
Project vicinity above levels existing 
without the Project? 

  

 

  

 
e) For a Project located within an airport 
land use plan or, where such a plan has 
not been adopted, within two miles of a 
public airport or public use airport, 
would the Project expose people residing 
or working in the Project area to 
excessive noise levels?  
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XII. NOISE -- Would the Project 
Result in: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

 
f) For a Project within the vicinity of a 
private airstrip, would the Project expose 
people residing or working in the Project 
area to excessive noise levels? 

  

 

  

 
Discussion: 
 
a,b,c,d. Potentially Significant Impact. Noise is typically defined as unwanted sound.  
Typically, noise in any environment consists of a base of steady “background” noise made up of 
many distant and indistinguishable noise sources. Superimposed on this background noise is the 
sound from individual local sources. These sources can vary from an occasional aircraft or train 
passing by to virtually continuous noise from traffic on a major highway.   

Construction and operation activities for the Proposed Project and alternatives would potentially 
increase noise levels in the vicinity of the site and along transportation corridors. A noise study, 
which includes peer review of the Applicant’s Noise Impact Study, will be prepared as part of 
the EIR to determine expected Project construction and operation noise levels. The noise impact 
analysis will focus on construction, drilling, operations, and transportation related noise impacts 
to communities located near the construction site and the relocated Public Works Facility and 
along transportation routes between these two sites and area freeways. The EIR will calculate 
construction and operation activity noise levels based on the construction schedules and 
equipment lists developed in the Project description. The impact analysis will be based on the 
relationship between projected noise levels (and the duration of these levels) and applicable 
policies of the City of Hermosa Beach, City of Redondo Beach, and the City of Torrance. Impact 
criteria will include the noise and land use compatibility guidelines supplemented by annoyance 
and sleep disturbance criteria as appropriate. A change of 3 dBA is generally regarded as the 
threshold of noticeable change in an ambient noise environment. 

In addition, as truck and vehicle traffic levels would increase along the transportation routes, the 
consequential increases in noise will be assessed. Truck traffic may increase by as many as 36 
truck trips per day along selected routes (Phases 2 and 3). The EIR will assess this level of traffic 
increase for noise impacts. 

The EIR will use Federal Highway Administration models for estimating traffic noise to assess 
increased traffic impacts. Community populations with potential exposure to traffic noise will be 
identified and mapped including recreational areas and residential areas near the proposed site. 
Also, existing planning documents and past impact assessments will be used in this analysis. 

The EIR will estimate noise generated by equipment using existing databases on noise levels as 
available from the EPA and other sources.   

e,f. No Impact. The Project area is not located within an airport land use plan or within two 
miles of a public airport or public use airport (the nearest airport is the Torrance Airport located 
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approximately 5 miles south east of the Project site). The Project area is not in the vicinity of a 
private airstrip. Flights approaching Los Angeles International Airport that cross the Project area 
are audible from the site and surrounding areas, and will be taken into account as part of the 
baseline. Consequently, no potential Project impacts relative to airport or airstrip noise are 
expected to occur; and no further analysis of this issue will be provided in the EIR. 

 
XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING 
-- Would the Project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

 
a) Induce substantial population growth 
in an area, either directly (for example, 
by proposing new homes and businesses) 
or indirectly (for example, through 
extension of roads or other 
infrastructure)? 

  

 

  

 
b) Displace substantial numbers of 
existing housing, necessitating the 
construction of replacement housing 
elsewhere? 

 

  

 

  

 
c) Displace substantial numbers of 
people, necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere? 

  

 

  

 
Discussion: 
 
a,b,c. No Impact. The Project will not induce growth, either directly or indirectly. It does not 
propose housing (or infrastructure that facilitates growth or housing development). The Project 
and its construction activities will generate employment opportunities (temporary and long-
term), but the number of employment opportunities is not great enough to induce substantial 
growth. The proposed uses will not displace substantial numbers of existing housing or 
substantial numbers of people. Therefore, no further analysis of this issue will be provided in the 
EIR. 
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XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES-- Would 
the Project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

 
a) Result in substantial adverse physical 
impacts associated with the provision of 
new or physically altered governmental 
facilities, need for new or physically 
altered governmental facilities, the 
construction of which could cause 
significant environmental impacts, in 
order to maintain acceptable service 
ratios, response times or other 
performance objectives for any of the 
public services: 

   
 

 

 
Fire protection? 

  

 

  
 

Police protection? 
  

 

  

 
Schools? 

  

 

  
 

Parks? 
  

 

  
 

Other public facilities? 
  

 

  

 
Discussion: 
 
Fire Protection. Potentially Significant Impact: Given the nature of the Project, fire protection 
and emergency response services will be addressed in the risk of upset analysis (i.e., Risk 
Assessment) within the hazards and hazardous materials section of the EIR. The risk of upset 
analysis, discussed in Section VII, will be used in the EIR to evaluate potential scenarios that 
could require the use of fire suppression equipment, or impact processing equipment, and 
ultimately place additional demands on fire protection or emergency services. The results from 
the risk of upset analysis will provide an estimate of the increased risk of a fire, explosion, oil 
spill, or other emergency that could result from facility operations.   

Specific to fire protection services, the EIR will address compliance with American Petroleum 
Institute (API) guidelines and National Fire Protection Association (NFPA) requirements, with a 
particular focus on the adequacy of the fire suppression systems, including adequate firewater 
supplies. Particular emphasis will be placed on the potential for fires during drilling operations. 
The significance of potential impacts will be qualified using significance criteria that focus on 
compliance with NFPA requirements and API guidelines and the ability to adequately respond to 
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an emergency. The EIR would also identify any shortcomings in existing fire protection services 
for dealing with this kind of Project. 

Police, Schools, Parks, Other Public Facilities. Potentially Significant Impact: The Proposed 
Project is not expected to increase the population of Hermosa Beach; therefore, the population-
driven public services (i.e., schools, parks, libraries, police protection) would not be expected to 
experience significant impacts. Because California Law allows children to be enrolled in the 
district where a child “resides” or where the parent of a child “works,” there could be an increase 
in student population from the employees working at the proposed sites. However, because the 
Project would result in approximately one percent growth in jobs, this increase would be less 
than significant. Regardless, because there might be other sources of impact, besides population 
growth, the EIR will evaluate the Project’s potential impact to police, schools, parks and other 
public facilities. 

 
XV. RECREATION Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

 Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

 
a) Would the Project increase the use of 
existing neighborhood and regional parks 
or other recreational facilities such that 
substantial physical deterioration of the 
facility would occur or be accelerated? 

 

  

 

  

 
b) Does the Project include recreational 
facilities or require the construction or 
expansion of recreational facilities which 
might have an adverse physical effect on 
the environment? 

  

 

  

 
Discussion: 
 
a. No Impact. The Project’s proposed uses will not increase the demand for parks or recreational 
facilities. However, although the Project is not expected to have direct impacts to recreational 
resources, the Project site is located in an area of numerous recreational opportunities, such as 
the beach, Pier Plaza, and nearby parks (Hermosa Valley Greenbelt, South Park, Bicentennial 
Park and Clark Field). General construction and operational activities associated with the Project 
could impact public parking availability and mobility, especially with the removal/relocation of 
existing public parking (15 spaces) at the City Maintenance Yard (Project site) on weekends, 
holidays and evenings. Further, the Project may negatively impact recreational resources as a 
result of an accidental release or from noise and visual characteristics associated with oil and gas 
drilling. The baseline setting and governing policies will be established in conjunction with the 
Traffic and Circulation and Land Use sections of the EIR, as applicable. The EIR will then assess 
the Project’s potential impacts and compatibility with the existing and potential future 
recreational uses in the area.     
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b. No Impact. The Project does not propose to construct recreational areas, and is not expected 
to require the construction or expansion of recreational facilities. Consequently, no further 
analysis of this issue will be provided in the EIR. 
 
 
XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC 
-- Would the Project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

 
a) Cause an increase in traffic which is 
substantial in relation to the existing 
traffic load and capacity of the street 
system (i.e., result in a substantial 
increase in either the number of vehicle 
trips, the volume to capacity ratio on 
roads, or congestion at intersections)? 

  

 

  

 
b) Exceed, either individually or 
cumulatively, a level of service standard 
established by the county congestion 
management agency for designated roads 
or highways? 

  

 

  

 
c) Result in a change in air traffic 
patterns, including either an increase in 
traffic levels or a change in location that 
results in substantial safety risks? 

  

 

  

 
d) Substantially increase hazards due to a 
design feature (e.g., sharp curves or 
dangerous intersections) or incompatible 
uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 

  

 

  

 
e) Result in inadequate emergency 
access? 

  

 

  

 
f) Result in inadequate parking capacity? 

  

 

  

 
g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, 
or programs supporting alternative 
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle 
racks)? 

  

 

  

 
Discussion: 
 
a. Potentially Significant Impact. Traffic generated by the Project would be from worker-
related commuter traffic, trucks used for delivering construction equipment, trucks used for 
delivering and hauling construction materials and wastes, and trucks used to transport the crude 
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oil to refineries during exploratory drilling and pipeline construction. The EIR will assess traffic 
related impacts from these vehicular trips. Although construction impacts may be relatively 
short-term, the workers' vehicles and trucks hauling equipment and material traveling to and 
from the site could have an adverse effect on traffic flow and safety, pavement management and 
people bicycling and walking. The effect of workers' vehicles parked in the Project vicinity is 
another temporary but potentially significant impact. 

The Applicant’s Traffic Impact Study for the Project will be peer reviewed. An additional 
analysis will be required to evaluate the impacts on public parking at both the oil production site 
and the Public Works Facility relocation site in the context of the City’s Preferred Parking 
Program and Coastal Development Permit requirements.  

A traffic study will be prepared, including peer-review of the Applicant’s Traffic Impact Study, 
as part of the EIR to determine expected Project construction and operation traffic levels, which 
would include potential impacts related to the construction of the oil and gas pipeline connection 
through existing streets. The EIR will evaluate the four Project phases. An additional analysis 
will be required to evaluate the impacts on public parking and transportation at both the oil 
production site and the Public Works Facility relocation site in the context of the City’s 
Preferential Parking Program and Coastal Development Permit requirements. The format of the 
traffic study will display baseline environmental setting, Project conditions (including potential 
vehicle trip generation of work related commuter trips, trucks for construction, truck trips for 
transport of product, and trucks for transport of worker supplies potentially including such items 
as drinking water, office supplies and cleaning products), cumulative setting with no Project 
conditions, cumulative setting with Project conditions, access and circulation, parking 
assessment, and construction evaluation.  

b. Potentially Significant Impact. The Congestion Management Program (CMP) is a state-
mandated program enacted by the State legislature to address the impacts that urban congestion 
has on local communities and the region as a whole. The Los Angeles CMP would be consulted 
to determine intersections that may be impacted by the Project. 

Project generated traffic could have a potentially significant impact to the level of service 
standard established by the CMP for various locations. Project impacts to traffic at identified 
CMP locations will be analyzed as part of an EIR to determine if there is a significant Project 
impact under CMP guidelines. 

c. No Impact. The Project would have no impact on air traffic patterns. Flights approaching 
LAX cross the site at a high elevation and would not be affected by Project activities. The 
Project would not create a substantial safety risk or interfere with air traffic patterns at an airport.  
Consequently, no further analysis of this issue will be provided in the EIR. 

d. Potentially Significant Impact. The Project is required to comply with the City of Hermosa 
Beach’s roadway safety design standards. However, Proposed Project truck loading area ingress 
and egress and truck transportation routes could create roadway hazards, including sharp curves 
and intersection hazards. To assess impacts relative to road design hazards, the EIR will evaluate 
this issue.  
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e. Potentially Significant Impact. Emergency services could be required for persons working 
on the site. Fires or accidental spills caused by Project activities also could require emergency 
services. All of the roads associated with the development would need to be evaluated to ensure 
they would allow for emergency vehicle access. Further evaluation of potential impacts 
associated with emergency access will be included in the EIR. 

f. Potentially Significant Impact. Employees travelling to the site during both construction and 
operation will require a place to park. Appropriate parking facilities for the Project and the 
Public Works Facility in the context of the City’s Preferential Parking Program will need to be 
identified and will be assessed in the EIR.  

g. Potentially Significant Impact. The Project may conflict with adopted policies, plans, and 
programs related to public transit, bicycle and pedestrian facilities. This will be evaluated in the 
EIR. 

 
XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE 
SYSTEMS /WASTEWATER‐‐ Would 
the Project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

 
a) Exceed wastewater treatment 
requirements of the applicable Regional 
Water Quality Control Board? 

  

 

  

 
b) Require or result in the construction of 
new water or wastewater treatment 
facilities or expansion of existing 
facilities, the construction of which could 
cause significant environmental effects? 

  

 

  

 
c) Require or result in the construction of 
new storm water drainage facilities or 
expansion of existing facilities, the 
construction of which could cause 
significant environmental effects? 

  

 

  

 
d) Have sufficient water supplies 
available to serve the Project from 
existing entitlements and resources, or 
are new or expanded entitlements 
needed? 

  

 

  

 
e) Result in a determination by the 
wastewater treatment provider which 
serves or may serve the Project that it has 
adequate capacity to serve the Project’s 
projected demand in addition to the 
providers existing commitments? 
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XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE 
SYSTEMS /WASTEWATER‐‐ Would 
the Project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

 
f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient 
permitted capacity to accommodate the 
Project’s solid waste disposal needs? 

  

 

  

 
g) Comply with federal, state, and local 
statutes and regulations related to solid 
waste? 

  

 

  

 
Discussion: 
 
a,b,c,e. Potentially Significant Impact. The Project would utilize both potable and recycled 
water for construction, operations, and landscape maintenance. During drilling operations, a 
liquid slurry of drilling “mud” would be collected on site within bermed basins which would be 
protected by impermeable membrane. During production activities the wastewater and drilling 
muds would be collected and disposed off site by vacuum trucks. The EIR will describe how 
sanitation service would be provided at the field office, which could include portable toilets or 
sewer. The EIR will assess impacts related to sanitation service on site, including potential 
impacts to traffic associated with pumping operations.  

The EIR also will assess the Project’s wastewater collection and treatment plans, including their 
efficiency, capacity, compliance with the Regional Water Quality Control Board and other 
regulatory agencies, and environmental effects. The Project would treat all produced water and 
captured runoff onsite, with no impact on the municipal wastewater system except for minimal 
use associated with the onsite office and restroom facilities. A wastewater analysis will be 
conducted that will include a discussion of existing regulations applicable to the different phases 
of the proposed development. In addition, the analysis will identify and discuss any potential 
constraints for on-site wastewater reinjection and potential impacts to groundwater resources or 
other surrounding developments.  

d. Potentially Significant Impact. The EIR will evaluate whether available water supplies are 
adequate to meet Project requirements. Through research, peer review, and coordination with 
regulatory agencies, the EIR will include a Water Supply Assessment (WSA) that describes the 
relationship between projected demands on the existing water supply and the availability of that 
supply under normal and dry years as required by Senate Bill 610 (SB 610). According to the 
Applicant’s Water Quality Study, during Phase 1, approximately 2,000 gallons per day of water 
would be required for clearing and grading operations and construction. The City’s domestic 
water provider, California Water Service Company (CalWater), would provide this demand with 
no impacts to their system via the 6 inch line in 6th Street. During Phase 2 drilling, 130,000 
gallons per well of water would be used. In order to offset the demand for potable water, the 
Project would use reclaimed water supplied from a reclaimed water system operated by West 
Basin Municipal Water District, which would provide this water demand with no impact to their 
system. During Phase 3, approximately 2,000 gallons per day of water would be required in 
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addition to up to 10,000 gallons per day during pipeline installation. CalWater would provide 
this demand with no impacts to their system.  

f. Potentially Significant Impact. Construction of the Proposed Project would generate solid 
waste both from construction and from solid waste generated by the drilling and production 
activities. The City’s solid waste franchisee, Athens Services, would provide municipal services. 
The EIR will identify the landfill(s) that would serve the Project and if there is adequate capacity 
to serve Project requirements.  

g. Potentially Significant Impact. Project solid waste plans will be required to comply with 
governmental regulations. The EIR will identify the appropriate regulations and evaluate Project 
compliance, including compliance with requirements for recycling and transport and disposal of 
hazardous solid waste.  

 
XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF 
SIGNIFICANCE 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

 Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

 
a) Does the project have the potential to 
degrade the quality of the environment, 
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish 
or wildlife species, cause a fish or 
wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a 
plant or animal community, reduce the 
number or restrict the range of a rare or 
endangered plant or animal or eliminate 
important examples of the major periods 
of California history or prehistory? 

  

 

  

 
b) Does the project have impacts that are 
individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable? ("Cumulatively 
considerable" means that the incremental 
effects of a project are considerable 
when viewed in connection with the 
effects of past projects, the effects of 
other current projects, and the effects of 
probable future projects)? 

  

 

  

 
c) Does the project have environmental 
effects which will cause substantial 
adverse effects on human beings, either 
directly or indirectly? 
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Discussion: 
 
a. Potentially Significant Impact. As discussed in item IV above, the Project could have the 
potential to impact significant biological resources around the Project site. As discussed under 
item V, above, potentially significant archaeological or paleontological resources or human 
remains could occur in or around the Project site. Therefore, the Project has potential to 
substantially degrade the quality of the environment relative to species habitat or populations, or 
cultural resources. The EIR will assess this issue. 

b. Potentially Significant Impact. The Project could result in potentially significant cumulative 
impacts relative to each of the environmental topics to be discussed in the EIR. For each topic, 
the EIR will evaluate potential Project generated cumulative impacts.  

c. Potentially Significant Impact. The Project could result in potential direct and indirect 
traffic, air quality and noise impacts. Further, the Project could result in direct and indirect risks 
related to hazard spills or fires. The EIR will evaluate these potential impacts.  
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4.0 Alternatives to the Proposed Project 

The California Environmental Quality Act, Section 15126.6, requires an EIR to describe a 
reasonable range of alternatives to a Project or to the location of a Project which could feasibly 
attain its basic objectives and evaluate the comparative merits of the alternatives. CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15126.6 provides direction for the discussion of alternatives to the Proposed 
Project. This section requires: 

 A description of “...a range of reasonable alternatives to the project, or to the location of a 
project, which would feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of the project but would 
avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the project, and evaluate the 
comparative merits of the alternatives.” [15126.6(a)]  

 A setting forth of alternatives that “...shall be limited to ones that would avoid or 
substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the project. Of those alternatives, the EIR 
need examine in detail only the ones that the lead agency determines could feasibly attain 
most of the basic objectives of the project.” [15126.6(f)] 

 A discussion of the “No Project” alternative, and “...If the environmentally superior 
alternative is the “no project” alternative, the EIR shall also identify an environmentally 
superior alternative among the other alternatives.” [15126.6(e)(2)] 

 A discussion and analysis of alternative locations “[o]nly locations that would avoid or 
substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the project need to be considered for 
inclusion in the EIR.” [15126.6(f)(2)(A)] 

In addition, CEQA states that alternatives should “… attain most of the basic objectives of the 
project ...” (Section 15126.6(a)). If an alternative is found to not obtain the basic objective, then 
it can be eliminated from further consideration. 

The Proposed Project is to conduct exploratory drilling and if successful, continue oil and gas 
production at the Project site in the City of Hermosa Beach. Proposed alternatives would include: 

No Project Alternative 
Under the No Project Alternative, the Project would not move forward and the area envisioned 
for development would remain as it currently exists. 
 
Alternate Sites Alternative 
With this alternative, alternate locations for the proposed drilling sites will be analyzed for 
potential reduction of environmental impacts. Alternative pipeline routes would also be analyzed 
for potential reduction in environmental impacts.  
 
Reduced Project Alternative 
It is possible that a reduced project alternative would meet many of the Applicant’s project 
objectives, depending on the nature of the impacts sought to be avoided and the nature of the 
project modifications.   
 
Other alternatives may be identified as part of the scoping process for the EIR. 
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5.0 List of Potential Project Permits 

Table 5.1 E & B Oil Development Project Permits/Approvals 

Responsible Agency Applicable Permit/Clearance 

Local Agencies 
City of Hermosa Beach Voters  Development Agreement by Ballot Measure 

 Municipal Code Text Amendment by Ballot Measure 
 Coastal Land Use Plan Amendment by Ballot Measure 
 Pipeline Franchise Agreement by Ballot Measure 

City of Hermosa Beach Community Development 
Department 

 Lead CEQA Agency/EIR Certification (City Council) 
 Building Permits 
 Grading and Excavation Permits 
 Demolition Permits 
 Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation Plan 
 Oil Well Permit 
 Conditional Use Permit and Development Agreement 

Compliance  
 Oversized/overweight loads to be transported on City 

streets.  
City of Hermosa Beach  Fire Department  Business Plan Approval 

 Compliance with NFPA Requirements 
 Hot Work Permits 

City of Hermosa Beach Department of Public Works   Encroachment Permits for work in the public right-of-
way  

 Oversized/overweight loads to be transported on City 
streets.  

South Coast Air Quality Management District   Authority to Construct 
 Permit to Operate  

Los Angeles County Office of Emergency Services   Community Action Emergency Response Plan  
City of Redondo Beach  Franchise Agreement; Encroachment Permit for Oil and 

Gas Pipelines and Valve Box; and Building Permit for 
Gas Metering Station. 

 Construction Traffic Management Plan  
City of Torrance  Franchise Agreement. Department of Public Works 

Permits related to Grading Permits, any pipelines in the 
public rights of way, and oversized/overweight loads to 
be transported on City streets.  

State Agencies 
Division of Oil, Gas, and Geothermal Resources   Permits to Drill 

 Permit to Conduct Well Operations 
 Class II Underground Injection Control Permit 

California Department of Fish and Wildlife, OSPR  Oil Spill Contingency Plan 
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California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection, 
Office of the State Fire Marshall (CSFM) 

 Operations and Management Plan. 
  Integrity Management Plan. 
  Emergency Response Plan, Spill Response 

Plan.  
California Department of Toxic Substances Control  Hazardous Materials Management Plan 
California Department of Transportation  Encroachment Permit 
California State Lands Commission  Lease Agreement 
Regional Water Quality Control Board   Wastewater Discharge Requirements 

 Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation Plan 
California Coastal Commission  Coastal Development Permit 

 Coastal Land Use Plan Amendment 

Federal Agencies 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency  Spill Prevention, Control and 

Countermeasure (SPCC Rule) 
 Water Injection Plan Approval. 

U.S. Department of Transportation   Operations and Maintenance Plan 
 Pipeline Structure Permit 

 

Table 5.2 Other Projects that will use the Project EIR 

Responsible Agency Applicable Permit/Clearance 

Relocation of Public Works Facility 

Local Agencies 
City of Hermosa Beach Community Development 
Department   

 Discretionary entitlements necessary to 
relocate the Public Works Facility (General 
Plan Land Use Map, Coastal Land Use Plan 
amendments; Zoning Map and Text 
amendments; Precise Development Plan; 
and/or others to be identified in the EIR) 

City of Hermosa Beach Community Development 
Department 

 Non-discretionary permits to demolish the 
existing building and prepare, construct and 
occupy the new facility 

State or Federal Agencies 
California Coastal Commission   Coastal Development Permit  
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Information Sources 
 

X Field work   Ag Preserve maps 
X Calculations  X Flood Control maps 
X Project plans  X Other technical references 
X Traffic studies          (reports, survey, etc.) 
X Records  X Planning files, maps, reports 
X Grading plans  X Zoning maps 
X Elevation, architectural renderings  X Soils maps/reports 
X Published geological map/reports  X Plant maps 
X Topographical maps  X Archaeological maps and reports 
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7.0 List of Acronyms 

AAQS Ambient Air Quality Standards 
API  American Petroleum Institute 
AQMP Air Quality Management Plan  
ARB Air Resources Board 
CAPCOA California Air Pollution Control Officers Association 
CEQA California Environmental Quality Act  
CGS California Geological Survey 
CMP Congestion Management Plan 
CNDDB  California Natural Diversity Data Base 
CNEL Community Noise Equivalent Level 
CSFM  California State Fire Marshall 
CUP Conditional Use Permit 
DOGGR California Division of Oil, Gas and Geothermal Resources 
DRP Development Review Permit 
EI Expansion Index 
EIR  Environmental Impact Report 
EPA  Environmental Protection Agency 
FMZ Fuel Modification Zone 
FTA  Fault Tree Analysis 
GHG greenhouse gases 
HRA  Health Risk Assessment 
ITE  Institute of Transportation Engineers 
LA Los Angeles 
Leq  Equivalent steady sound level that provides an equal 

amount of acoustical energy as the time-varying sound 
LOS Level of Service 
MCF Thousand Cubic Feet 
NFPA National Fire Protection Association 
NGL natural gas liquids 
NOP Notice of Preparation 
NOx Nitrogen Oxide 
NPDES National Pollution Discharge Elimination System  
PXP 
RMP 

Plains Exploration and Production Company 
Resource Management Plan 

ROC Reactive Organic Compounds 
RWQCB  Regional Water Quality Control Board 
SCAB South Coast Air Basin 
SCAQMD South Coast Air Quality Management District 
SPCCP Spill Prevention, Control and Countermeasure Plan 
SWPPP Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 
UBC Uniform Business Code 
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DEIR Comments  Citizen's Coalition For A Safe Community 

8/15/2013 Comts:1 PF 

DEIR/CEQA Process 
 
Various documents circulated during the Scoping Process differed in terminology and 

contents, e.g., hard copy handout at Scoping Meeting had different proposed sections 
for the DEIR than those presented in the Meeting and those in the Initial Study (IS).  The 
CCSC therefore requires preparation/circulation of a Scoping Report by Sep.16 and 
periodic, monthly, updates of Report with the Table of Contents, Glossary, and 
Definitions for the DEIR through Dec.23, 2013. 

 
We expect the DEIR to be voluminous and therefore require DEIR circulation only after Jan.6, 

2014 (to avoid the holiday season) in order to promote the greatest public interests in the 
Project and review of the DEIR and to avoid potential for further delays. 

 
CCSC also requires that all CEQA documents be made available electronically through the 

State of California Clearinghouse. 
 
As the expected DEIR will exceed 1000 (some say maybe 10,000 pages) we require that the 

"Project Manager" determine an appropriate Review Period, not of 60 days but 90 days if 
>2500pgs to provide meaningful and well documented comments. 

The applicable review period shall be the minimum time permitted by Sections 15082, 
15087, and 15105 of the CEQA Guidelines unless the project manager determines that a 
longer period is justified. 

 
To further improve the character of the comments and ease of document and comment 

referencing, CCSC requires the anticipated voluminous DEIR to be fully digitally 
searchable to facilitate public review. 

 
CCSC notes that the hardcopy/presentation Scoping materials and the IS did not refer to any 

alternatives, options, or variants, and CCSC considers this to be a serious error, 
deficiency, and bias approach. 

 
CCSC requests a centralized publically accessible bibliography *references) be established 

along with the Scoping Report and DEIR Table of Contents so that all related documents 
which shall be entered into the CEQA process are known and available prior to the 
circulation of the DEIR. 

 
Many interpretations, controversies, and differences of technical/specialists' opinions on 

various issues appears to have arisen during 1990 to date. CCSC requires that the 
Scoping Report at least list the current and updated list of potential "Controversies" and 
"Differences of Specialists Opinions" and assignments to specific chapters of the DEIR 
(Table of Contents). 

To date, the IS does not specifically reference the processing of the Health Impact 
Assessment (HIA) and the Cost/Benefit Analysis (CBA), CCSC therefore requires that the 
HIA be incorporated under Air Quality assessments and the CBA and any other available 
economic analyses be incorporated under a new environmental sector section: 
Socioeconomics, as used in other California EIRs. 

CCSC also requires that all written statements (news releases, articles, opinion editorals, 
etc.) from the Applicant and City (Lead Agency) representatives with regard to the 
Project shall be considered as formal elements and conditions under the DEIR and shall 
be so compiled and included as appendices within the DEIR.  
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CCSC requires that from such a compilation various DEIR sectors shall provide compendia 
of the "latest proven" and "maximum achievable" protection technologies and shall 
apply such to each sector. 

 
Comments for NOP , Initial Study, Related Sections (PA, Apdc.,&Attach.) for the DEIR  
 
 
A.  Scoping/CEQA Process 
The Notice of Preparation (NOP), the Initial Study (IS), and Project Applicant's application 

(PA) and appendices and attachments were in fact too voluminous and are not cross-
referenced or compiled in a manner to ease the public's review and meaningful 
comments within the limited time available.  CCSC shall continue submitting additional 
comments to those already submitted and perhaps expand on those sections given 
below.  

 
B.  Project Purpose & Needs 
 
CCSC's review of all documents did not locate any specific "Purposes and Needs" for the 

Project and all Applicant's objectives are not compatible with the Purposes and Needs of 
the Project. 

The NOP/IS does not provide justifications for even the single page brief reference to 
Alternatives. 

CCSC considers inclusion of a single specific site as part of objectives, purposes, and/or 
needs contradicts development of the referenced alternatives for other sites and 
demonstrate inherent bias of the Applicant and the Scoping preparers against other 
alternative for the DEIR. All objectives require conversion to the Project's purpose(s) and 
need(s) without limitations as to past histories or specific site preferences. 

Based on statements in the Application, crude oil and gas would be produced from the 
Tidelands portion of the HB area of the Field, while produced water would be injected 
beneath the Uplands portion. Such production/injection would alter the economic 
benefits for HB and affects considers of sectoral setting, assessments and mitigation. 

The objectives specifically reference "...maximizing the economic benefits to the City..." which 
in turn relates to the total gas and oil production, expenditures in the city, employment, 
property tax valuation, costs of transmission, costs of mitigation and risk reduction, and 
emergency reserves/guarantees. CCSC requires that this inclusion in objectives, and 
thereby Purposes and Needs requires including socioeconomic consideration in the 
DEIR.  

 
CCSC considers that the IS, Scoping Meeting, and DEIR makes certain Assumptions which 

are not consistent with the Scope of most DEIRs:   High pressure stimulation/completion 
measures have not been included in the Project Application, therefore the DEIR preparer 
states that such stimulation measures would not be used. The preparer does not 
appreciate that once approved the Project can incorporate such stimulation within a ten-
day application period.   Therefore CCSC requires that the Scope of the DEIR include 
within the Project Description prohibition of any activities and/or facilities not specifically 
included in the DEIR's Project Description. 

Also CCSC notes a total disregard for two-thirds of the total HB study area seaward of the 
msl/tide zone; no marine and/or seafloor surveys of air quality, water quality, bathymetry, 
geology, mineral resources (including beach sand for replenishment, oil seeps/breas, 
etc,), biology, or cultural resources. As indicated in the IS, 30 of 34 wells would be under 
the tidelands portions of the Project area but would have no setting. CCSC requires a 
complete surveys, assessments, and mitigation of all environmental conditions and 
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impacts be conducted through the entire Project area and over all production and 
injection wells.  

CCSC also notes that only four phases are considered for the Project which includes 
simultaneous drilling/completion and production activities during Phase 4.  CCSC 
requires separation of the last ("Fourth") phase into a fourth phase of approximately 
1000days including all drilling and completion activities for all 34 wells followed by a 25-
30 year "Fifth Phase" (Phase 5) which would include production, reworking, and 
workover activities, only.  Risks and impacts must be separated and mitigation measures 
and best management practices would be very different in the 4th and 5th Phases. 

 
C.  Project Description 
 
CCSC considers the overall Project Description as totally inadequate and incomplete for 

preparation of the DEIR and requires extensive additions to the DEIR.  As members of 
CCSC have experience in new and existing oil/gas fields, reservoirs, and production of 
oil/gas/water, the production context forms the basis for the Project (same as a timber 
stand for a new saw mill).  

 
CCSC requires the HB Area Field Delineation both vertically and horizontally and estimated 

reserves in the two designated areas - tidelands and uplands.  Such reserve estimates 
are related to the vertical/lateral connections and eventual best-fit well routes and 
perforation.  CCSC assumes that as good engineering practices for such large 
investments, the Applicant has developed conceptual and/or preliminary designs and 
layout which have not been provided other than those below. 

CCSC requires that preliminary drafts be provided for: 
all well routes/perforations locations,  
estimates of tidelands/uplands reserves and individual well production rates, 
cross-sections between Hermosa Beach and Redondo Beach Areas of the Torrance 

Field and reservoir connections across the boundaries and leases in south HB, 
cross-sections between Hermosa Beach and westerly State Lands of the Torrance 

Field and reservoir connections across the westerly boundaries and leases to the 
west, 

analysis as to how the Project will prevent back-drainage from upslope field areas to 
the west and south, 

 

     
 
Properties  
As specific parcels and the City's "jurisdiction" are included in the Project Description, 

CCSC requires that the Project Description includes all properties within the Project 
Area, including surface and subsurface properties. CCSC requires that all property 
boundaries be provided along with a listing of owners of subsurface properties.  Where 
leases have been formed and registered, CCSC requires that all leases for exploration 
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and production of petroleum or related minerals be indicated on the subsurface 
properties maps and listings. 

 
Abandonment 
Although abandonment is mentioned during Phase 2, CCSC notes that the status of wells at 

the end of Phase 4 (Operations Phase - 5 preferred) is not provided.  CCSC requires that 
all wells drilled shall be abandoned with full cementing of any space in the well, including 
exterior annular spaces between the casings and the bedrock, between casing overlaps, 
and within all internal casing spaces. 

 
 
4.  Project Alternatives 
 
Although the Project site is well documented, the level of detail far exceeds the single page 

of considerations for all other alternatives (p.SD-55) without any provisions for reference 
purposes and needs, and thereby the preparer and Applicant clearly show a prejudiced 
approach to the Project. 

 
The NOP/IS has not converted such objectives to the CEQA "purposes and needs" and 

therefore provides no means to review the NOP/IS "alternatives" and to establish other 
alternatives. 

CCSC requires that the Purposes and Needs and any related to "Project Objective" be 
specifically developed so as to expand reasonable alternatives without reference to a 
specific Project site and be included in the DEIR.  

CCSC further request that the DEIR contain the following (>5 alternative site numbers & 
locations) 

 1.  Onshore/Upland - Single Site  
  Proposed Site, Other upland HB Sites, Other upland RB/MB Sites 
  Variants of upland sites - Containments/Enclosures (Full/Partial Towers) 
 2.  Onshore/Upland - Multiple Sites (Shore to Along East boundary) 
 3.  Offshore/Tideland Platforms  
  Enclosed Islands - Long Beach Style 
  Open-Structure - Santa Barbara Styles) 
 4.  No Project Alternative - Future without Project 

 
 
C.  Sector Setting/Assessment/Significance/Mitigation 
 
C.a  General 
CCSC has reviewed the NOP/IS and find the information sources for sectors to be largely 

under the influence of the Applicant, consultant reports either directly or indirectly paid 
for by the Applicant) with little information gathered from even DOGGR, DOGGR, LACo, 
Corps of Engnrs., or more independent researchers. 

CCSC has reviewed other local and/or southern California information sources which must 
be included as they are in other EIRs, e.g., Historic Photos/Notes of unregistered wells of 
pre-1930 which can be digitally rendered to locate sites of wells.. 

CCSC also notes that assessment methods and significance levels are largely unquantified 
and without references to quantitative models or independent numerical procedures. 

CCSC has identified several issues of "Controversy" or "Differences of Specialists", 
although the NOP/IS has not done so, e.g., Risks of Blowouts – Onshore / Offshore, 
Alternative Sites within and Beyond Hermosa Beach, Conduct Marine/Submerged 
Surveys – Marine Life, geology, subsidence, geology, and Oil/Gas Seeps. 
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CCSC requires that the Levels of Significance/Mitigations be established as Non-
Degradation/Risks or Zero-Net Change due to the unique character and quality of the 
Projec Area. 

CCSC further requires a consistent and industry acknowledged standard for all Oil & Gas 
Terms and Definitions/Glossary. 

CCSC requires that all documents and public announcements by the Applicant be 
incorporated into the DEIR and would be subject to the same levels of review. 

CCSC requires that the Draft Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan be included in the 
DEIR. 

 
 
C.b  Air / GHG Emissions;  Odors - VOCs, H2S 
 
As indicated throughout these comments, CCSC considers that any detectable adverse 

effects and changes in current conditions can have significant impacts for the sensitive 
character of the "Best Little Beach City" in California.  Current public awareness of the 
Project is rising and would adversely affect some residents even before the referendum 
in 2014.  Just the presence of the oil and gas facilities requires that all property owners 
notify any prospective property buyers that the facilities are present and operating.  
Therefore CCSC requires that the issue of odors be dealt with the objective of eliminating 
any odor from release from any piece of equipment, any area, within the Project Site, and 
reaching beyond the Site perimeter through a system of tiered counter/mitigation 
measures. 

 
CCSC requires that the following elements be added to the Odor and gaseous emissions 

control programs offered in the Application and its supporting documents and to be 
included in the DEIR: 

All equipment which would handle any gaseous, hydrocarbon, or odorous materials 
be monitored, recorded, and reported in accordance with such requirements of 
SCAQMD Rule 1173 but shall be conducted on a monthly basis and more frequent 
if gaseous emissions are found until such time as the City and Community 
Advisory Panels deem appropriate, but as a minimum three years. 

All units of related equipment shall be-  
  enclosed with gas-impervious coverings, 
  vented only through gas-tight piping with 

continuous sensor/monitors for H2S, VOCs, and GHG at levels of 
<1ppm 

automated closure and/or diverter devices 
suitable scrubbers for gases and anticipated maximum flows 

monitored and recorded for real time online review of operations. 
All Site Units shall be canopied with gas-tight/impervious materials with appropriate 

monitors, ventilation, and collectors for complete scrubbing to less than 1ppm 
other than O2 and N2.  

In effect, ZERO releases for all operations for 30-plus years must be required. 
 
CCSC also requires that the Applicant as part of the Air Resources Sector conduct the 

following: 
Meteorological monitoring of the area within 1000ft of the proposed Site at intervals 

of 10 minutes for temperature, relative humidity, pressure, winds-
speeds/directions/turbulence-variability, sunlight, condensation, and other 
parameters requires for modeling dense gas movements and dispersions, 

Appendix H

H-Organizations-5 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Typewritten Text
CCSC-27

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Typewritten Text
CCSC-28

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Typewritten Text
CCSC-29



DEIR Comments  Citizen's Coalition For A Safe Community 

8/15/2013 Comts:6 PF 

Total VOC, CO, H2S, and CO2 monitoring of the area within 1000ft of the proposed 
Site at intervals of 10 minutes and levels of +/-1ppm at intervals correlated to 
meteorological monitoring, 

Modeling and calibration of dense gas models for the same areas, 
Odor dispersion tests for various mercaptens or low but detectible levels of H2S, 
Establish a dosage-response level model in conjunction with the tests and modeling. 

Sour oil/gas production creates odors & HC/H2S emissions and may create hazardous urban 
conditions.  CCSC requires in the DEIR: 

a summary of vapor emissions & odor complaints for oil/gas fields, south of I-105 and 
west of I-405,  

meteorological modeling for worst-case AQ-coastal conditions, west of Baldwin-
Dominguez Hills, 

estimate of the Project’s worst case emissions and dispersion plume down to 3ppm 
H2S from dense gas modeling from the Project Site and emissions under worst 
case meteorological conditions from five better alternative HB sites, 

estimate of Project crude oil/gas composition & probable levels of H2S and volatile 
nm-VOC hydrocarbons, and 

mitigation of full aerial-canopy collection of the Project site with treatment to ambient 
levels (or non-detection at 0.10ppm). 

 
GHG Emissions 
As a new field and an industrial emissions source within the City, GHG emissions from the 

Project must be considered in the DEIR and included in changes from the City's 1990 
baseline. CCSC requires that as part of an inventory of gaseous emissions all GHG 
emissions, especially for CH4 and NOX, shall be monitored, recorded, and treated so as 
to reduce their total impact on the City's GHG Inventory. 

 
C.c  Water Resources - Marine, Non-Marine,  Groundwater  
Although the Project Area includes a portion of Santa Monica Bay and thick groundwater 

resource beneath the site, CCSC noted little information, references, or other 
considerations for the water resources of the Project Area. 

CCSC requires that a thorough study of marine and groundwaters be included in the DEIR 
with especial documentation and inventory for: 

Current groundwater levels, flows, and quality within 1500ft of the Project Site and 
any alternatives, including impacts of tidal fluctuations on the movement of TPH 
plumes long with a quantitative model of the Project Area, 

Current artificial and natural surface recharging of the groundwater resources,  
Water quality including produced water characteristic compounds (e.g., boron, radon, 

etc.),  
Artificial and natural surface drainage map of Project Area, and 
Projected tsunami heights , inundations, or severity. 

CCSC requires that all imported water to the Project Site be treated as Industrial Wastewater 
even when contaminated by up to 50% produced water. 

CCSC requires the DEIR to include a full water balance model for all O&G operations of 
production and injection and the effects on field pressures and induced fluid/gas 
movements in the Project Area  

 
 
C.d Earth / Geological Resources 
CCSC requires that the Applicant provide a comprehensive search, review and 

compilation/bibliography from all technical literature, DOGGR and USGS files, etc. 
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regarding the geological and related resources of the Project Area and within two miles 
of its boundary. 

CCSC requires that all geological information, surveys, monitoring, etc. in the possession of 
the Applicant (and its contractors, consultant, and advisors) be provided to the City and 
be incorporated in the above mentioned bibliography. 

 
C.d.1  Physiography and Bathymetry 
CCSC requires that a thorough digital topographic and bathymetric map f the Projec Area be 

provided and other sectors assessments and modeling be related to the same physical 
model base. 

 
C.d.2  Stratigraphy  
DOGGR commonly requires the establishment of the Uppermost Hydrocarbon Zone (UHZ) 

and Base of Fresh Water (BFW) with regarding to required casings and cementing.  In 
that DOGGR has no Unit/Field Rules for the entire Torrance Field and the HB or RB 
Unit/Area, CCSC requires that the DEIR provide these critical items as parts of the 
Project Description, Geological Resources, or Mineral Resources setting/assessments 
and incorporate such into the mitigation for Geological and Mineral Resources via a 
Unit/Field Rule for the HB Project Area. 

The Schist Conglomerate is coomonly assigned to the Topanga Formation and the lower 
Puente Formation without designation often includes the "Nodular Shale" unit (member 
or formation).  CCSC requires that the DEIR incorporate a well documented, up-to-date 
stratigraphic column for both portions of the Project Area.  

 
C.d.3  Structure, Faults, Seismicity, and Ground Movements 
CCSC has reviewed various DOGGR publications that show a typical NW-upward tilted 

stratigraphy broken and raised/lowered (i.e., faulted) by numerous faults within the HB 
Area and the RB Area which could extend into the HB Area of the Torrance Field.  These 
information appears to dramatically differ from the single fault depiction in the 
Application and considered in the NOP/IS.  CCSC requires that all faults (>5ft 
displacement) be depicted and traced vertically and horizontally within the Project Area.  
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CCSC requires that the DEIR include inventory of last ten years of seismic activities (0-+6 

RM) within 10 miles of HB and relate shallow (<3mi) vs deep activities and of all 
microseismicity (-3 to +2 RM) records and relate to shallow/deep  tremors 

The NOP/IS and Application include many discussions of subsidence but without factual 
information regarding the existing ground levels of the Project Area and nearby major 
capital works, e.g., ocean outfalls, piers, breakwaters, etc., and any historical levels 
which may differ.  CCSC requires that the DEIR include an inventory of all primary and 
secondary benchmarks and elevation measures of any major capital works in and within 
1500ft of the Project Area during 2003-2013.  

CCSC requires that the DEIR include an inventory of all constructed facilities below sealevel 
in and within 5 miles of the Project Area and any bathymetric/elevation measurements for 
such facilities for 2003-2013. 

CCSC and MRS are familiar with other satellite-based elevation surveys of the Santa Monica 
Bay coastal areas, and CCSC requires that similar studies be provided in the DEIR for the 
area south of I-105 and west of I-405. Such a study must be integrated with the other 
elevations inventories above. 

CCSC requires that all fields, areas, and units within the western LA area be reviewed and 
compiled as an inventory of O&G related subsidence through technical literature 
research and review of DOGGR/Corps of Engineers files and inquiries. 

CCSC requires that any mitigative monitoring plan use the principle of "Non Gradation" as 
the basis for subsidence "significance" - 0.00ft or 0.0 in. 

CCSC requires that the DEIR include a draft equivalent of Unit/Field Rules and state for any 
detectable subsidence immediate idling of the HB Area until the cause and remedies 
have been established and implemented. 

 
C.e  Mineral Resources, Regulations, Ground Movement/Responses & Monitoring 
CCSC has reviewed available Project and DOGGR documents and finds that the entire 

Torrance Field, including the Hermosa Beach or Redondo Beach sub-units, pools, or 
areas, has been operated without any unit/field rules and requirements. Therefore 
regulations of the Hermosa Field remain at a very generalized level without specific 
requirements for the unique and important coastal, tidelands, and beach resources.  City 
of Hermosa Beach (HB) thereby has not been pre-empted from requiring additional 
measures to protect community and occupational safety, health, natural resources, and 
environmental quality.  Specifically, DOGGR has acknowledged that many stimulation, 
development, and completion methods are not regulated nor are they reported therefore 
no issue of preemption exists. 

CCSC assumes two basic issues:  1. HB has the right and obligation to issue more stringent 
requirements than those of Federal, State, Regional, or County requirements in order to 
protect the unique coastal resources and environmental quality;  2. Any impact that 
degrades the unique coastal environment must be considered as significant. 

CCSC recognizes the financial implications of Mineral Resources for the Applicant, HB, and 
the coastal towns of Santa Monica Bay.  However no technical reports or analysis for the 
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HB Field Area or the adjacent Redondo Beach Area of the Torrance Field have been 
presented for the Mineral Resources section and no reserves have been technically 
presented for the Project and for tideland and upland reserves and such effects on the 
financial aspects for Tidelands & Uplands.  

CCSC is concerned regarding the total absence of inventory and setting for marine 
resources throughout the NOP/IS although the IS acknowledges that most oil and gas 
would be produced from the tidelands while injecting produced water under the uplands 
portions of the HB Area of the Torrance Field.  DOGGR recognizes and has named 
Offshore oil seeps, including the Hermosa Seep which is not mentioned anywhere in the 
Mineral Resources discussions.  As a recognized migratory route for oil and gas, such a 
seep and perhaps even more in the tideland portion of the HB Area require inventory, 
locations, marine life associations, and water quality considerations and assessment as 
to the Project's effects on such migratory pathways. 

CCSC requires that the CEQA process via the considerations of Mineral Resources establish 
the following elements: 

Delineation of the HB Area and Pools and their relationship with the Redondo Beach 
Area/Pools of the Torrance Field, 

Draft Injection/Flooding Program for the HB Area and resulting field pressures and 
reservoir flows, 

Draft HB Unit Rules including- 
Base of Fresh Water, Uppermost Hydrocarbon Zone, etc., 
Collision Map of all existing active, inactive, idled, and abandoned wells, 
Casing requirements of Conductor, Surface, Intermediate, and Production, 
100% cementing of all casings and overlaps exterior annular spaces, 
100% cementing of all voids in abandoned wells, 
Bond Integrity Logging on Bi-Annual Basis and Before/After any pressurizing over 

0.6psi/foot depth, 
Delivery of all existing and future surveys, monitoring, recording, and chemical-

oil, gas, and water characterizations of each well to HB. 
CCSC is concerned that gas production and separation would create odors from HC/H2S 

emissions which may indicate hazardous urban conditions and needs for responses, 
e.g., fumigation and evacuation.  Any event that is reportable would have serious and 
long term impacts on the recreation and tourist industry and revenues in HB.  CCSC 
finds the current vapor recovery, gas separation, flaring, and odor controls discussion to 
be totally lacking in chemical characterization of the gas production and quantitative 
assessments of the separation, scrubbing, flaring, and emergency release/flaring for 
gases.  CCSC requires that suitable dense gas models be used for both operational and 
emergency releases.  CCSC requires that the CEQA process and DEIR include: 

Include summary vapor emissions & odor complaints for oil/gas fields  south of I-10 x 
west of I-110 & meteorological modeling for worst-case AQ-coastal conditions, 
west of Baldwin-Dominguez Hills. 

Estimate Project’s emissions from summary & provide results of dense gas modeling 
of the Project Site and emissions under worst case meteorological conditions for 
five better alternative HB sites. 

Provide an estimate of Project crude oil/gas composition & probable levels of H2S 
and volatile nm-VOC hydrocarbons. 

Include mitigation of full aerial-canopy collection of the Project site with treatment to 
ambient levels (or non-detection at 0.01ppb). 

 
Although production and injection operations have been shown to cause significant ground 

movement and migration of gases and fluids, the Mineral Resources and the Geological 
Resources discussions have not been specific to the HB Area of the Torrance Field.  
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CCSC assumes that the Applicant is sufficiently knowledgeable to have at least a 
conceptual or perhaps a preliminary plan for injection and production activities (i.e., 
flooding program - UIC Class 3) as required for a DOGGR permit to drill an injection well.  
CCSC requires that the Applicant provide and the DEIR preparer include the best-
available scope of the "enhanced oil (and Gas) recovery" plan for the HB Area of the 
Torrance Field and include assessment of such impacts on the HB and the RB Areas of 
the Torrance Field. 

Furthermore CCSC requires that the Applicant provides a seismic monitoring station for the 
HB Area suitable for detection of both noticeable tremors (+1-+7RM) and for 
microseismic tremors (-3 - +1RM) to be installed and operating for at least three months 
prior to the initiation of any drilling in order to establish a baseline condition if the 
Project goes forward. CCSC also requires that any future Project include an ongoing 
compilation and reporting program for oil/gas/water production and injection volumes 
and relations to all seismic activities 

CCSC is concerned regarding injection for disposal of produced fluids and/or gases as the 
only well profile includes penetration of the "Schist", below the Schist Conglomerate (or 
"Topanga Formation").  Such a well would appear to be for disposal and perhaps 
offshore disposal,  As no marine related geological or geophysical studies are provided 
for production reserves at such locations and it is very expensive to drill the Schist, 
CCSC has assumed that such a well into the Schist would only be for disposal purposes. 

CCSC requires that the DEIR include a full draft of all documents typically required for 
DOGGR consideration of any UIC program for Class 2 and/or Class 3 to assure adequate 
and complete assessment of the Project. 

CCSC notes that DOGGR has had considerable interests in NORMs (naturally occurring 
radioactive materials), and although no specifically discussed in the NOP/IS, deep 
drilling into the Schist Conglomerate/Topanga and the Catalina Schist would be expected 
to encountered trapped NORMs in gases and liquids associated with the Schist (the 
Franciscan Formation, also a schist of similar age, in central and northern coastal 
California is considered a major source of NORMs).  CCSC requires that either as part of 
Mineral Resources, or Hazards, or Earth Resources the issue of NORMs be considered 
as part of setting/inventory, assessments, and mitigation. 

CCSC also notes that DOGGR has specific responsibility under regulations related to AB-
1960 for preparation and updates of all production facilities usually by field.  The NOP/IS 
and Application does not refer to the DOGGR requirements for the HB, RB, and/or other 
areas within the Torrance Field or for an overall Plan for the entire Field.  CCSC requires 
that such a plan if existing be incorporated into the DEIR and/or a HB Area -Specific Plan 
be included as draft in the DEIR either as part of Mineral Resources, or Hazards, or Earth 
Resources and be considered as part of setting/inventory, assessments, and mitigation. 

 
C.f  Hazards/Hazardous Materials – Offshore/Onshore 
CCSC's review of all documents shows no information is provided regarding the tidelands 

portion of the Hermosa Beach Area of the Torrance Field, therefore the entire discussion 
is inadequate and incomplete, even though reference is made to the "Marine Facility Oil 
Spill Contingency Plan" which focuses entirely on the upland/supratidal side rather than 
the offshore tidelands side 

Further the CCSC review also showed that some hazards control documents are not 
referenced nor provided as draft (e.g., DOGGRs AB1960 compliance Plan, NORMs, etcc.) 
while several documents are referenced and included without a single overall integrated 
program for all hazards. 

 
C.g  Biology - Marine/Non-Marine Surveys and Monitoring 
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As indicated elsewhere, a serious deficiency of the entire voluminous NOP/IS and PA files is 
the absence of any consideration for the inventory, assessment or mitigation of marine 
resources of the Project Area.  CCSC requires that the DEIR provide a full factual 
inventory of marine biology throughout the Project Area. 

CCSC is aware of verbal comments regarding production either reducing or increasing 
seeps of oil and gas along the 103/PalosVerde Fault and how that might improve or 
impact marine water quality and current dependent marine life, all without any factual 
information on current conditions.  The Applicant's focus on the 103 Fault is inconsistent 
with the numerous faults indicate by DOGGR (1992) for the Hermosa and Redondo 
Beaches areas of the Torrance Field and whether they are seeping oil and gas in the 
tidelands or uplands. 

CCSC requires that the DEIR include the following elements for all marine resources within 
the Project Area: 

Detailed bathymetry of the seafloor, 
Tidal ranges and heights for the beach areas, 
Tidal and sea flow movements and sediment transport, 
Sub-Bottom Profiling Survey to record existing loose and firm sediments, 
Inventory of sea-life within the tidelands, 
Inventory of all oil and gas seeps and associated sea-life within 150ft of seeps. 

 
C.h  Cultural Resources – Historic & Prehistoric 
CCSC requires that the DEIR include sub-bottom profiling for all cultural resources within 

the Project Area, tidelands portions above -200ft msl, e.g., ship wrecks, dumped cargos, 
prehistoric shell mounds, village sites, etc. 

 
C.i  Land Uses / Planning and Recreation / Tourism 
C.i.1   Land Uses and Properties  
Existing industrial land uses provide a generally consistent zoning for many intense 

activities.  CCSC requires that the land use inventory include all industrially-zone parcels 
of 1.0ac or more within the HB and within 500ft of the city's boundary. In addition, CCSC 
requires that all such parcels be compiled with their conflicting adjacent land uses (e.g., 
residential, public institutional, store-front commercial, etc.). 

CCSC is concerned over effects of State-required property disclosures for the presence of 
the Project before or after the DEIR is circulated or certified on land uses and properties 
in central HB.  

The Project Application and various supporting documents and the Scoping documents 
generally refer to the Project Site with regard to the City's ownership and industrial land 
use zoning as being less adverse in impacts upon the community. Further, references to 
royalties and economic impacts on the community involve both properties and 
subsurface property ownership and leases for mineral development and production.  
DOGGR also requires a statement from any Operator submitting a notice to drill or 
rework a well as to whether the subsurface and surface properties have coincident 
boundaries.  CCSC requires that the DEIR fully delineates all subsurface property 
boundaries and ownerships and current leasees and leasers and demonstrate the 
coincidence or lack thereof for all subsurface properties within the Project Area and any 
which may be in part within the Project Area but extending beyond the City's jurisdiction 
and the Project Area. 

CCSC further requires that all oil/gas/mineral leases registered with the County of Los 
Angeles be so listed and related to those required above. 

CCSC, as part of the Unit/Field Rules for the HB Area of the Torrance Field, requires that all 
subsurface properties be obligated to full abandonment of any well through and in any 
subsurface properties. 
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C.i.2   Recreation/Tourism 
CCSC considers the risk of any oil&gas related event as contrary to the best interests of the 

City and has required the use of the "Non-Degradation" principle be applied to all 
impacts, and especially to those related to Recreation/Tourism. Zero risks are the only 
acceptable criterion for "significant" impacts. 

CCSC requires that the potential impacts to land use valuations and to recreation/tourism 
activities be thoroughly reviewed and assessed in the Socioeconomic Sector's setting, 
impacts, and mitigation considerations. 

 
C.j  Socioeconomics  - Jobs and Revenues 
CCSC has noticed the absence of a Socioeconomic Section amongst the other 

environmental sectors, although in various reports and documents including the 
Scoping Document (e.g., SDp25/2) socieconomic aspects and effects are discussed 
without relations to a particular environmental issue.  

Similarly, the Land Use and Environmental Justice sectors commonly include direct and 
indirect discussions of socioeconomic conditions and Project effects. 

Since the Scoping Document and many others have raised socioeconomic sectors. CCSC 
requires that all aspects of the Socioeconomic Sector be explored the issues and that the 
proposed Cost/Benefit Analyses be incorporated as a supporting document and 
appendix for Section 5.12. 

 
C.k  Other Infrastructure Utilities and Services 
CCSC has not found any stormdrain network maps for the Project Site or Area. CCSC 

requires that a stormdrain network map be provided for the Project Site and prospective 
alternative sites and must include locations of any ocean or other major outfalls. 

CCSC notes that if an emergency occurs at the proposed Project Site, Project Operators 
would only shutdown the systems and await arrival and suppression by the City's 
Emergency Services.  CCSC requires that a full training program for O&G event 
conditions be required for all City's first responders and that CCTV 
transmitters/recorders be included for real time video feed to any first responder 
agencies. 

 
C.l  Cumulative Effects and Growth Inducement 
CCSC considers the proposed Project as a turning point in current activities to provide 

greater environmental protections for smaller coastal beach communities compared to 
new major oil and gas developments in denser urban areas from companies with little 
association with the local affected communities.  CCSC is also concerned that once the 
Project would be approved, the current Applicant may sell off or farm out portions or the 
total production of the resources to other operators. Similarly long-term mitigation and 
contingency operations may not adequately funded through various sales or transfers to 
others. 

CCSC also requires that the DEIR consider the assessment of potential promotion of further 
tideland and offshore oil and gas production development from shoreline cities and 
project which may be encourage further by such projects in Hermosa Beach. 

 
C.m  Environmental Justice 
CCSC members have visited Hermosa Beach (HB) over a span of several decades and are 

familiar with regional differences within the same relatively small area and population, 
e.g., south (Redondo) and north (Manhattan) ends of HB with Pier as a boundary. Current 
tourism and recreational sectors are clearly separated from several residential areas, and 
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past industrial energy-related activities in Redondo Beach adjacent to HB has given the 
south half of HB a different image than those of the north half. 

CCSC requires that the DEIR review socioeconomic, incomes, ages, tourism receipts/taxes, 
and voter records to ascertain whether identifiable areas can be distinguished and may 
be impacted different by the Project and prospective alternatives which could raise 
Environmental Justice issues. 

As part of the review and assessment, risks of environmental impacts should be compared 
to those that benefit, especially for revenues for general funds and more age-focused 
educational revenues. 
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August 12, 2013 
 
Via Email and Federal Express 
CD of Attachments Provided with Hard Copy 
 
Mr. Ken Robertson 
City of Hermosa Beach 
Community Development Director 
1315 Valley Drive 
Hermosa Beach, California, 90254 
krobertson@hermosabch.org 
 
Re: Comments on the City of Hermosa Beach’s Notice of Preparation of a Draft 
Environmental Impact Report for the E & B Oil Development Project 
 
Dear Mr. Robertson, 
 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Notice of Preparation (“NOP”) of a 
draft environmental impact report (“EIR”) for the E & B Oil Development Project (“Project”). 
The full Project would involve, among other things, the drilling and long-term production of oil 
and gas from 30 horizontal wells, and the construction and operation of two pipelines and four 
water injection wells. Such activities will potentially have negative effects on water, air quality, 
public health, the climate, and seismicity. Further, such potential impacts are of great concern 
because the Project will take place in an urban setting and only a short distance from a school, 
multiple parks, a greenbelt/trail, and homes. Clearly, the proposed Project site is a completely 
inappropriate location for oil and gas activities and the City of Hermosa Beach (“City”) should 
not allow the Project to move forward. However, if the City insists upon moving forward with 
the Project, it is absolutely essential that it prepare a thorough and complete EIR. As explained 
below, it is of particular importance that the City analyze potential impacts on or related to: the 
enhanced recovery techniques the Project may use, the expected characteristics of the wells 
drilled, air quality, the climate, water quality and quantity, costal and marine ecosystems and 
species, public health, and seismicity. Also, the City should further clarify how, in light of the 
potential demands of the settlement agreement and initiative process, its consideration of the 
Project will conform to the requirements of CEQA. 

 
The Center for Biological Diversity (“Center”) is a national, nonprofit conservation 

organization dedicated to the protection of native species and their habitats through science, 
policy, and environmental law. The Center also works to reduce greenhouse gas emissions to 
protect biological diversity, our environment, and public health. The Center has over 625,000 
members and online activists, including many who live in Los Angeles County. Center members 
have recreational, scientific, and educational interests in the lands at issue, and are particularly 

CENTER for  BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY
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interested in protecting the many native, imperiled, and sensitive species and their habitats that 
may be affected by the proposed gas leasing. 
 

I. The EIR must analyze the enhanced recovery techniques the Project may use and 
the potential characteristics of the Project’s wells. 

 
The City’s NOP does not state whether the Project will employ fracking or other 

enhanced recovery techniques in order to produce oil and gas. Unless the Project approval or 
some other document – which in this case could be the referendum or the 1993 conditional use 
permit – ensures that such enhanced recovery techniques are prohibited, the EIR must analyze all 
such techniques that the Project may use. These techniques include, but are not limited to, 
hydraulic fracturing (“fracking”), cyclic steam injection, steam flooding, fracture acidizing, 
matrix acidizing, frac packing, enzyme enhanced recovery, and gas lifting. 
 

It is particularly important that the EIR consider fracking because fracking is a technique 
regularly used to produce oil or gas from wells. According to the Bureau of Land Management, 
90 percent of oil and gas wells drilled on public lands today are fracked.1 While complete 
information on California wells is not available since DOGGR does not currently track or 
monitor the practice, the voluntary reporting site FracFocus indicates that over 1,000 wells have 
been fracked in California since January 2, 2011.2 This figure is by definition an underestimate 
since reporting is entirely voluntary. Thus, in the absence of an express prohibition, the City 
must assume that the Project will involve fracking. Moreover, there are additional indications 
that the Project will involve fracking; in particular, the NOP states that the production wells will 
be drilled horizontally, which is a technique commonly used in combination with fracking to 
maximize the amount of formation that is fractured. In considering the impacts of fracking, the 
City must take into account the overwhelming evidence that fracking is harmful to air quality,3 
the climate,4 water quantity,5 water quality,6 and public health;7 and that fracking related 
activities can result in earthquakes.8 

                                                 
1 U.S. Department of the Interior Bureau of Land Management, Proposed Rule - Oil and Gas; Well Stimulation, 
Including Hydraulic Fracturing, on Federal and Indian Lands, 77 Fed. Reg. 27691 (May 11, 2012). 
2 FracFocus, Home Search Page, www.fracfocus.org (last visited August 7, 2013). 
3 See, e.g., Colborn, Theo et al., Natural Gas Operations from a Public Health Perspective, 17 Human and Ecological 
Risk Assessment 1047 (2011); McKenzie, Lisa et al., Human Health Risk Assessment of Air Emissions form 
Development of Unconventional Natural Gas Resources, Sci Total Environ (2012) (“McKenzie 2012”), 
doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2012.02.018. 
4 See, e.g., Howarth, Robert, et al., Methane and the greenhouse-gas footprint of natural gas from shale formations, 
Climactic Change, doi 10.1007/s10584-011-0061-5 (Mar. 31, 2011); Howarth, Robert, et al., Venting and Leaking 
of Methane from Shale Gas Development: Response to Cathles et al. (2012); Wang, Jinsheng, et al., Reducing the 
Greenhouse Gas Footprint of Shale (2011). 
5 See, e.g., U.S. Government Accountability Office, Information on Shale Resources, Development, and 
Environmental and Public Health Risks GAO-12-732 (Sep. 2012); New York State Department of Environmental 
Conservation, Revised Draft Supplemental Generic Environmental Impact Statement on the Oil, Gas and Solution 
Mining Regulatory Program, Well Permit Issuance for Horizontal Drilling and High-Volume Hydraulic Fracturing 
to Develop the Marcellus Shale and Other Low-Permeability Gas Reservoirs at 5-93 (Sep. 7, 2011). 
6 See, e.g., Fontenot, Brian E. et al., An evaluation of water quality in private drinking water wells near natural gas 
extraction sites in the Barnett Shale Formation, ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE & TECHNOLOGY at 4 (2013); Vidic, R.D. 
et al., Impact of Shale Gas Development on Regional Water Quality, SCIENCE 340 (2013); U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, Draft Investigation of Ground Water Contamination near Pavillion, Wyoming (2011). 
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Acidization is also a technique being used with increasing regularity in California. 

Acidizing involves the injection of large amounts of acid – commonly hydrochloric acid – into 
the well. This acid can spill or leak into the environment. In Pennsylvania, an oil and gas 
company spilled 4,700 gallons of hydrochloric acid, with some of the acid breaching 
containment, reaching a creek tributary and killing fish.9 Exposure to hydrochloric acid can be 
harmful. It is corrosive to the eyes, skin, and mucous membranes.10 It is also listed as a 
hazardous air pollutant under the Clean Air Act,11 and exposure to hydrochloric acid fumes can 
cause irritation of the respiratory system and pulmonary edema in humans.12 In addition, acid 
treatments, just like hydraulic fracturing, can contain other hazardous additives, including inter 
alia corrosion inhibitors, surfactants, solvents, iron control agents, and non-emulsifiers,13 
creating the risk that these substances could escape into the environment. 

 
Another highly hazardous enhanced recovery technique is steam injection, which 

includes both cyclic steam injection and steam flooding. Steam injection is associated with the 
creation of “large temperature variations and formation movements,” putting extreme pressure 
on the ground and well, and sometimes resulting in well failure or the migration of fluids and 
steam.14 In fact, the practice can deform the ground so much as to result in “surface expressions,” 
which is when the steam, oil, gas, and whatever else might be mixed in underground have come 
bubbling to, or even exploding out of the surface of the ground.15 Such a surface expression 
killed a Chevron worker who went to investigate steam coming from a surface expression caused 
by cyclic steaming in Kern County’s Midway-Sunset oil field.16 When approaching the plume of 
steam, the worker fell into a sinkhole when the ground gave way.17 These same underground 

                                                                                                                                                             
7 See, e.g., McKenzie 2012; Colborn 2011; Bamberger, Michelle & Robert E. Oswald, Impacts of Gas Drilling on 
Human and Animal Health, NEW SOLUTIONS, Vol. 22(1) 51-77 (2012). 
8 See, e.g., BC Oil and Gas Commission, Investigation of Observed Seismicity in the Horn River Basin (Aug. 2012) 
(“BC Oil 2012”); Keranen, Katie, Potentially induced earthquakes in Oklahoma, USA: Links between wastewater 
injection and the 2011 MW 5.7 earthquake sequence (2013); van der Elst, Nicholas J. et al., Enhanced Remote 
Earthquake Triggering at Fluid-Injection Sites in the Midwestern United States, 341 SCIENCE 164 (2013). 
9 Detrow, Scott, 4,700 Gallons Of Acid Spill At Bradford County Drilling Site (July 5, 2012), available at 
http://stateimpact.npr.org/pennsylvania/2012/07/05/4700-gallons-of-acid-spill-at-bradford-county-drilling-site/. 
10 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Hydrochloric Acid (Hydrogen Chloride) (Jan. 2000), 
http://www.epa.gov/ttnatw01/hlthef/hydrochl.html (last visited May 6, 2013) (“EPA Hydrochloric Acid”) 
11 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, The Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990 List of Hazardous Air Pollutants, 
http://www.epa.gov/ttnatw01/orig189.html.(last visited May 6, 2013). 
12 EPA Hydrochloric Acid. 
13 Frenier, Wayne W. et al., Abstract: Effect of Acidizing Additives on Formation Permeability During Matrix 
Treatments, Society of Petroleum Engineers (Feb. 2002), available at 
http://www.onepetro.org/mslib/servlet/onepetropreview?id=00073705.  
14 Xie 2008. 
15 California Department of Conservation, Division of Oil, Gas, and Geothermal Resources, Report of Occurrences, 
The Chevron Fatality Accident, June 21, 2011, and Area Surface Expression Activity, Pre and Post Accident, 
Sections 21 & 22 T.32S./R.23E., Midway-Sunset Oil Field, Kern County (May 2012) (“Accident Report”); 
California Department of Conservation, Division of Oil, Gas, and Geothermal Resources, Reports of Occurrence: 
Surface Expressions in Bakersfield (2011) ( “Spill Binder”). 
16 Department of Conservation Division of Oil, Gas and Geothermal Resources, Executive Summary of Report of 
Occurrences: The Chevron Fatality Accident June 21, 2011 and Area Surface Expression Activity Pre and Post 
Accident – Sections 21 & 22 T.32S./R.23E., Midway-Sunset Oil Field Kern County (May 2012). (“Accident Report 
ES”); Accident Report at 2. 
17 Accident Report at 2. 
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displacements and surface expressions can also cause spills of hazardous fluids, which can result 
in water contamination. 

 
The EIR must fully analyze the potential for enhanced recovery techniques to be used and 

the potential impacts resulting from the use of those techniques. 
 
Additionally, the EIR should provide a complete discussion of the potential 

characteristics of the wells. For instance, the EIR should discuss the potential depths of the wells, 
the potential horizontal length of the wells, and whether a single well head may have multiple 
horizontal sections. Further, the EIR should disclose all target formations and discuss the 
characteristics of each of these formations and what type of techniques companies typically 
employ to exploit such deposits.  

 
II. The EIR must analyze potential impacts to air quality. 

 
The City must also consider the numerous ways that the Project could harm air quality. 

Oil and gas operations emit numerous air pollutants, including volatile organic compounds 
(“VOCs”), nitrogen oxides (“NOX”), non-methane hydrocarbons (“NMHCs”), particulate matter 
(“PM”), hydrogen sulfide, and methane. 

 
Oil and gas operations emit large amounts of VOCs and NOX.18 Both VOCs and NOX are 

ozone precursors, and thus, due to emissions of these pollutants, many regions around the 
country with substantial oil and gas operations are now suffering from extreme ozone levels.19 
The primary sources of NOX are engines used in drilling and flaring.20 

 
VOC emissions, which make up about 3.5 percent of the gases emitted by oil or gas 

operations,21 are particularly hazardous.22 VOCs emissions include the BTEX compounds – 
benzene, toluene, ethyl benzene, and xylene – which are Hazardous Air Pollutants.23 Health 
effects associated with benzene include “acute and chronic nonlymphocytic leukemia, acute 
myeloid leukemia, chronic lymphocytic leukemia, anemia, and other blood disorders and 
immunological effects.”24 Further, maternal exposure to benzene has been associated with an 

                                                 
18 Sierra Club et al. comments on New Source Performance Standards: Oil and Natural Gas Sector; Review and 
Proposed Rule for Subpart OOOO (Nov. 30, 2011) (“Sierra Club Comments”) at 13. 
19 Armendariz, Al, Emissions for Natural Gas Production in the Barnett Shale Area and Opportunities for Cost-
Effective Improvements (2009) (“Armendariz”) at 1, 3, 25-26; Wendy Koch, Wyoming’s Smog Exceeds Los 
Angeles’ Due to Gas Drilling, USA Today (May 9, 2011); Craft, Elena, Environmental Defense Fund, Do Shale Gas 
Activities Play a Role in Rising Ozone Levels? (2012); Streater, Scott, Air Quality Concerns May Dictate Uintah 
Basin's Natural Gas Drilling Future, N.Y. Times, (Oct. 1, 2010); Colorado Dept. of Public Health and Environment, 
Conservation Commission, Colorado Weekly and Monthly Oil and Gas Statistics (July 6, 2012) at 12; Four Corners 
Air Quality Group, Four Corners Air Quality Task Force Report – Report of Mitigation Options (2007) at vii. 
20 See, e.g., U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Oil and Natural Gas Sector: Standards of Performance for Crude 
Oil and Natural Gas Production, Transmission, and Distribution, Background Technical Support Document for the 
Proposed Rules, 76 Fed Reg 52738 (2011); Armendariz at 24. 
21 Brown, Heather, Memorandum to Bruce Moore USEPA / OAQPS / SPPD re Compositon of Natural Gas for use 
in the the Oil and Natural Gas Sector Rulemaking (July 28, 2011) (“Brown Memo”) at 3. 
22 McKenzie 2012; Food & Water Watch, The Case for a Ban on Fracking (2012). 
23 42 U.S.C. § 7412(b). 
24 McKenzie 2012 at 2. 
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increase in birth prevalence of neural tube defects; and xylene exposure can cause eye, nose, and 
throat irritation, difficulty in breathing, impaired lung function, and nervous system 
impairment.25 In fact, many of the volatile chemicals associated with drilling and oil and gas 
waste are associated with serious effects to the respiratory, nervous, or circulatory systems.26 
Also, a recent study sampling air quality near Colorado gas wells found additional cause for 
concern regarding VOC emissions: among other things, it found methylene chloride in high 
concentrations.27 The study states that for the wells tested “[m]ethylene chloride, a toxic solvent 
not reported in products used in drilling or hydraulic fracturing, was detected 73% of the time; 
several times in high concentrations,” including one reading of 1730 ppbv.28 While the source of 
the methylene chloride was not entirely clear, the study reported that it is stored on well pads for 
cleaning purposes. 

 
In addition, the study of Colorado gas wells also found high levels of multiple NMHCs, 

which can be associated with multiple health effects, including potentially effects to the 
endocrine system at very low concentrations.29 NMHCs generally make up almost 18 percent of 
produced natural gas, and operations ultimately emit large amounts of these pollutants. Moreover, 
like VOCs and NOX, NMHCs are ozone precursors. 
 
 Particulate matter is another pollutant the oil and gas industry emits in significant 
quantities. The heavy equipment regularly used burns diesel fuel, generating fine particulate 
matter.30 The particulate matter emitted by diesel engines is a particularly harmful.31 Vehicles 
also kick up fugitive dust, which is particulate matter, by traveling on unpaved roads.32 Further, 
both NOX and VOCs, which are heavily emitted by the oil and gas industry, are particulate 
matter precursors.33 Some of the health effects associated with particulate matter exposure are 
“premature mortality, increased hospital admissions and emergency department visits, and 
development of chronic respiratory disease.”34 
 

Oil and gas operations can also emit hydrogen sulfide. The hydrogen sulfide is contained 
in the natural gas and makes that gas “sour.”35 Hydrogen sulfide may be emitted during all stages 
of operation, including exploration, extraction, treatment and storage, transportation, and refining. 
EPA has identified large parts of California –including the region at issue – as areas where 

                                                 
25 Id. 
26 Colborn 2011. 
27 Colborn 2012. 
28 Id. 
29 Colborn 2012. 
30 Earthworks, Sources of Oil and Gas Pollution (2011), 
http://www.earthworksaction.org/issues/detail/sources_of_oil_and_gas_air_pollution (last visited Feb 19, 2013). 
31 Bay Area Air Quality Management District, Particulate Matter Overview, Particulate Matter and Human Health 
(2012). 
32 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Regulatory Impact Analysis for the Proposed Revisions to the National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards for Particulate Matter (June 2012), 
http://www.epa.gov/ttnecas1/regdata/RIAs/PMRIACombinedFile_Bookmarked.pdf at 2-2, (“EPA RIA”) 
33 EPA RIA at 2-2. 
34 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, National Ambient Air Quality Standards for Particulate Matter Proposed 
Rule, 77 Fed. Reg. 38,890, 38,893 (June 29, 2012). 
35 Sierra Club Comments. 
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natural gas tends to contain hydrogen sulfide.36 Long-term exposure to hydrogen sulfide is 
linked to respiratory infections, eye, nose, and throat irritation, breathlessness, nausea, dizziness, 
confusion, and headaches.37  
 
 Further, oil and gas operations emit significant amounts of methane. In addition to its role 
as a greenhouse gas, methane contributes to increased concentrations of ground-level ozone, the 
primary component of smog, because it is an ozone precursor.38 This effect can be substantial. 
One paper found that “[r]educing anthropogenic CH4 emissions by 50% nearly halves the 
incidence of U.S. high-O3 events . . . .”39 
 

III. The EIR must analyze the potential climate impacts of the Project. 
 

Oil and gas operations are a major cause of climate change. Emissions result from oil and 
gas exploration, development, and production operations and the combustion of oil or gas for 
energy. Of great concern are methane emissions. Natural gas emissions are generally about 84 
percent methane.40 Methane is a potent greenhouse gas that contributes substantially to global 
climate change. Its global warming potential is approximately 33 times that of carbon dioxide 
over a 100 year time frame and 105 times that of carbon dioxide over a 20 year time frame.41  
 
 Oil and gas operations release large amounts of methane.42 While the exact amount is not 
clear, EPA has estimated that “oil and gas systems are the largest human-made source of 
methane emissions and account for 37 percent of methane emissions in the United States or 3.8 
percent of the total greenhouse gas emissions in the United States.” 43 In some fields, methane 
emissions rates are startlingly high. One recent study of a field in Uintah County, Utah, found 
huge amounts of produced natural gas – perhaps as much as 11.7 percent – leaking into the 
atmosphere.44 Methane leakage is also a problem in Southern California. A recent study of 
methane emissions in the Los Angeles Basin found that a startling 17 percent of total methane 
produced was leaked or vented to the atmosphere.45 
 
                                                 
36 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards, Report to Congress on 
Hydrogen Sulfide Air Emissions Associated with the Extraction of Oil and Natural Gas (EPA‐453/R‐93‐045), 
at III-68 (Oct. 1993) (“USEPA 1993”). 
37 Id at i. 
38 76 Fed Reg 52,738. 
39 Fiore, Arlene et al., Linking ozone pollution and climate change: The case for controlling methane, 29 Geophys. 
Res Letters 19 (2002); see also Martin, Randal et al., Final Report: Uinta Basin Winter Ozone and Air Quality Study 
Dec 2010 - March 2011 (2011) at 7. 
40 Brown Memo at 3; Power, Thomas, The Local Impacts of Natural Gas Development in Valle Vidal, New Mexico, 
University of Montana (2005). 
41 Howarth 2011; Shindell, Drew, Improved Attribution of Climate Forcing to Emissions, 326 Science 716 (2009) 
(“Shindell 2009”) 
42 Natural Resources Defense Council, Leaking Profits (2012) (“NRDC, Leaking Profits”). 
43 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Natural Gas STAR Program, Basic Information, Major Methane 
Emission Sources and Opportunities to Reduce Methane Emissions (2012) (“USEPA, Basic Information”); see also 
Petron, Gabrielle, et al., Hydrocarbon emissions characterization in the Colorado Front Range: A pilot study, 117 
Journal of Geophysical Research (2012). 
44 See, e.g., Karion, Anna et al., Methane emissions estimate from airborne measurements over a western United 
States natural gas field, doi: 10.1002/grl.50811 (2013). 
45 Peischl, J. et al., Quantifying sources of methane using light alkanes in the Los Angeles basin, California (2013). 
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 Other pollutants that will be emitted by the Project also warm the climate. In particular, 
oil and gas operations result in the emission of large amounts of NOX and VOCs. Both of these 
pollutants are precursors of tropospheric ozone,46 which is an important contributor to climate 
change.47 Further, oil operations result in significant carbon dioxide emissions from the 
combustion of fossil fuels through the operation of engines or through flaring.48 
 
 Also, the refining and burning of any oil or gas that the Project produces will generate 
greenhouse gas emissions. In considering such emissions, it is important to note that the quality 
of oil and gas varies from place to place. For instance, while some formations yield light, sweet 
crude that among varieties of crude necessitates a relatively low energy input to refine, much of 
the oil produced in California is heavy oil that requires large energy inputs to produce and 
refine.49 Here, the NOP indicates that maximum potential daily production values are 8,000 
barrels of oil and 2.5 million cubic feet of natural gas.50 The combustion of this oil and gas will 
result in significant greenhouse gas emissions. 
 
 In producing the EIR the City must consider all of these emissions, including, but not 
limited to, direct emissions from the operation of combustion engines, flares, and other Project 
equipment or machinery; the leakage of natural gas; indirect emissions from induced activities; 
and emissions from the refining and combustion of the oil and gas produced. 
 

IV. The EIR must analyze the potential impacts to water quality and quantity. 
 

Oil and gas activities in general are significant threats to water in large part because the 
waste these operations produce are highly hazardous, with many chemicals in these waste 
streams being known carcinogens, like benzene. Solid and fluid oil exploration wastes can 
generally be placed into three categories: produced water, drilling fluids and cuttings, and 
associated wastes.51 Produced water can contain harmful substances like benzene, arsenic, lead, 
hexavalent chromium, barium, chloride, sodium, sulfates, and boron,52 and it also can be 
radioactive.53 Additionally, oil and gas operations generate a lot of produced water with 
California operations producing a bit less than three billion barrels per year.54 
 

                                                 
46 Earthworks, Oil and Gas Air Pollution Factsheet (2006), available at 
http://www.earthworksaction.org/library/detail/oil_and_gas_pollution_fact_sheet/. 
47 Shindell 2009 
48 Zahniser, Angela, Characterization of Greenhouse Gas Emissions Involved in Oil and Gas Exploration and 
Production Operations (2007). 
49 California Environmental Protection Agency Air Resource Board, Staff Report: Initial Statement of Reasons for 
Proposed Rulemaking, Proposed Amendments to the Low Carbon Fuel Standard, Appendix C, Calculation of 
Baseline Crude Average Carbon Intensity Value at C-5 (2011). 
50 The City should clarify whether this is a per-well estimate, or an estimate for the entire Project. 
51 Mall, Amy, Petition for Rulemaking Pursuant to Section 6974(a) of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 
Concerning the Regulation of Wastes Associated with the Exploration, Development, or Production of Crude Oil or 
Natural Gas or Geothermal Energy at 7 (Sep. 8, 2010). 
52 Id. at 8. 
53 See E&ENews, Proposed law would force drillers to test waste for radiation (Feb. 14, 2013). 
54 California Division of Oil, Gas and Geothermal Resources, 2011 Preliminary Report of California Oil and Gas 
Production Statistics at 3 (Apr. 2012). 
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 Drilling fluids and drill cuttings are also potentially harmful.55 Drilling fluids in reserve 
pits have been found to contain chromium, lead, and pentachlorophenol at hazardous levels, and 
oil-based drilling fluids can also contain benzene.56 Drilling fluids may contain numerous 
carcinogenic and toxic substances, including arsenic, mercury, and benzene.57 
 
 Associated wastes include, among other things, oily sludges, workover wastes, and well 
completion and abandonment wastes.58 These wastes are generally the lowest in volume, but are 
nevertheless of great concern because they can contain a range of chemicals and naturally 
occurring materials that are threats to health and safety.59 For example, some associated wastes 
have been found to potentially be ignitable and others can contain toxic heavy metals, such as 
lead.60 
 

These hazardous wastes from oil operations regularly contaminate the environment and 
can reach aquifers and surface waters.61 Surface pits in particular are a major hazard. For 
instance, New Mexico data shows 743 instances of groundwater contamination due to surface 
pits, almost entirely over the last three decades.62 Additionally, the transportation and disposal of 
substances related to oil and gas operations can result in serious impacts. Pipelines are common 
sources of leaks resulting in environmental contamination, and the injection of waste into 
disposal wells can cause contamination. Also, many other extremely harmful spills and releases 
occur during the transport or disposal of wastes, including spills from equipment failures, 
accidents, negligence, or dumping.63 Moreover, well failure or a lack of containment of 
underground fluids can allow fluids to escape beyond the well and confining zone and 
contaminate water. Although it is unclear how often wells in California fail because DOGGR 
asserts it does not track this data, industry reports elsewhere indicate that the failure rate could be 
high. For instance, up to 60 percent of offshore wells in the Gulf of Mexico experience sustained 
casing pressure, which is a significant problem indicating that there is communication to the 
annulus from a sustained pressure source due to inadequate zonal isolation.64 

 
In addition to the dangers of water contamination, oil and gas operations consume large 

amounts of water. Here, the NOP estimates that drilling a well alone will consume about 130,000 
                                                 
55 U.S. Congress, Office of Technology Assessment, Managing Industrial Solid Wastes from Manufacturing, Mining, 
Oil and Gas Production, and Utility Coal Combustion – Background Paper at 67 (1992). 
67 (1992). 
56 Mall at 10. 
57 Id. at 10-11 (quoting Oil & Gas Accountability Project, Pit Pollution – Backgrounder on the Issues, with a New 
Mexico Case Study (2004)) (internal quotation marks omitted). 
58 Mall at 11. 
59 Id. 
60 Id. 
61 Natural Resources Defense Council, Petition for Rulemaking Pursuant to Section 6974(a) of the Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act Concerning the Regulation of Wastes Associated with the Exploration, 
Development, or Production of Crude Oil or Natural Gas or Geothermal Energy at 17 (Sep. 8, 2010) (“NRDC 
Petition for Rulemaking”). 
62 New Mexico Oil and Conservation Division, OGAP Analysis of data provided in New Mexico Energy, Minerals 
and Natural Resources Dep’t, Oil and Conservation Div., Cases Where Pit Substances Contaminated New Mexico’s 
Ground Water (2008). 
63 California Dept. of Fish and Game, Environmental Incident Report: Vintage Production California LLC Tar Creek 
Crude Oil and Produced Water Spills, January 30, 2007 and February 6, 2007. 
64 Brufatto, Claudio et al., From Mud to Cement – Building Gas Wells (2003). 
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gallons of water, meaning that the drilling of 30 wells will consume almost 4 million gallons of 
water. Additional water will be consumed during other stages, including 2,000 gallons per day 
during clearing and grading operations.65 

 
Many aspects of the Project could result in serious impacts to water, including the drilling 

production of oil and gas from 30 wells and the construction and operation of the pipelines. 
CEQA requires that the City consider all of the potential impacts to water quality and quantity 
described above in the EIR. 

 
V. The EIR must analyze potential impacts to coastal and marine ecosystems. 

 
The Environmental Impact Report must analyze the impacts of the proposed Project on 

California’s rich coastal and marine ecosystems. This is especially true because the Project is 
expected to involve the drilling of directional wells to access fossil fuel deposits in tidelands. 
California has many species of whales, porpoises, dolphins, pinnipeds, and sea otters. There are 
over 500 species of fish that occur offshore of southern California. The coastal waters off 
California are a productive foraging region for whales, sea turtles, and they support a myriad of 
wildlife.  

 
The coastal region where this Project occurs also provides habitat for many protected 

species. Blue, fin, sei, humpback, and sperm whales, as well as other marine mammals like sea 
otters use southern California seawaters. Leatherback, loggerhead, green, and olive ridley sea 
turtles also occur in this area. Endangered white and black abalone are found in the intertidal 
areas. Protected fish, including the tidewater goby and southern California steelhead population, 
are in the area. Threatened and endangered sea birds including the California least tern, western 
snowy plover, and light-footed clapper rail are also present in the project area. The beach 
spectacle-pod, which is a California threatened species, may also be present in the area.The EIR 
must take into account the potential for direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts to protected 
species and their habitat.  

 
First, the report should analyze impacts from oil spills, oil spill response, and other 

discharges associated with oil drilling. Sea otters and sea birds can be particularly vulnerable to 
oil spills, and the nearshore areas that fish and other wildlife depend on as nursery and foraging 
areas are at risk from a spill. Juvenile and larval fish and other marine animals can be particularly 
vulnerable to oil. Oil spill response activities can also have environmental impacts. For example, 
the use of chemical dispersants to respond to oil spills in California may increase the toxicity of 
oil to certain animals. In addition to a thorough analysis of potential oil spill impacts, other 
impacts to water quality must also be considered. The release of drilling fluids and other 
chemicals could contaminate the coastal area and waters. This deserves a comprehensive 
evaluation in the report. 

 
Second, the impacts from noise and light pollution on the coastal and marine environment 

must be analyzed. The construction and drilling can increase noise pollution in the area. The 
increasing noise of the marine environment can interfere with marine mammal behaviors and 
communications. It can cause displacement and disruption of normal behaviors. Seabirds are also 
                                                 
65 The City should clarify whether this is a per-well figure. 
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vulnerable to disorientation from coastal lighting and oil and gas operations increase light 
pollution. Artificial light attracts seabirds at night, especially nocturnally active species such as 
auks, shearwaters, and storm-petrels, and disrupts their normal foraging and breeding activities 
in several ways. In a phenomenon called light entrapment, seabirds continually circle lights and 
flares on vessels and energy platforms, instead of foraging or visiting their nests, which can lead 
to exhaustion and mortality. Seabirds also frequently collide with lights or structures around 
lights, causing injury or mortality, or strand on lighted platforms where they are vulnerable to 
injury, oiling or other feather contamination, and exhaustion. 

 
Third, the possibility of erosion, destabilization, and subsidence of the coastal lands and 

tidelands should be considered. The drilling and possible hydraulic fracturing of the wells can 
increase ground instability. The tidelands that the project proposes for drilling can be affected by 
changes in pressure and structure from the drilling and stimulation activities. Additionally, sea 
level rise and extreme storm events, such as those during El Niño years, can affect beaches. The 
interaction between the Project’s impacts and the effects of sea level rise and severe storms 
should be analyzed because the drilling area is close to the ocean and can result in increased 
runoff of pollutants or inundation of the drilling pad and operations. 
 

VI. The EIR must analyze the public health impacts of the Project. 
 

As explained above, oil and gas operations result in significant impacts to, among other 
things, air and water quality and coastal and marine environments. This is great cause for 
concern because the Project site is in a densely populated area. It is only about a half mile away 
from a school, and is very near multiple parks, including South Park, which has a playground, 
and the Hermosa Valley Greenbelt/Trail. Also, the proposed Project site is surrounded by 
residences, with some residences sitting only a few hundred feet away. Thus, the proposed 
location basically guarantees that people – including those in sensitive groups, such as children 
or the elderly – will be exposed to pollutants the Project generates. The EIR must thoroughly 
analyze the potential impacts to public health. 
 

VII. The EIR must analyze the potential for the Project to cause earthquakes. 
 
The Project will involve the withdrawal of fluids out of the ground and the injection of 

fluids into the ground, and may involve the use of enhance recovery techniques, such as fracking. 
These activities are known to trigger earthquakes. The EIR must fully analyze the potential for 
the Project to cause or contribute to earthquakes. 

 
Scientists have long known that oil and gas activities are capable of triggering 

earthquakes, with records of the connection going back to the 1920s. 66 In California, oil and gas 
extraction has in the past likely induced strong earthquakes, including two over 6.0 in 
magnitude.67 Recent studies have also drawn a strong connection between the recent rise in 
waste water injection and increased earthquake rates.68 Waste water injection has potentially 

                                                 
66 National Research Council, Induced Seismicity Potential in Energy Technologies (2012) (“NRC 2012”) at 3. 
67 NRC 2012 at 28. 
68 van der Elst 2013. 
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been triggering seismic events in Ohio,69 Oklahoma,70 and Texas.71 In addition, fracking has 
been found to contribute directly to seismic events,72 and even if the earthquakes that fracking 
directly generates are small, fracking could be contributing to increased stress in faults that 
leaves those faults more susceptible to otherwise naturally triggered earthquakes of a greater 
magnitude.73 

 
VIII. The EIR must analyze all direct, indirect and cumulative impacts, must consider 

a range of alternatives, and must fully mitigate potentially significant impacts, 
and must clarify how CEQA will apply to the Project. 

 
Finally, the City must fully analyze all direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts, including 

the implications of the Project for other activities. For instance, the City should consider whether 
the Project could demonstrate that certain techniques, such as fracking or acidization, are helpful 
in achieving the economic production of oil or gas from a particular formation or type of 
formation, and how such a demonstration could lead to development elsewhere or a further 
intensification of activities at the project site. Also, the City should consider a full range of 
alternatives to the Project, including a no-action alternative, and provide complete analysis of 
whether the Project is consistent with California’s greenhouse gas reduction goals. Further, the 
City must fully mitigate all potentially significant impacts. 

 
Also, the City should clarify how its consideration of the Project will comply with CEQA. 

Importantly, because the City is putting the Project on the ballot as the result of a settlement 
agreement that may demand the inclusion of specific provisions in the ballot initiative, it is 
unclear how a consideration of alternatives and mitigation measures can usefully inform the 
content of the ballot measure. Further, the City states that the specific content of the ballot 
measures will be determined prior to ballot publication, but it is not clear whether the public will 
have the opportunity to comment on the specific ballot language the City ultimately intends to 
use. The City should further clarify the process through which it will craft the ballot language 
and the extent to which the public will be involved in the process. 

 
Conclusion 

 
 Thank you for the opportunity to submit these comments. We look forward to a thorough 
discussion of the issues discussed above in the EIR. Please contact David Hobstetter, 
dhobstetter@biologicaldiversity.org, (415) 632-5321, if you have any questions of would like to 
discuss these issues further. 
 

Respectfully submitted, 

                                                 
69 Ohio Department of Natural Resources, Executive Summary: Preliminary Report on the Northstar 1 Class II 
Injection Well and the Seismic Events in the Youngstown, Ohio, Area (2012) (“Ohio DNR Northstar”); Fountain, 
Henry, Disposal Halted at Well After New Quake in Ohio, New York Times (January 1, 2012). 
70 Keranen 2013; Holland, Austin, Examination of possibly induced seismicity from hydraulic fracturing in the Eola 
Field, Garvin County, Oklahoma, Oklahoma Geological Survey Open-File Report OF1-2011 (2011) (“Holland”). 
71 Frohlich, Cliff, Two-year survey comparing earthquake activity and injection-well locations in the Barnett Shale, 
Texas, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences (2012). 
72 BC Oil 2012. 
73 See van der Elst (2013). 
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/s/ David R. Hobstetter 
David R. Hobstetter  
Staff Attorney  
Center for Biological Diversity  
351 California St., Ste. 600 
San Francisco, CA 94104 

 
 
Encls: 
 

List of References Cited and Attached to Hard Copy of Comments 
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Ken	Robertson		
Community	Development	Director		
City	of	Hermosa	Beach	1315	Valley	Drive	
Hermosa	Beach,	CA	90254	
	
Dear	Ken,	
	
We	are	writing	on	behalf	of	our	organizations	and	our	members	in	Hermosa	Beach	
in	advance	of	the	Environmental	Impact	Report	for	the	E	&	B	Oil	Development	
Project	to	express	our	concerns	that	the	proposed	oil	drilling,	processing	and	
transportation	associated	with	the	project	will	needlessly	risk	Hermosa	Beach’s	
healthy	environment,	clean	water	and	public	safety.		
	
Earthworks	was	founded	in	1988	and	works	to	protect	communities	and	the	
environment	from	the	destructive	impacts	of	extractive	industries.	Clean	Water	
Action	has	worked	to	protect	our	nation’s	waterways	and	drinking	water	and	to	
prevent	health	threatening	pollution	since	1972.	
	
Our	review	of	the	scoping	document	for	the	proposed	Hermosa	Beach	oil	
development	raised	significant	concerns	that	the	community	will	not	be	adequately	
protected	from	the	risks	associated	with	the	project.	From	our	experience	around	
the	country,	oil	and	gas	development	in	densely‐populated	urban	areas	is	inherently	
more	risky	than	in	rural	areas;	the	nearest	neighbors	are	residents	and	businesses,	
thus	the	risks	harm	from	of	accidents,	emergencies	and	failures	increase	
precipitously.	Oil	and	gas	industry	documents	indicate	that	five	percent	of	wells	
suffer	cement	casing	failures	immediately	after	drilling,	and	news	media	from	across	
the	nation	reports	frequent	accidents	occurring	on	drilling	sites.	How	will	E	&	B	
ensure	that	the	no	well	failures,	spills,	blowouts,	truck	accidents,	pipeline	failures,	or	
other	common	oil	field	accidents	do	not	occur	among	the	30	wells	and	significant	
associated	infrastructure	planned	for	the	site	on	555	6th	Street	in	Hermosa	Beach?		
	
Emissions	from	the	site,	particularly	as	it	is	in	close	proximity	to	homes	and	
businesses	and	is	located	upwind	from	a	populous	urban	area,	is	another	concern.	
The	site	proposes	gas	flaring	until	gas	pipeline	construction	is	complete,	on‐site	
back‐up	electrical	generators	during	the	drilling	phase,	and	increased	truck	traffic,	
all	of	which	could	have	significant	air	quality	impacts.	Additionally,	on‐site	storage	
of	liquids	produced	from	the	wells	and	remediation	of	contaminated	soil	on	the	site	
could	lead	to	additional	emissions	of	unknown	chemicals	with	potentially	significant	
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health	impacts.	How	will	E	&	B	ensure	that	emissions	from	all	phases	of	this	project	
be	minimized	to	the	point	that	there	are	no	negative	health,	environmental	or	
climate	impacts?	
	
The	project’s	impacts	will	not	be	limited	to	the	site	itself;	during	early	phases	
Hermosa	Beach	will	experience	greater	truck	traffic,	and	in	later	phases	new	
pipelines	will	be	constructed	to	transport	oil	and	gas.	The	transport	of	oil	and	gas	
away	from	the	site	is	one	concern.	Another	is	how	E	&	B	transports	drill	cuttings	and	
waste	materials	away	from	the	site,	and	how	drilling	fluids	or	chemicals	needed	for	
working	over	the	wells	are	transported	to	the	site.	How	will	E	&	B	ensure	that	no	
harm	occurs	to	Hermosa	Beach	in	the	transport	of	drilling	chemicals	and	materials	
to	and	from	the	site,	including	the	target	mineral,	oil?	
	
Many	communities	across	the	country	have	found	themselves	ill‐prepared	for	the	
impacts	of	urban	drilling	and	the	risks	of	pipeline	ruptures	and	other	accidents	that	
can	occur	on	site.	We	strongly	urge	that	Hermosa	Beach	and	E	&	B	ensure	that	the	
environment	and	community	are	not	harmed	before	this	proposal	is	allowed	to	
proceed.	
	
Sincerely,	
	
	

	
Jennifer	Krill	
Earthworks	
	
	
	

	
Andrew	Grinberg	
Clean	Water	Action	
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August 12, 2013 
  
Mr. Ken Robertson 
Community Development Director 
City of Hermosa Beach 
1315 Valley Drive 
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 
 
SENT VIA EMAIL: krobertson@hermosabch.org 
  
Subject:  NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A DRAFT EIR, SCOPING PERIOD 
 
Dear Mr. Robertson, 
 
      Los Angeles Waterkeeper (formerly Santa Monica Baykeeper) appreciates the 
opportunity to submit scoping comments on the proposed E & B Oil Development Project 
in the City of Hermosa Beach. Los Angeles Waterkeeper submits these comments and 
recommendations on behalf of our members and supporters. Our mission is to protect and 
restore Santa Monica and San Pedro Bays, as well as all adjacent waterways in Los Angeles 
County. We fulfill our mission through litigation, advocacy, restoration, and community 
action. The following comments briefly outline some of our major concerns with the limited 
information available so far.  
 

The E&B Oil Development Project in Hermosa Beach proposes to develop a 1.3 acre site 
for drilling and production, approximately half a mile from the Pacific Ocean, directly 
across from the Hermosa Valley Greenbelt and surrounded by residential housing. During 
several phases of the project, E&B Natural Resources and their contractors would need to 
contend with seven abandoned oil and gas wells within a quarter mile of the proposed site 
1,2. The residents of this area may experience an increase of induced seismic events from oil 
and gas production activities, specifically Class II water injection wells 3-12. Furthermore, 
the environment will be exposed to countless chemicals and the threat of oil and gas leaks. 
Based on this understanding, the following are recommendations for the scope of the Draft 
EIR: 

 Based on the site proximity to abandoned wells, the EIR should focus on potential 
environmental degradation from abandoned wells and potential leaks during site 
preparation and oil and gas production activities. 

 
 The EIR should address the risk of induced seismic activity to the environment from 

Class II water injection wells and oil and gas production. 
 

 Baseline subsidence monitoring has been limited to land only, although tidelands 
drilling will occur under the seafloor. Thus, baselines should be established offshore. 
The EIR should examine the effects from subsidence occurring both onshore and 
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offshore. 
 

 The EIR should address the potential pollution of aquifers from produced water 
reinjection. 
 

 The EIR should assess the impact on local water supply due to the significant use of 
potable water proposed. 
 

 The EIR should assess the project’s potential to violate water quality standards and 
waste discharge requirements under the federal Clean Water Act and Porter-
Cologne. Potential water quality impacts should be assessed for the construction, 
development, and implementation phases of the project.  
 

 The EIR should examine High Rate Gravel Packing that may be used as a completion 
method for this project. 
 

 Hermosa Beach contains areas designated as critical habitat for the threatened 
Western Snowy Plover. The EIR should address the threats to the federally 
threatened species from the proposed project. 

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. 
  

Sincerely, 
  

        
Liz Crosson       Jonathan MacKay 
Executive Director      toffermac@gmail.com 
Los Angeles Waterkeeper 
 

1 Brycon, L. Planning Application - Appendix E: Phase I Environmental Site 
Assessment. 13 (2011). 

2 Fuetsch, M. in Los Angeles Times    (1994). 
3 Brodsky, E. E. & Lajoie, L. J. Anthropogenic Seismicity Rates and Operational 

Parameters at the Salton Sea Geothermal Field. Science, 
doi:10.1126/science.1239213 (2013). 

4 Induced Seismicity Potential in Energy Technologies. Report No. 9780309253673, 
(National Research Council, 2012). 

5 Ellsworth, W. L. Injection-Induced Earthquakes. Science 341, 
doi:10.1126/science.1225942 (2013). 

6 Injection Wells & Induced Seismicity. (American Petroleum Institute, 2013). 
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7 Jon Ake, K. M., Daniel O'Connell and Lisa Block. Deep-injection and closely 
monitored induced seismicity at Paradox Valley, Colorado. Bulletin of the 
Seismological Society of America 95, 664-683 (2005). 

8 Ohtake, M. SEISMIC ACTIVITY INDUCED BY WATER INJECTION AT MATSUSHIRO, 
JAPAN. Journal of Physics of the Earth 22, 163-176 (1974). 

9 Segall, P. Earthquakes triggered by fluid extraction. Geology 17, 942-946, 
doi:10.1130/0091-7613(1989)017<0942:etbfe>2.3.co;2 (1989). 

10 T. L. Teng, C. R. R., and T. L. Henyey. Microearthquakes and water flooding in Los 
Angeles. Bulletin of the Seismological Society of America 63, 859-875 (1973). 

11 van der Elst, N. J., Savage, H. M., Keranen, K. M. & Abers, G. A. Enhanced Remote 
Earthquake Triggering at Fluid-Injection Sites in the Midwestern United States. 
Science 341, 164-167, doi:10.1126/science.1238948 (2013). 

12 Preliminary Report On The Northstar 1 Class II Injection Well And The Seismic 
Events In The Youngstown, Ohio, Area. (Ohio Department of Natural Resources, 
2012). 
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August 12, 2013 
 
Via Email (krobertson@hermosabch.org) and U.S. Mail 
 
Mr. Ken Robertson 
City of Hermosa Beach 
Community Development Director 
1315 Valley Drive 
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 
 
RE:  Notice of Preparation – Draft Environmental Impact Report, E & B Oil 
Development Project 
  
Dear Mr. Robertson: 
 

On behalf of the Natural Resources Defense Council (“NRDC”), which has more 
than 1.3 million members and activists, over 250,000 of whom live in California, I am 
writing in response to the above-referenced Notice of Preparation (“NOP”) to prepare an 
Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”) for the E & B Oil Development Project (“Project”) 
in Hermosa Beach.  
 

NRDC has been working for years to protect communities from the health and 
environmental impacts of oil drilling and other risky well stimulation and production 
activities. Here in Southern California, we have been working with public health 
advocates and residents in Baldwin Hills and Culver City to address a wide range of 
community concerns relating to the Inglewood Oil Field, the largest urban oil field in the 
country. We are also working with communities in central California to establish 
effective local safeguards and increase industry and agency transparency with regard to 
oil drilling and well stimulation operations. 

 
Because our members and activists care deeply about protecting California’s 

coastal communities and ecosystems, we have been following the Project very closely 
and have a number of concerns, which we hope to raise in the coming months as the 
environmental review process unfolds. Generally speaking, the EIR needs to address all 
of the adverse impacts the Project will have on the natural and human environment, 
including, but not limited to, impacts on air quality, cultural and historical resources, 
biological resources, water quality and supply, geology, local and regional transportation 
patterns and traffic circulation, greenhouse gas emissions, and regional water 
infrastructure. The EIR also must propose adequate mitigation measures, include a 
comprehensive discussion of alternatives, and address the Project’s compliance with 
other laws as required under CEQA. 
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City of Hermosa Beach 
August 12, 2013 
Page 2 of 2 
 

 
The EIR must also contain an accurate and complete project description. Courts 

have long held that “[a]n accurate, stable, and finite project description” is an essential 
part of an informative and legally sufficient EIR. See, e.g., County of Inyo v. City of Los 
Angeles, 71 Cal. App. 3d 185, 193 (1977). An accurate project description is needed to 
provide agencies and the public with “an intelligent evaluation of the potential 
environmental effects of a proposed activity.” McQueen v. Board of Directors of the Mid-
Peninsula Regional Open Space District, 202 Cal. App. 3d 1136, 1143 (1988). 

 
We are concerned that the project description in the Scoping Document is not 

clear as to what types of oil drilling, production, well stimulation, injection, or other 
activities will be conducted as part of the Project. For example, at the Public Scoping 
Meeting that took place on July 24, 2013, the EIR consultant made representations that 
the Project would not involve the use of hydraulic fracturing (“fracking”), a controversial 
well stimulation method in which large quantities of water and chemicals are injected at 
high pressure into the subsurface to fracture the rock and extract oil and gas. However, 
we found nothing in the Scoping Document to confirm this representation. 

 
Moreover, the Scoping Document is unclear as to whether well stimulation 

methods other than fracking will be employed as part of the Project. During the debate 
over Senate Bill 4 (SB 4), the fracking bill that is currently making its way through the 
Legislature, we learned that well stimulation methods such as acidization and acid matrix 
stimulation are being used in California and may pose similar threats to groundwater, air 
quality, and public health as fracking. Hermosa Beach residents deserve to know whether 
these types of methods are under consideration for the Project. 

 
The lack of clarity regarding the project description has led to confusion within 

the community. At the Public Scoping Meeting, the EIR consultant was unable to answer 
questions about what specific well stimulation and production methods would be used. 
For these reasons, we urge the City to clarify all aspects of the project description before 
the next round of public participation and community engagement. 

 
Thank you in advance for considering our comments. Please ensure that we are 

notified of the availability of the draft EIR. We would also appreciate being notified if the 
schedule changes markedly from what is presently outlined in the NOP. 
 

Very truly yours, 
 
          
 

Damon Nagami 
Senior Attorney 
Director, Southern California Ecosystems Project 
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                August 12, 2013 
 
TO:  Mr. Ken Robertson, City of Hermosa Beach, Community Development Director,  
  1315 Valley Drive, Hermosa Beach, California, 90254 
  (310) 318-0242   krobertson@hermosabch.org 
   
FROM:  Stacey Armato, Stop Hermosa Beach Oil  
 
cc.:  Dr. Tom Williams, PhD, Citizens' Coalition for a Safe Community  
 
RE:  E&B Oil Development Project (Project Application) 
  (E&B Natural Resources Application) 
 
Subject: Comments on Application, CEQA Notice of Preparation, Initial Study (Scoping), and Related 

Documents. 
 
Members of Stop Hermosa Beach Oil (SHBO) along with other organizations have reviewed the Project Application 
(PA), Notice of Preparation (NOP), Initial Study (IS), and various other supporting documents available to the public 
regarding the Project:  
 
SHBO is also gathering various public statements by E&B and its various consultants regarding the Project and its 
various facilities and activities that are referred to as part of the Project, or as yet not included in the Project. 
 
SHBO is very concerned with the incompleteness and inadequacy of the Scoping and EIR preparation process to date.  
 
SHBO is also concerned that the Applicant has made many public announcements which appear to conflict with or 
contradict elements provided or absent in their submittals and CEQA documents.  
 
SHBO has attached detailed comments to this letter. They are arranged in the expected order of the Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR). 
 
SHBO would like its comments to be incorporated into the preparation and content of the Draft EIR (DEIR) which may 
lessen the expected volume of comments for the DEIR in 2014. 
 
Stacey Armato 
Michael Collins 
George Schmeltzer 
 
cc:  Dr. Tom Williams, Citizens' Coalition for a Safe Community, ctwilliams2012@yahoo.com 
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EIR Comments  Stop Hermosa Beach Oil 

8/12/2013 1  

A.  Scoping and CEQA Process and Outcomes 
 
Various documents circulated during the Scoping Process differed in terminology and contents, e.g., hard copy handout 

at Scoping Meeting had different proposed sections for the DEIR than those presented in the Meeting and those in 
the Initial Study (IS).  The SHBO therefore requires preparation/circulation of a Scoping Report by Sep.16 and 
periodic, monthly, updates of Report with the Table of Contents, Glossary, and Definitions for the DEIR through 
Dec.23, 2013. 

 
We expect the DEIR to be voluminous and therefore require DEIR circulation only after Jan.6, 2014 (to avoid the holiday 

season) in order to promote the greatest public interests in the Project and review of the DEIR and to avoid 
potential for further delays. 

 
SHBO also requires that all CEQA documents be made available electronically through the State of California 

Clearinghouse. 
 
As the expected DEIR will exceed 1000 (some say maybe 10,000 pages) we require that the "Project Manager" 

determine an appropriate Review Period, not of 60 days but 90 days if >2500pgs to provide meaningful and well 
documented comments. 

The applicable review period shall be the minimum time permitted by Sections 15082, 15087, and 15105 of 
the CEQA Guidelines unless the project manager determines that a longer period is justified. 

 
To further improve the character of the comments and ease of document and comment referencing, SHBO requires the 

anticipated voluminous DEIR to be fully digitally searchable to facilitate public review. 
 
SHBO notes that the hardcopy/presentation Scoping materials and the IS did not refer to any alternatives, options, or 

variants, and SHBO considers this to be a serious error, deficiency, and bias approach. 
 
Because of the long-history and various references to documentation, SHBO requests a centralized publically accessible 

bibliography *references) be established along with the Scoping Report and DEIR Table of Contents so that all 
related documents which shall be entered into the CEQA process are known and available prior to the circulation 
of the DEIR. 

 
Many interpretations, controversies, and differences of technical/specialists' opinions on various issues appears to 

have arisen during 1990 to date. SHBO requires that the Scoping Report at least list the current and updated list of 
potential "Controversies" and "Differences of Specialists Opinions" and assignments to specific chapters of the 
DEIR (Table of Contents). 
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EIR Comments  Stop Hermosa Beach Oil 

8/12/2013 2  

B.   Public Announcements 
 
SHBO and others have noted that the Applicant's public verbal and written statements may differ from and be more 

detailed than various statements within the NOP/IS, e.g.: 
http://www.dailybreeze.com/opinions/ci_23369287/tom-bakaly-hermosas-future-is-hands-
residents?IADID=Search-www.dailybreeze.com-www.dailybreeze.com   
par.9   ...the city also chose to undertake two additional studies: a cost/benefit analysis and a health impact 

assessment for the proposed oil production project. 
10   The health impact assessment will evaluate the proposed project's potential impact on the community's 

health.  
10    The cost/benefit analysis will assess the costs and the benefits that may occur should Hermosa Beach 

voters either approve or reject the proposed oil production project. 
11 ...E&B...conducted its own economic study, the city...independent review of the key financial 

considerations...project's impacts on property values and tourism...potential revenues and costs for the 
city and the Hermosa Beach City School District. 

To date, the IS does not specifically reference the processing of the Health Impact Assessment (HIA) and the 
Cost/Benefit Analysis (CBA), SHBO therefore requires that the HIA be incorporated under Air Quality assessments 
and the CBA and any other available economic analyses be incorporated under a new environmental sector 
section: Socioeconomics, as used in other California EIRs. 

 
E&B/Applicant’s outside PR Claims:  
 “…utilize today’s latest, proven technology…potential…issues…” 
 “Technologies provide maximum…protection.”  
SHBO also requires that all written statements (news releases, articles, opinion editorials, etc.) from the Applicant and 

City (Lead Agency) representatives with regard to the Project shall be considered as formal elements and 
conditions under the DEIR and shall be so compiled and included as appendices within the DEIR.  

SHBO requires that from such a compilation various DEIR sectors shall provide compendia of the "latest proven" and 
"maximum achievable" protection technologies and shall apply such to each sector.  

EXAMPLES:   California's E&B Resources Scopes Hermosa Beach's 45M Barrel Potential by Robin Dupre, Rigzone Staff, 
Tuesday, August 06, 2013   E&B Natural Resources Management, a California-based oil company, is proposing to 
develop a 1.3 acre site...use directional drilling of 30 wells to access oil and gas reserves in the tidelands and within 
an onshore area known as the uplands...will access known and already developed oil reserves both onshore and 
offshore from a single location, stated the company. 

 
“We are proposing a project that has the potential to deliver an extraordinary financial benefit to the community,” 
Steve Layton, president of E&B Natural Resources, told Rigzone. “We can understand that we must...demonstrate 
that we can operate … in a safe and environmentally responsible manner...establish trust.” 
 
...life expectancy of the project is 35 years...in four phases with the first three phases taking less than two years to 
complete...[25 or 35 years, three, four, or five phases (construction-1&3, drilling-2&4, completions-2&4, and 
production-5]   “Changes to the project design and operations will likely be required to reduce impacts and address 
other issues identified through the environmental impact report and other city processes,” stated the company in 
a press release...utilize a closed loop system for all its recovery and processing operations, and be fully contained 
within a single site, protecting the neighborhood and surrounding community from the risk of spill or accident.”  
 
The company estimates that around 45 million barrels of oil can be recovered, with the city standing to gain as 
much as $500 million over 30 years – a 15.33 percent of the project’s gross revenue as royalties.   [1.5mmbbl/yr, 
4100bbl/d; $16.7M/yr, $46K/d; $11-12/bbl] 
 
Next year [2014], Hermosa residents will vote whether to lift the current drilling ban or not... 
 
...If voters reject the drilling offer, Hermosa Beach is responsible to pay the $17.5 million...drilling ban is lifted, the 
city only owes the company $3.5 million...paid from oil revenues from the project.  [$3.5M/30 = $115-120K/yr, 
$320/day]  
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EIR Comments  Stop Hermosa Beach Oil 

8/12/2013 3  

 
Furthermore, E&B will not use fracking methods on any of the wells and plans to use an automated system that 
can quickly shut off wells in case of a blowout or spill, according to the company. The company, which plans to tap 
in to the Torrance oil field, will not use pump jacks or visible wellheads, and the last known blowout to occur on 
Torrance was in the 80s. 
 
“The oil recovery project will safely produce … from existing resources, not develop new ones – effectively 
maximizing efficient oil recovery,” stated the company. 
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EIR Comments  Stop Hermosa Beach Oil 

8/12/2013 4  

C.  Comments for NOP , Initial Study, and Related Sections (PA Appendices and Attachments) for the DEIR   Using 
Presumed Table of Contents, as above  
 
1.  Scoping/CEQA Process 
As indicated elsewhere and below, the Notice of Preparation (NOP), the Initial Study (IS), and the numerous documents 

of the Project Applicant's application (PA) and appendices and attachments were in fact too voluminous to 
adequately review in their entirety.  Related sections are not cross-referenced or compiled in a manner to ease the 
public's review and meaningful comments within the limited time available.  SHBO shall continue submitting 
additional comments to those already submitted and perhaps expand to those section where it was impractical to 
comment and meet the deadline of August 12, 2013.  

Crossing referencing between the numerous documents also caused confusion, and such referencing must become 
simplified through the single DEIR document which must include all supporting information under the sign  

 
 
2.  Project Purpose & Needs 
 
SHBO's review of all documents did not locate any specific "Purposes and Needs" for the Project and only found vague 

references to the "Applicant's Objectives" of the Project Application (PA)included in NOP/IS references.  This is a 
serious omission-incompleteness-inadequacy for the basic foundation of the DEIR. 

SHBO understands that Alternatives must be based on the meeting the Project's "Purposes and Needs" and must be 
assessed against a clear, concise array of specific "Purposes and Needs". The NOP/IS does not provide such for the 
justification in the one page brief reference to Alternatives. 

SHBO does not consider the vague "objectives" as summarized below from the Project Planning Application (one 
paragraph) below meet the requirements of Project Purposes and Needs: 

    http://www.hermosabch.org/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=2104 
PA-1/4   The Applicant’s objectives for the proposed project; 
22/2   4.0  Project Objectives 
...consistent with the March 2, 2012 Settlement Agreement  

utilizing directional drilling techniques 
project site...current City Maintenance Yard. 

...Maximize oil and gas production from the Torrance Oil Field within the City’s jurisdiction, maximizing the 
economic benefits to the City. 
oil and gas development project on the project site 
utilizes the latest technology and operational advancements  
safety and production efficiency  
provide...safe and meets the applicable environmental requirements. 

...construction and drilling activities on the project site  
incorporating technological advancements, operational practices, and design features  
related to air quality, odors, noise, hazards, and water quality to  
minimize the potential impacts  
on the adjacent community and the environment. 

...provide landscaping, hardscape, signage, lighting, and other design features 
minimize the visual effects...on the adjacent community.  

...Implement operational practices and incorporate design features 
provide safe vehicular ingress and egress  
during temporary construction activities and the ongoing operation... 

SHBO considers inclusion of a single specific site as part of objectives, purposes, and/or needs contradicts development 
of the referenced alternatives for other sites and demonstrate inherent bias of the Applicant and the Scoping 
preparers against other alternative for the DEIR. All objectives require conversion to the Project's purpose(s) and 
need(s) without limitations as to past histories or specific site preferences. 

SHBO considers use of "maximize" or "minimize" for any parameter is inadequately defined to assess the proposed 
Project and alternatives and thereby render any alternative as totally inadequate and perhaps incomplete. 
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Based on statements in the Application, crude oil and gas would be produced from the Tidelands portion of the HB area 
of the Field, while produced water would be injected beneath the Uplands portion. Such production/injection 
would alter the economic benefits for HB and affects considers of sectoral setting, assessments and mitigation. 

The objectives specifically reference "...maximizing the economic benefits to the City..." which in turn relates to the 
total gas and oil production, expenditures in the city, employment, property tax valuation, costs of transmission, 
costs of mitigation and risk reduction, and emergency reserves/guarantees. SHBO requires that this inclusion in 
objectives, and thereby Purposes and Needs requires including socioeconomic consideration in the DEIR.  

 
SHBO considers that the IS, Scoping Meeting, and DEIR makes certain Assumptions which are not consistent with the 

Scope of most DEIRs:   High pressure stimulation/completion measures have not been included in the Project 
Application, therefore the DEIR preparer states that such stimulation measures would not be used. The preparer 
does not appreciate that once approved the Project can incorporate such stimulation within a ten-day application 
period.   Therefore SHBO requires that the Scope of the DEIR include within the Project Description prohibition of 
any activities and/or facilities not specifically included in the DEIR's Project Description. 

Similarly, the Application and IS referenced unsuccessful conclusion of the Project if non-commercial production can be 
achieved.  All DEIR's consider that the worst case conditions for impact assessment would be maximum production 
at the highest levels of operations of facilities (e.g., 8000bbl/d rather than 40000bbl/d).  Therefore SHBO requires 
that the scope of the DEIR must consider the "worst case" assessment based on maximum production and other 
activities for all sector assessments, rather than a typical, average, or less-than-commercial operations. 

Also SHBO notes a total disregard for two-thirds of the total HB study area seaward of the msl/tide zone; no marine 
and/or seafloor surveys of air quality, water quality, bathymetry, geology, mineral resources (including beach sand 
for replenishment, oil seeps/breas, etc,), biology, or cultural resources. As indicated in the IS, 30 of 34 wells would 
be under the tidelands portions of the Project area but would have no setting. SHBO requires a complete surveys, 
assessments, and mitigation of all environmental conditions and impacts be conducted through the entire Project 
area and over all production and injection wells.  

SHBO also notes that only four phases are considered for the Project which includes simultaneous drilling/completion 
and production activities during Phase 4.  SHBO requires separation of the last ("Fourth") phase into a fourth phase 
of approximately 1000days including all drilling and completion activities for all 34 wells followed by a 25-30 year 
"Fifth Phase" (Phase 5) which would include production, reworking, and workover activities, only. 

During the current Phase 4, simultaneous drilling, reworking, and production represents the period during the greatest 
risks for interference and for accidents and therefore must be considered separate from the less apparent surface 
activities of production, transmission, and maintenance.  Risks and impacts must be separated and mitigation 
measures and best management practices would be very different in the 4th and 5th Phases. 

 
 
3.  Project Description 
 
SHBO considers the overall Project Description as totally inadequate and incomplete for preparation of the DEIR and 

requires extensive additions to the DEIR.  As members of SHBO have experience in new and existing oil/gas fields, 
reservoirs, and production of oil/gas/water, the production context forms the basis for the Project (same as a 
timber stand for a new saw mill).  

 
SHBO requires the HB Area Field Delineation both vertically and horizontally and estimated reserves in the two 

designated areas - tidelands and uplands.  Such reserve estimates are related to the vertical/lateral connections 
and eventual best-fit well routes and perforation.  SHBO assumes that as good engineering practices for such large 
investments, the Applicant has developed conceptual and/or preliminary designs and layout which have not been 
provided other than those below. 

SHBO requires that preliminary drafts be provided for: 
all well routes/perforations locations,  
estimates of tidelands/uplands reserves and individual well production rates, 
cross-sections between Hermosa Beach and Redondo Beach Areas of the Torrance Field and reservoir 

connections across the boundaries and leases in south HB, 
cross-sections between Hermosa Beach and westerly State Lands of the Torrance Field and reservoir 

connections across the westerly boundaries and leases to the west, 
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analysis as to how the Project will prevent back-drainage from upslope field areas to the west and south, 
 

     
 
Properties  
As specific parcels and the City's "jurisdiction" are included in the Project Description, SHBO requires that the Project 

Description includes all properties within the Project Area, including surface and subsurface properties. SHBO 
requires that all property boundaries be provided along with a listing of owners of subsurface properties.  Where 
leases have been formed and registered, SHBO requires that all leases for exploration and production of petroleum 
or related minerals be indicated on the subsurface properties maps and listings. 

 
Abandonment 
Although abandonment is mentioned during Phase 2, SHBO notes that the status of wells at the end of Phase 4 

(Operations Phase - 5 preferred) is not provided.  SHBO requires that all wells drilled shall be abandoned with full 
cementing of any space in the well, including exterior annular spaces between the casings and the bedrock, 
between casing overlaps, and within all internal casing spaces. 

 
 
4.  Project Alternatives 
 
Although the Project site is well documented, the level of detail far exceeds the single page of considerations for all 

other alternatives (p.SD-55) without any provisions for reference purposes and needs, and thereby the preparer 
and Applicant clearly show a prejudiced approach to the Project. 

NOP/IS  
55/1+2  basic objective(s) 
55/3   ...conduct exploratory drilling and if successful, continue oil and gas production at the Project site in the 

City of Hermosa Beach. 
55/5   ...alternate locations for proposed drilling sites... 
 ...Alternative pipelines... 
55/6 ...many of the Applicant's project objectives... 

Although numerous references to objectives exist, the NOP/IS has not converted such objectives to the CEQA 
"purposes and needs" and therefore provides no means to review the NOP/IS "alternatives" and to establish other 
alternatives. 

SHBO is especially concerned that the "objectives" focus on the "Project Site" as a "purpose" while referring to 
alternative sites. 

SHBO requires that the Purposes and Needs and any related to "Project Objective" be specifically developed so as to 
expand reasonable alternatives without reference to a specific Project site and be included in the DEIR.  We further 
request that the DEIR contain the following (>5 alternative site numbers & locations) 

 1.  Onshore/Upland - Single Site  
  Proposed Site, Other upland HB Sites, Other upland RB/MB Sites 
  Variants of upland sites - Containments/Enclosures (Full/Partial Towers) 
 2.  Onshore/Upland - Multiple Sites (Shore to Along East boundary) 
 3.  Offshore/Tideland Platforms  
  Enclosed Islands - Long Beach Style 
  Open-Structure - Santa Barbara Styles) 
 4.  No Project Alternative - Future without Project 
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5.  Sector Setting/Assessment/Significance/Mitigation 
 
5.1  General 
SHBO has reviewed the NOP/IS and find the information sources for sectors to be largely under the influence of the 

Applicant, consultant reports either directly or indirectly paid for by the Applicant) with little information gathered 
from even DOGGR, DOGGR, LACo, Corps of Engnrs., or more independent researchers. 

SHBO has reviewed other local and/or southern California information sources which must be included as they are in 
other EIRs, e.g., Historic Photos/Notes of unregistered wells of pre-1930 which can be digitally rendered to locate 
sites of wells.. 

SHBO also notes that assessment methods and significance levels are largely unquantified and without references to 
quantitative models or independent numerical procedures. 

SHBO has identified several issues of "Controversy" or "Differences of Specialists", although the NOP/IS has not done 
so, e.g., Risks of Blowouts – Onshore / Offshore, Alternative Sites within and Beyond Hermosa Beach, Conduct 
Marine/Submerged Surveys – Marine Life, geology, subsidence, geology, and Oil/Gas Seeps. 

SHBO requires that the Levels of Significance/Mitigations be established as Non-Degradation/Risks or Zero-Net Change 
due to the unique character and quality of the Project Area. 

SHBO further requires a consistent and industry acknowledged standard for all Oil & Gas Terms and 
Definitions/Glossary. 

SHBO requires that all documents and public announcements by the Applicant be incorporated into the DEIR and 
would be subject to the same levels of review. 

SHBO requires that the Draft Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan be included in the DEIR. 
 
5.2  Air / GHG Emissions;  Odors - VOCs, H2S 
 
As indicated throughout these comments, SHBO considers that any detectable adverse effects and changes in current 

conditions can have significant impacts for the sensitive character of the "Best Little Beach City" in California.  
Current public awareness of the Project is rising and would adversely affect some residents even before the 
referendum in 2014.  Just the presence of the oil and gas facilities requires that all property owners notify any 
prospective property buyers that the facilities are present and operating.  Therefore SHBO requires that the issue 
of odors be dealt with the objective of eliminating any odor from release from any piece of equipment, any area, 
within the Project Site, and reaching beyond the Site perimeter through a system of tiered counter/mitigation 
measures. 

 
SHBO requires that the following elements be added to the Odor and gaseous emissions control programs offered in 

the Application and its supporting documents and to be included in the DEIR: 
All equipment which would handle any gaseous, hydrocarbon, or odorous materials be monitored, recorded, 

and reported in accordance with such requirements of SCAQMD Rule 1173 but shall be conducted on a 
monthly basis and more frequent if gaseous emissions are found until such time as the City and 
Community Advisory Panels deem appropriate, but as a minimum three years. 

All units of related equipment shall be-  
  enclosed with gas-impervious coverings, 
  vented only through gas-tight piping with 

continuous sensor/monitors for H2S, VOCs, and GHG at levels of <1ppm 
automated closure and/or diverter devices 
suitable scrubbers for gases and anticipated maximum flows 

monitored and recorded for real time online review of operations. 
All Site Units shall be canopied with gas-tight/impervious materials with appropriate monitors, ventilation, and 

collectors for complete scrubbing to less than 1ppm other than O2 and N2.  
In effect, ZERO releases for all operations for 30-plus years must be required. 

 
SHBO also requires that the Applicant as part of the Air Resources Sector conduct the following: 
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Meteorological monitoring of the area within 1000ft of the proposed Site at intervals of 10 minutes for 
temperature, relative humidity, pressure, winds-speeds/directions/turbulence-variability, sunlight, 
condensation, and other parameters requires for modeling dense gas movements and dispersions, 

Total VOC, CO, H2S, and CO2 monitoring of the area within 1000ft of the proposed Site at intervals of 10 
minutes and levels of +/-1ppm at intervals correlated to meteorological monitoring, 

Modeling and calibration of dense gas models for the same areas, 
Odor dispersion tests for various mercaptens or low but detectible levels of H2S, 
Establish a dosage-response level model in conjunction with the tests and modeling. 

Sour oil/gas production creates odors & HC/H2S emissions and may create hazardous urban conditions.  SHBO requires 
in the DEIR: 

a summary of vapor emissions & odor complaints for oil/gas fields, south of I-105 and west of I-405,  
meteorological modeling for worst-case AQ-coastal conditions, west of Baldwin-Dominguez Hills, 
estimate of the Project’s worst case emissions and dispersion plume down to 3ppm H2S from dense gas 

modeling from the Project Site and emissions under worst case meteorological conditions from five better 
alternative HB sites, 

estimate of Project crude oil/gas composition & probable levels of H2S and volatile nm-VOC hydrocarbons, 
and 

mitigation of full aerial-canopy collection of the Project site with treatment to ambient levels (or non-
detection at 0.10ppm). 

 
GHG Emissions 
As a new field and an industrial emissions source within the City, GHG emissions from the Project must be considered 

in the DEIR and included in changes from the City's 1990 baseline. SHBO requires that as part of an inventory of 
gaseous emissions all GHG emissions, especially for CH4 and NOX, shall be monitored, recorded, and treated so as 
to reduce their total impact on the City's GHG Inventory. 

 
5.4  Water Resources - Marine, Non-Marine,  Groundwater  
Although the Project Area includes a portion of Santa Monica Bay and thick groundwater resource beneath the site, 

SHBO noted little information, references, or other considerations for the water resources of the Project Area. 
SHBO requires that a thorough study of marine and groundwaters be included in the DEIR with especial documentation 

and inventory for: 
Current groundwater levels, flows, and quality within 1500ft of the Project Site and any alternatives, including 

impacts of tidal fluctuations on the movement of TPH plumes long with a quantitative model of the 
Project Area, 

Current artificial and natural surface recharging of the groundwater resources,  
Water quality including produced water characteristic compounds (e.g., boron, radon, etc.),  
Artificial and natural surface drainage map of Project Area, and 
Projected tsunami heights , inundations, or severity. 

SHBO requires that all imported water to the Project Site be treated as Industrial Wastewater even when contaminated 
by up to 50% produced water. 

SHBO requires the DEIR to include a full water balance model for all O&G operations of production and injection and 
the effects on field pressures and induced fluid/gas movements in the Project Area  

 
 
5.5  Earth / Geological Resources 
SHBO requires that the Applicant provide a comprehensive search, review and compilation/bibliography from all 

technical literature, DOGGR and USGS files, etc. regarding the geological and related resources of the Project Area 
and within two miles of its boundary. 

As the Applicant has not claimed confidentiality as yet, SHBO requires that all geological information, surveys, 
monitoring, etc. in the possession of the Applicant (and its contractors, consultant, and advisors) be provided to 
the City and be incorporated in the above mentioned bibliography 

 
5.5.1  Physiography and Bathymetry 
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SHBO requires that a thorough digital topographic and bathymetric map f the Projec Area be provided and other 
sectors assessments and modeling be related to the same physical model base. 

 
5.5.2  Stratigraphy  
DOGGR commonly requires the establishment of the Uppermost Hydrocarbon Zone (UHZ) and Base of Fresh Water 

(BFW) with regarding to required casings and cementing.  In that DOGGR has no Unit/Field Rules for the entire 
Torrance Field and the HB or RB Unit/Area, SHBO requires that the DEIR provide these critical items as parts of the 
Project Description, Geological Resources, or Mineral Resources setting/assessments and incorporate such into the 
mitigation for Geological and Mineral Resources via a Unit/Field Rule for the HB Project Area. 

 
PA19/2   The proposed project...reserves in the tidelands (off-shore) and uplands (on-shore) in the portions of 
the Torrance Oil Field within the City’s jurisdiction....primary target zones are the Upper Main, Lower Main, 
and Del Amo Zones with some production potential within the Schist Conglomerate. These are all part of the 
Puente Formation.  

The Schist Conglomerate is often assigned to the Topanga Formation and the lower Puente Formation often includes 
the "Nodular Shale" unit (member or formation).  SHBO requires that the DEIR incorporate a well documented, up-
to-date stratigraphic column for both portions of the Project Area.  

 
5.5.3  Structure, Faults, Seismicity, and Ground Movements 
SHBO has reviewed various DOGGR publications that show a typical NW-upward tilted stratigraphy broken and 

raised/lowered (i.e., faulted) by numerous faults within the HB Area and the RB Area which could extend into the 
HB Area of the Torrance Field.  These information appears to dramatically differ from the single fault depiction in 
the Application and considered in the NOP/IS.  SHBO requires that all faults (>5ft displacement) be depicted and 
traced vertically and horizontally within the Project Area.  

         
 
 

     
 
SHBO requires that the DEIR include inventory of last ten years of seismic activities (0-+6 RM) within 10 miles of HB and 

relate shallow (<3mi) vs deep activities and of all microseismicity (-3 to +2 RM) records and relate to shallow/deep  
tremors 
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The NOP/IS and Application include many discussions of subsidence but without factual information regarding the 
existing ground levels of the Project Area and nearby major capital works, e.g., ocean outfalls, piers, breakwaters, 
etc., and any historical levels which may differ.  SHBO requires that the DEIR include an inventory of all primary 
and secondary benchmarks and elevation measures of any major capital works in and within 1500ft of the Project 
Area during 2003-2013.  

SHBO requires that the DEIR include an inventory of all constructed facilities below sea level in and within 5 miles of 
the Project Area and any bathymetric/elevation measurements for such facilities for 2003-2013. 

SHBO and MRS are familiar with other satellite-based elevation surveys of the Santa Monica Bay coastal areas, and 
SHBO requires that similar studies be provided in the DEIR for the area south of I-105 and west of I-405. Such a 
study must be integrated with the other elevations inventories above. 

SHBO requires that all fields, areas, and units within the western LA area be reviewed and compiled as an inventory of 
O&G related subsidence through technical literature research and review of DOGGR/Corps of Engineers files and 
inquiries. 

SHBO requires that any mitigative monitoring plan use the principle of "Non Gradation" as the basis for subsidence 
"significance" - 0.00ft or 0.0 in. 

SHBO requires that the DEIR include a draft equivalent of Unit/Field Rules and state for any detectable subsidence 
immediate idling of the HB Area until the cause and remedies have been established and implemented. 

 
 
5.6  Mineral Resources, Regulations, Ground Movement/Responses & Monitoring 
 
SHBO has reviewed available Project and DOGGR documents and finds that the entire Torrance Field, including the 

Hermosa Beach or Redondo Beach sub-units, pools, or areas, has been operated without any unit/field rules and 
requirements. Therefore regulations of the Hermosa Field remain at a very generalized level without specific 
requirements for the unique and important coastal, tidelands, and beach resources.  City of Hermosa Beach (HB) 
thereby has not been pre-empted from requiring additional measures to protect community and occupational 
safety, health, natural resources, and environmental quality.  Specifically, DOGGR has acknowledged that many 
stimulation, development, and completion methods are not regulated nor are they reported therefore no issue of 
preemption exists. 

SHBO assumes two basic issues:  1. HB has the right and obligation to issue more stringent requirements than those of 
Federal, State, Regional, or County requirements in order to protect the unique coastal resources and 
environmental quality;  2. Any impact that degrades the unique coastal environment must be considered as 
significant. 

SHBO recognizes the financial implications of Mineral Resources for the Applicant, HB, and the coastal towns of Santa 
Monica Bay.  However no technical reports or analysis for the HB Field Area or the adjacent Redondo Beach Area 
of the Torrance Field have been presented for the Mineral Resources section and no reserves have been 
technically presented for the Project and for tideland and upland reserves and such effects on the financial aspects 
for Tidelands & Uplands.  

SHBO is concerned regarding the total absence of inventory and setting for marine resources throughout the NOP/IS 
although the IS acknowledges that most oil and gas would be produced from the tidelands while injecting 
produced water under the uplands portions of the HB Area of the Torrance Field.  DOGGR recognizes and has 
named Offshore oil seeps, including the Hermosa Seep which is not mentioned anywhere in the Mineral Resources 
discussions.  As a recognized migratory route for oil and gas, such a seep and perhaps even more in the tideland 
portion of the HB Area require inventory, locations, marine life associations, and water quality considerations and 
assessment as to the Project's effects on such migratory pathways. 

SHBO requires that the CEQA process via the considerations of Mineral Resources establish the following elements: 
Delineation of the HB Area and Pools and their relationship with the Redondo Beach Area/Pools of the 

Torrance Field, 
Draft Injection/Flooding Program for the HB Area and resulting field pressures and reservoir flows, 
Draft HB Unit Rules including- 

Base of Fresh Water, Uppermost Hydrocarbon Zone, etc., 
Collision Map of all existing active, inactive, idled, and abandoned wells, 
Casing requirements of Conductor, Surface, Intermediate, and Production, 
100% cementing of all casings and overlaps exterior annular spaces, 
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100% cementing of all voids in abandoned wells, 
Bond Integrity Logging on Bi-Annual Basis and Before/After any pressurizing over 0.6psi/foot depth, 
Delivery of all existing and future surveys, monitoring, recording, and chemical-oil, gas, and water 

characterizations of each well to HB. 
SHBO is concerned that gas production and separation would create odors from HC/H2S emissions which may indicate 

hazardous urban conditions and needs for responses, e.g., fumigation and evacuation.  Any event that is 
reportable would have serious and long term impacts on the recreation and tourist industry and revenues in HB.  
SHBO finds the current vapor recovery, gas separation, flaring, and odor controls discussion to be totally lacking in 
chemical characterization of the gas production and quantitative assessments of the separation, scrubbing, flaring, 
and emergency release/flaring for gases.  SHBO requires that suitable dense gas models be used for both 
operational and emergency releases.  SHBO requires that the CEQA process and DEIR include: 

Include summary vapor emissions & odor complaints for oil/gas fields  south of I-10 x west of I-110 & 
meteorological modeling for worst-case AQ-coastal conditions, west of Baldwin-Dominguez Hills. 

Estimate Project’s emissions from summary & provide results of dense gas modeling of the Project Site and 
emissions under worst case meteorological conditions for five better alternative HB sites. 

Provide an estimate of Project crude oil/gas composition & probable levels of H2S and volatile nm-VOC 
hydrocarbons. 

Include mitigation of full aerial-canopy collection of the Project site with treatment to ambient levels (or non-
detection at 0.01ppb). 

 
Although production and injection operations have been shown to cause significant ground movement and migration 

of gases and fluids, the Mineral Resources and the Geological Resources discussions have not been specific to the 
HB Area of the Torrance Field.  SHBO assumes that the Applicant is sufficiently knowledgeable to have at least a 
conceptual or perhaps a preliminary plan for injection and production activities (i.e., flooding program - UIC Class 
3) as required for a DOGGR permit to drill an injection well.  SHBO requires that the Applicant provide and the DEIR 
preparer include the best-available scope of the "enhanced oil (and Gas) recovery" plan for the HB Area of the 
Torrance Field and include assessment of such impacts on the HB and the RB Areas of the Torrance Field. 

Furthermore SHBO requires that the Applicant provides a seismic monitoring station for the HB Area suitable for 
detection of both noticeable tremors (+1-+7RM) and for microseismic tremors (-3 - +1RM) to be installed and 
operating for at least three months prior to the initiation of any drilling in order to establish a baseline condition if 
the Project goes forward. SHBO also requires that any future Project include an ongoing ccompilation and 
reporting program for oil/gas/water production and injection volumes and relations to all seismic activities 

SHBO is concerned regarding injection for disposal of produced fluids and/or gases as the only well profile includes 
penetration of the "Schist", below the Schist Conglomerate (or "Topanga Formation").  Such a well would appear 
to be for disposal and perhaps offshore disposal,  As no marine related geological or geophysical studies are 
provided for production reserves at such locations and it is very expensive to drill the Schist, SHBO has assumed 
that such a well into the Schist would only be for disposal purposes. 

SHBO requires that the DEIR include a full draft of all documents typically required for DOGGR consideration of any UIC 
program for Class 2 and/or Class 3 to assure adequate and complete assessment of the Project. 

SHBO notes that DOGGR has had considerable interests in NORMs (naturally occurring radioactive materials), and 
although no specifically discussed in the NOP/IS, deep drilling into the Schist Conglomerate/Topanga and the 
Catalina Schist would be expected to encountered trapped NORMs in gases and liquids associated with the Schist 
(the Franciscan Formation, also a schist of similar age, in central and northern coastal California is considered a 
major source of NORMs).  SHBO requires that either as part of Mineral Resources, or Hazards, or Earth Resources 
the issue of NORMs be considered as part of setting/inventory, assessments, and mitigation. 

SHBO also notes that DOGGR has specific responsibility under regulations related to AB-1960 for preparation and 
updates of all production facilities usually by field.  The NOP/IS and Application does not refer to the DOGGR 
requirements for the HB, RB, and/or other areas within the Torrance Field or for an overall Plan for the entire Field.  
SHBO requires that such a plan if existing be incorporated into the DEIR and/or a HB Area -Specific Plan be included 
as draft in the DEIR either as part of Mineral Resources, or Hazards, or Earth Resources and be considered as part 
of setting/inventory, assessments, and mitigation. 

 
 
5.7  Hazards/Hazardous Materials – Offshore/Onshore 
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SHBO's review of all documents shows no information is provided regarding the tidelands portion of the Hermosa 

Beach Area of the Torrance Field, therefore the entire discussion is inadequate and incomplete, even though 
reference is made to the "Marine Facility Oil Spill Contingency Plan" which focuses entirely on the 
upland/supratidal side rather than the offshore tidelands side 

Further the SHBO review also showed that some hazards control documents are not referenced nor provided as draft 
(e.g., DOGGRs AB1960 compliance Plan, NORMs, etc.) while several documents are referenced and included 
without a single overall integrated program for all hazards. 

 
 
5.8  Biology - Marine/Non-Marine Surveys and Monitoring 
 
As indicated elsewhere, a serious deficiency of the entire voluminous NOP/IS and PA files is the absence of any 

consideration for the inventory, assessment or mitigation of marine resources of the Project Area.  SHBO requires 
that the DEIR provide a full factual inventory of marine biology throughout the Project Area. 

SHBO is aware of verbal comments regarding production either reducing or increasing seeps of oil and gas along the 
103/Palos Verde Fault and how that might improve or impact marine water quality and current dependent marine 
life, all without any factual information on current conditions.  The Applicant's focus on the 103 Fault is 
inconsistent with the numerous faults indicate by DOGGR (1992) for the Hermosa and Redondo Beaches areas of 
the Torrance Field and whether they are seeping oil and gas in the tidelands or uplands. 

SHBO requires that the DEIR include the following elements for all marine resources within the Project Area: 
Detailed bathymetry of the seafloor, 
Tidal ranges and heights for the beach areas, 
Tidal and sea flow movements and sediment transport, 
Sub-Bottom Profiling Survey to record existing loose and firm sediments, 
Inventory of sea-life within the tidelands, 
Inventory of all oil and gas seeps and associated sea-life within 150ft of seeps. 

 
 

5.9  Cultural Resources – Historic & Prehistoric 
 
SHBO requires that the DEIR include sub-bottom profiling for all cultural resources within the Project Area, tidelands 

portions above -200ft msl, e.g., ship wrecks, dumped cargos, prehistoric shell mounds, village sites, etc. 
 
5.11  Land Uses / Planning and Recreation / Tourism 
 
5.11.1   Land Uses and Properties  
Existing industrial land uses provide a generally consistent zoning for many intense activities.  SHBO requires that the 

land use inventory include all industrially-zone parcels of 1.0ac or more within the HB and within 500ft of the city's 
boundary. In addition, SHBO requires that all such parcels be compiled with their conflicting adjacent land uses 
(e.g., residential, public institutional, store-front commercial, etc.). 

SHBO is concerned over effects of State-required property disclosures for the presence of the Project before or after 
the DEIR is circulated or certified on land uses and properties in central HB.  

The Project Application and various supporting documents and the Scoping documents generally refer to the Project 
Site with regard to the City's ownership and industrial land use zoning as being less adverse in impacts upon the 
community. Further, references to royalties and economic impacts on the community involve both properties and 
subsurface property ownership and leases for mineral development and production.  DOGGR also requires a 
statement from any Operator submitting a notice to drill or rework a well as to whether the subsurface and 
surface properties have coincident boundaries.  SHBO requires that the DEIR fully delineates all subsurface 
property boundaries and ownerships and current leasees and leasers and demonstrate the coincidence or lack 
thereof for all subsurface properties within the Project Area and any which may be in part within the Project Area 
but extending beyond the City's jurisdiction and the Project Area. 

SHBO further requires that all oil/gas/mineral leases registered with the County of Los Angeles be so listed and related 
to those required above. 
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SHBO, as part of the Unit/Field Rules for the HB Area of the Torrance Field, requires that all subsurface properties be 
obligated to full abandonment of any well through and in any subsurface properties. 

 
5.11.2   Recreation/Tourism 

48/3  Further, the Project may negatively impact recreational resources as a result of an accidental release or from 
noise and visual characteristics associated with oil and gas drilling. The baseline setting and governing policies will 
be established in conjunction with the Traffic and Circulation and Land Use sections of the EIR, as applicable. The 
EIR will then assess the Project’s potential impacts and compatibility with the existing and potential future 
recreational uses in the area. 

SHBO considers the risk of any oil & gas related event as contrary to the best interests of the City and has required the 
use of the "Non-Degradation" principle be applied to all impacts, and especially to those related to 
Recreation/Tourism. Zero risks are the only acceptable criterion for "significant" impacts. 

SHBO requires that the potential impacts to land use valuations and to recreation/tourism activities be thoroughly 
reviewed and assessed in the Socioeconomic Sector's setting, impacts, and mitigation considerations. 

 
 
5.12  Socioeconomics  - Jobs and Revenues 
 
SHBO has noticed the absence of a Socioeconomic Section amongst the other environmental sectors, although in 

various reports and documents including the Scoping Document (e.g., SDp25/2   The Project is not expected to 
result in population growth. Employment generated from the Project would include approximately 2 to 15 jobs 
during Site Preparation; 5 to 20 jobs during Drilling and Testing; 5 to 35 jobs during Design and Construction; and 
approximately 4 to 20 jobs during Development and Operations...SDp48/2   However, because the Project would 
result in approximately one percent growth in jobs, this increase would be less than significant.) socieconomic 
aspects and effects are discussed without relations to a particular environmental issue.  

Similarly, the Land Use and Environmental Justice sectors commonly include direct and indirect discussions of 
socioeconomic conditions and Project effects. 

Since the Scoping Document and many others have raised socioeconomic sectors. SHBO requires that all aspects of the 
Socioeconomic Sector be explored the issues and that the proposed Cost/Benefit Analyses be incorporated as a 
supporting document and appendix for Section 5.12. 

 
 
5.14  Other Infrastructure Utilities and Services 
 
SHBO has not found any storm drain network maps for the Project Site or Area. SHBO requires that a storm drain 

network map be provided for the Project Site and prospective alternative sites and must include locations of any 
ocean or other major outfalls. 

SHBO notes that if an emergency occurs at the proposed Project Site, Project Operators would only shutdown the 
systems and await arrival and suppression by the City's Emergency Services.  SHBO requires that a full training 
program for O&G event conditions be required for all City's first responders and that CCTV transmitters/recorders 
be included for real time video feed to any first responder agencies. 

 
 
5.15  Cumulative Effects and Growth Inducement 
 
SHBO considers the proposed Project as a turning point in current activities to provide greater environmental 

protections for smaller coastal beach communities compared to new major oil and gas developments in denser 
urban areas from companies with little association with the local affected communities.  SHBO is also concerned 
that once the Project would be approved, the current Applicant may sell off or farm out portions or the total 
production of the resources to other operators. Similarly long-term mitigation and contingency operations may not 
adequately funded through various sales or transfers to others. 

SHBO also requires that the DEIR consider the assessment of potential promotion of further tideland and offshore oil 
and gas production development from shoreline cities and project which may be encourage further by such 
projects in Hermosa Beach. 
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5.16  Environmental Justice 
 
SHBO members have visited Hermosa Beach (HB) over a span of several decades and are familiar with regional 

differences within the same relatively small area and population, e.g., south (Redondo) and north (Manhattan) 
ends of HB with Pier as a boundary. Current tourism and recreational sectors are clearly separated from several 
residential areas, and past industrial energy-related activities in Redondo Beach adjacent to HB has given the south 
half of HB a different image than those of the north half. 

SHBO requires that the DEIR review socioeconomic, incomes, ages, tourism receipts/taxes, and voter records to 
ascertain whether identifiable areas can be distinguished and may be impacted different by the Project and 
prospective alternatives which could raise Environmental Justice issues. 

As part of the review and assessment, risks of environmental impacts should be compared to those that benefit, 
especially for revenues for general funds and more age-focused educational revenues. 
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Via	  Email:	  krobertson@hermosabch.org	  

August	  12,	  2013	  
	  
Ken	  Robertson	  	  
City	  of	  Hermosa	  Beach,	  Community	  Development	  Director	  
1315	  Valley	  Drive	  
Hermosa	  Beach,	  California,	  90254	  
	  

Re:	  Notice	  of	  Preparation/Scoping	  Document—E	  &	  B	  Oil	  Development	  
Project	  

Dear	  Mr.	  Robertson,	  	  
	  
On	  behalf	  of	  the	  Surfrider	  Foundation	  Headquarters	  and	  the	  South	  Bay	  Surfrider	  
Chapter,	  we	  submit	  the	  following	  comment	  letter	  regarding	  the	  Notice	  of	  
Preparation	  (“NOP”)	  of	  a	  Draft	  Environmental	  Impact	  Report	  (“DEIR”),	  for	  
E&B’s	  Oil	  Development	  Project	  (“Project”).	  	  	  The	  Surfrider	  Foundation	  (Surfrider)	  is	  
a	  non-‐profit	  grassroots	  organization	  dedicated	  to	  the	  protection	  and	  enjoyment	  of	  
our	  world’s	  oceans,	  waves	  and	  beaches.	  	  Surfrider	  has	  over	  20,000	  
members/supporters	  in	  California,	  and	  maintains	  90	  chapters	  worldwide	  fueled	  by	  
a	  powerful	  network	  of	  activists.	  
	  
We	  greatly	  appreciate	  the	  opportunity	  to	  comment	  on	  the	  NOP.	  	  Surfrider	  has	  
identified	  several	  areas	  of	  concern	  that	  must	  be	  considered	  during	  the	  DEIR	  process.	  	  
While	  we	  have	  identified	  multiple	  concerns,	  this	  letter	  simply	  focuses	  on	  discrete	  
issues	  that	  we	  believe	  will	  adversely	  harm	  intertidal	  and	  coastal	  resources.	  	  

Biological	  Impacts:	  	  	  

Several	  decades	  ago,	  the	  Santa	  Monica	  Bay	  (SMB)	  was	  in	  poor	  environmental	  health,	  
however	  after	  major	  efforts	  to	  restore	  and	  to	  protect	  SMB,	  it	  is	  now	  considered	  a	  
healthy	  ecosystem.	  	  In	  fact,	  the	  State	  of	  California	  recently	  established	  Marine	  
Protected	  Areas	  (MPAs)	  in	  SMB.	  Surfrider	  is	  concerned	  that	  potential	  oil	  leaks	  and	  
spills	  would	  render	  MPAs	  weak	  and	  defenseless.	  Surfrider	  strongly	  suggests	  the	  EIR	  
explore	  possible	  impacts	  to	  MPAs	  and	  have	  a	  specific	  oil	  spill	  contingency	  plans	  for	  
MPAs.	  	  

Considering	  the	  sensitive	  nature	  of	  SMB,	  it	  is	  imperative	  that	  the	  DEIR	  analyze	  
accumulative	  impacts	  for	  the	  entire	  Bay.	  	  Surfrider	  is	  concerned	  that	  the	  NOP	  omits	  
potential,	  accumulative	  impacts	  to	  SMB—	  and	  given	  the	  risky	  nature	  of	  oil	  drilling,	  

Global Headquarters 
P.O. Box 6010 
San Clemente, CA 
USA 92674-6010 
Phone: (949) 492 8170 
Fax: (949) 492 8142 
Email: info@surfrider.org 
www.surfrider.org 
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the	  Applicant	  must	  analyze	  all	  potential	  impacts;	  including	  but	  limited	  to:	  impacts	  
associated	  from	  pipeline	  and	  well	  construction	  onshore	  and	  offshore,	  and	  a	  detailed	  
analysis	  of	  how	  an	  oil	  spill	  would	  not	  only	  impact	  the	  immediate	  area	  of	  Hermosa	  
Beach,	  but	  also	  the	  entire	  Bay.	  	  	  	  
	  
The	  Hydrology	  And	  Water	  Quality	  Study	  report	  within	  the	  Project	  Application	  
contains	  a	  paragraph	  that	  encapsulates	  most	  of	  Surfrider’s	  biological	  concerns.	  	  
Throughout	  this	  letter	  we	  will	  highlight	  those	  specific	  concerns,	  however	  we	  believe	  
it’s	  worth	  reiterating	  the	  warnings	  that	  come	  directly	  from	  E&B	  documentation.	  	  
	  

“The	  project	  would	  include	  site	  demolition,	  grading,	  construction	  of	  site	  
improvements,	  etc...	  These	  activities	  would	  result	  in	  surface	  disturbances	  
across	  the	  project	  site	  that	  could	  potentially	  affect	  surface	  runoff	  water	  
quality,	  groundwater	  quality,	  and	  the	  hydrological	  character	  of	  the	  
project	  site.	  Drilling,	  production,	  and	  the	  reinjection	  of	  processed	  produced	  
water	  into	  the	  oil-‐producing	  reservoir	  below	  the	  oil	  water	  contact	  could	  
have	  the	  potential	  to	  affect	  groundwater	  quality.	  The	  introduction	  of	  oil	  
and	  water	  to	  the	  surface	  rom	  the	  wells,	  together	  with	  separation,	  processing,	  
piping,	  and	  truck	  loading	  operations	  have	  the	  potential	  to	  result	  in	  leaks	  or	  
spills	  resulting	  from	  a	  blowout	  during	  the	  drilling,	  a	  rupture	  of	  a	  
production	  tank	  or	  piping,	  or	  an	  offsite	  oil	  truck	  accident	  or	  oil	  pipeline	  
rupture”.1	  

Onshore	  Impacts:	  	  

Phase	  1	  of	  the	  project	  will	  require	  substantial	  grading	  of	  terrain.	  	  The	  DEIR	  must	  
carefully	  analyze	  two	  important	  issues	  associated	  with	  the	  grading.	  	  First	  and	  
foremost,	  of	  the	  DEIR	  must	  include	  an	  accumulative	  impact	  analysis	  about	  how	  
grading	  could	  trigger	  further	  erosion	  in	  surrounding	  areas.	  	  The	  interface	  between	  
terrestrial	  and	  marine	  ecosystems	  is	  complicated	  and	  subsequent	  erosion	  to	  
surround	  ecosystems	  must	  be	  accounted	  for	  in	  the	  DEIR.	  	  	  

Secondly,	  Surfrider	  is	  concerned	  about	  the	  contaminated	  soil	  that	  is	  presently	  at	  the	  
site	  from	  a	  preexisting	  landfill.	  	  As	  the	  NOP	  states,	  contamination	  includes	  lead,	  
arsenic,	  barium	  and	  petroleum	  hydrocarbons	  both	  in	  the	  soil	  and	  groundwater.	  	  2	  
The	  EIR	  must	  include	  a	  remediation	  plan	  with	  specific	  information	  about	  handling	  
and	  processing	  contaminates	  and	  that	  plan	  must	  be	  reviewed/approved	  by	  other	  
regulatory	  agencies	  well	  in	  advance	  of	  grading.	  	  

Thirdly,	  we	  are	  concerned	  about	  construction	  of	  oil-‐drilling	  infrastructure	  (rig,	  
pipelines,	  wells,	  tanks,	  etc.)	  and	  how	  this	  intensive	  construction	  could	  harm	  onshore	  
coastal	  resources.	  	  Therefore	  the	  EIR	  must	  thoroughly	  articulate	  mitigation	  
measures	  to	  protect	  onshore	  resources	  during	  construction	  of	  infrastructure.	  	  

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
1	  Hydrologic	  Report:	  http://www.hermosabch.org/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=2145	  	  
2	  NOP:	  http://www.hermosabch.org/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=3013	  
3	  NOP:	  	  Impacts	  to	  recreation	  page	  48.	  http://www.hermosabch.org/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=3013	  	  2	  NOP:	  http://www.hermosabch.org/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=3013	  
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Public	  Access,	  Recreation	  and	  Aesthetic	  Concerns:	  

Major	  tenets	  of	  Surfrider	  are	  to:	  protect	  costal	  recreation,	  public	  access,	  and	  ensure	  
the	  coastal	  zone	  remains	  as	  natural	  as	  possible.	  As	  mentioned	  in	  the	  NOP,	  the	  
“project	  may	  negatively	  impact	  recreational	  resources	  as	  a	  result	  of	  an	  accidental	  
release	  or	  from	  noise	  and	  visual	  characteristics	  associated	  with	  oil	  and	  gas	  drilling”3.	  	  
Mitigating	  visual	  and	  noise	  impacts	  might	  not	  be	  entirely	  possible	  despite	  
Applicant’s	  attempts.	  	  

Surfrider	  strongly	  suggests	  that	  the	  DEIR	  analyze	  Section	  30251	  of	  the	  Coastal	  Act	  to	  
ensure	  the	  project	  meets	  the	  following	  requirements:	  	  “The	  scenic	  and	  visual	  
qualities	  of	  coastal	  areas	  shall	  be	  considered	  and	  protected	  as	  a	  resource	  of	  public	  
importance.	  Permitted	  development	  shall	  be	  sited	  and	  designed	  to	  protect	  views	  to	  
and	  along	  the	  ocean	  and	  scenic	  coastal	  areas,	  to	  minimize	  the	  alteration	  of	  natural	  
land	  forms,	  to	  be	  visually	  compatible	  with	  the	  character	  of	  surrounding	  areas,	  and,	  
where	  feasible,	  to	  restore	  and	  enhance	  visual	  quality	  in	  visually	  degraded	  areas”.	  4	  

In	  terms	  of	  recreation,	  Surfrider	  is	  concerned	  that	  the	  project	  would	  commandeer	  
parking	  spots	  that	  people	  currently	  use	  to	  access	  the	  beach.	  	  For	  example,	  some	  
Surfrider	  members	  use	  parking	  spots	  at	  the	  Maintenance	  Yard	  to	  access	  the	  beach.	  	  
The	  DEIR	  must	  fully	  analyze	  accumulative	  impacts	  of	  recreation	  due	  to	  loss	  of	  
parking	  and	  impairment	  of	  aesthetics.	  	  

The	  DEIR	  must	  equally	  contemplate	  Section	  30212.5	  of	  the	  Coastal	  Act:	  “Wherever	  
appropriate	  and	  feasible,	  public	  facilities,	  including	  parking	  areas	  or	  facilities,	  shall	  
be	  distributed	  throughout	  an	  area	  so	  as	  to	  mitigate	  against	  the	  impacts,	  social	  and	  
otherwise,	  of	  overcrowding	  or	  overuse	  by	  the	  public	  of	  any	  single	  area.”	  5	  

Hydrological	  and	  Water	  Quality	  Concerns:	  	  	  

Surfrider	  is	  concerned	  about	  water	  quality	  impacts	  and	  how	  this	  project	  could	  
impede	  on	  the	  hydrological	  characteristics	  of	  the	  proposed	  site.	  	  First	  we	  are	  gravely	  
concerned	  about	  contamination	  of	  groundwater.	  	  As	  cited	  in	  the	  Hydrological	  report,	  
“…	  reinjection	  of	  processed	  water	  into	  oil	  reservoir	  could	  affect	  groundwater	  
quality…	  [M]ost	  of	  the	  groundwater	  in	  the	  WCB	  remains	  at	  an	  elevation	  below	  sea	  
level	  due	  to	  historic	  over	  pumping,	  so	  the	  importance	  of	  maintaining	  the	  seawater	  
barrier	  wells	  to	  keep	  out	  the	  intruding	  seawater	  is	  critical.”	  6	  

In	  order	  to	  protect	  groundwater,	  the	  DEIR	  must	  explicitly:	  	  provide	  diagrams	  and	  
detailed	  plans	  of	  how	  directional	  drilling	  will	  avoid	  groundwater	  locations;	  establish	  
a	  baseline	  of	  groundwater	  conditions	  including	  seasonal	  and	  long	  term	  water	  level	  
and	  water	  quality	  trends;	  and	  must	  also	  identify	  mitigation	  for	  water	  quality	  
contamination.	  	  
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
3	  NOP:	  	  Impacts	  to	  recreation	  page	  48.	  http://www.hermosabch.org/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=3013	  	  
4	  Coastal	  Act:	  http://www.coastal.ca.gov/coastact.pdf	  	  
5	  Coastal	  Act:	  http://www.coastal.ca.gov/coastact.pdf	  	  
6	  Hydrological	  http://www.hermosabch.org/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=2145	  	  
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	  While	  Project	  Application	  declares	  impacts	  to	  groundwater	  will	  be	  avoided,	  there	  is	  
plenty	  of	  skepticism	  about	  directional	  drilling	  and	  how	  this	  type	  of	  well	  technology	  
can	  adversely	  impact	  groundwater.	  	  	  	  

Reinjection	  Of	  Produced	  Water	  

In	  general,	  Surfrider	  is	  concerned	  about	  the	  reinjection	  of	  produced	  water	  into	  the	  
oil	  reservoir	  for	  many	  reasons.	  	  First	  we	  are	  concerned	  about	  how	  waste	  from	  
produced	  water	  will	  be	  collected,	  stored	  and	  disposed	  of.	  

Secondly	  we	  are	  concerned	  about	  how	  the	  chemistry	  of	  the	  reservoir	  could	  change	  if	  
reclaimed	  water	  is	  injected.	  	  While	  it	  is	  encouraging	  the	  Applicant	  aims	  to	  use	  
reclaimed	  (rather	  than	  potable	  water)	  it	  is	  unclear	  how	  reclaimed	  water	  might	  
interact	  with	  natural	  conditions	  of	  the	  reservoir.	  	  Along	  those	  same	  lines,	  Surfrider	  
is	  concerned	  about	  hydrogen	  sulfide	  levels	  of	  the	  reservoir	  (as	  originally	  identified	  
by	  the	  Coastal	  Commission	  in	  the	  90s	  when	  the	  project	  was	  first	  created).	  Therefore	  
the	  EIR	  must	  articulate	  how	  reinjection	  of	  produced	  water	  (created	  from	  reclaimed	  
water)	  would	  not	  have	  negative	  effects	  on	  the	  reservoir.	  	  	  The	  DEIR	  must	  prescribe	  
treatment	  measures	  for	  produced	  water	  to	  eliminate	  potential	  contamination	  of	  the	  
“native”	  condition	  of	  the	  oil	  reservoir.	  	  	  

The	  question	  of	  water	  ratios	  during	  reinjection	  is	  also	  concerning	  to	  Surfrider.	  	  For	  
example,	  Surfrider	  is	  concerned	  that	  variations	  in	  the	  subsurface	  pressures	  brought	  
about	  by	  fluid	  extraction	  and	  fluid	  injections	  may	  exacerbate	  the	  seepage	  conditions	  
in	  Santa	  Monica	  Bay,	  creating	  the	  potential	  to	  foul	  Los	  Angeles	  County	  beaches.	  A	  
thorough	  analysis	  of	  the	  impact	  on	  seepage	  should	  be	  included	  in	  the	  Draft	  EIR.	  	  On	  
the	  flip	  side,	  we	  are	  concerned	  that	  if	  not	  enough	  water	  is	  re-‐injected,	  it	  could	  cause	  
subsidence	  (we	  will	  later	  discuss	  those	  concerns).	  	  
	  
According	  to	  the	  Applicant’s	  Water	  Quality	  Study,	  during	  Phase	  1,	  2,000	  gallons	  per	  
day	  of	  water	  would	  be	  required.	  During	  Phase	  2	  drilling,	  130,000	  gallons	  per	  well	  of	  
water	  would	  be	  used.	  During	  Phase	  3,	  approximately	  2,000	  gallons	  per	  day	  of	  water	  
would	  be	  required	  in	  addition	  to	  up	  to	  10,000	  gallons	  per	  day	  during	  pipeline	  
installation.	  7	  	  	  
	  
While	  the	  Applicant	  asserts	  the	  water	  used	  for	  the	  project	  would	  not	  impact	  West	  
Basin	  Municipal	  Water	  District	  supply,	  we	  are	  skeptical.8	  	  The	  EIR	  must	  explicitly	  
evaluate	  current	  water	  uses	  for	  West	  Basin	  Municipal	  Water	  District	  and	  project	  
how	  a	  continued	  use	  could	  impact	  supply.	  	  For	  example,	  if	  the	  project	  continue	  
through	  Phase	  4,	  that	  could	  mean	  several	  decades	  of	  drilling,	  and	  it’s	  impossible	  to	  
predict	  what	  California’s	  water	  situation	  will	  be	  like	  then.	  	  It’s	  imperative	  the	  DEIR	  
provide	  and	  current	  supply	  and	  projected	  supply.	  	  
 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
7	  http://www.hermosabch.org/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=2145	  	  
8	  NOP	  http://www.hermosabch.org/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=3013	  	  
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West	  Basin	  in	  their	  "Will	  Serve"	  letter	  has	  offered	  to	  make	  available	  up	  to	  375	  acre-‐
feet	  of	  recycled	  water	  (Application	  Attachment	  L,	  page	  5),	  but	  doesn't	  indicate	  
whether	  this	  is	  on	  an	  annual	  basis,	  for	  the	  lifetime	  of	  the	  Project.	  The	  potential	  to	  
utilize	  the	  West	  Basin	  supplied	  recycled	  water	  for	  the	  purpose	  of	  well	  stimulation	  is	  
also	  a	  concern.	  	  
	  
In	  the	  Attachment	  C	  of	  the	  Project	  Application,	  “E&B	  Oil	  Development	  Project	  
Information	  On	  Drilling	  Activities”,	  it	  is	  clear	  well	  stimulation	  is	  being	  considered	  and	  
the	  language	  is	  so	  nuanced,	  that	  some	  of	  the	  practices	  seem	  marginally	  akin	  to	  
hydraulic	  fracturing.	  	  	  The	  report	  says:	  	  	  
	  

“During	  well	  completion,	  it	  is	  sometimes	  necessary	  to	  stimulate	  the	  
producing	  zone	  to	  improve	  the	  permeability	  of	  the	  oil	  rock	  and	  
increase	  the	  flow	  of	  oil	  into	  the	  well	  casing.	  This	  may	  be	  accomplished	  
by	  the	  use	  of	  a	  perforation-‐washing	  tool	  that	  individually	  breaks	  down	  
and	  cleans	  out	  each	  perforation,	  or	  occasionally	  by	  the	  use	  of	  acid	  to	  
dissolve	  some	  of	  the	  particles	  blocking	  the	  flow	  path	  of	  the	  oil	  in	  the	  
formation.	  Such	  a	  treatment	  usually	  improves	  the	  flow	  of	  oil	  into	  the	  
casing.9	  “	  	  

	  
Based	  on	  the	  report	  submitted	  by	  E&B,	  it	  is	  unclear	  if	  well	  stimulation	  will	  be	  used	  
and	  if	  the	  practice	  of	  acidizing	  will	  be	  used.	  	  The	  EIR	  must	  make	  it	  abundantly	  clear	  
if	  hydraulic	  fracturing	  will	  be	  utilized,	  especially	  considering	  the	  State	  currently	  
lacks	  a	  regulatory	  framework	  to	  permit	  hydraulic	  fracturing.	  	  In	  addition,	  the	  EIR	  
must	  thoroughly	  describe	  treatment	  and	  disposal	  processes	  of	  fluids.	  	  
	  
Our	  final	  concern	  about	  water	  quality	  pertains	  to	  “drill	  muds.	  	  In	  May,	  at	  the	  
Surfrider	  Community	  Forum,	  we	  asked	  the	  E&B	  representative	  what	  chemicals	  
would	  be	  included	  in	  the	  drill	  muds	  and	  we	  were	  reassured	  that	  they	  are	  “EPA	  
approved	  chemicals”.	  	  The	  Project	  Application	  explains	  that	  nontoxic	  chemical	  will	  
be	  used	  for	  drill	  muds.	  	  	  	  The	  DEIR	  must	  provide	  a	  detailed	  list	  of	  chemicals	  used	  in	  
drill	  muds	  and	  provide	  research	  on	  past	  situations	  where	  other	  oil	  companies	  have	  
used	  “non-‐toxic”	  chemicals	  for	  muds	  in	  offshore	  drilling	  operations.	  Further,	  the	  
DEIR	  must	  analyze	  how	  the	  “non-‐toxic”	  chemicals	  could	  potentially	  impact	  oil	  
reservoir	  after	  re-‐injection.	  	  10	  
	  
Seismic	  and	  Geological	  Concerns:	  	  

Project	  Application	  explains”	  	  “Most	  of	  the	  initial	  water	  injection	  is	  planned	  for	  
portions	  of	  reservoir	  zones	  located	  beneath	  on-‐shore	  areas;	  therefore,	  most	  of	  the	  
subsidence,	  if	  it	  occurs,	  would	  likely	  take	  place	  in	  offshore	  areas”.	  	  Surfrider	  strongly	  
suggests	  that	  the	  DEIR	  contain	  analysis	  of	  section	  30262	  (5)	  of	  the	  Coastal	  Act	  that	  
requires	  the	  following:	  “The	  development	  will	  not	  cause	  or	  contribute	  to	  subsidence	  
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
9	  E&B	  Oil	  Development	  Project	  Information	  On	  Drilling	  Activities”	  
http://www.hermosabch.org/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=2103	  	  
10	  Attachments	  to	  Project	  Application	  	  http://www.hermosabch.org/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=2103	  	  
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hazards	  unless	  it	  is	  determined	  that	  adequate	  measures	  will	  be	  undertaken	  to	  
prevent	  damage	  from	  such	  subsidence”.	  	  We	  find	  it	  contradictive	  that	  the	  Applicant	  
ensure	  an	  avoidance	  of	  onshore	  subsidence,	  yet	  also	  admits	  possible	  subsidence	  
offshore.	  11	  
	  
Surfrider	  is	  concerned	  by	  the	  Project	  description	  calls	  for	  a	  less	  than	  1:1	  
replacement	  of	  total	  produced	  fluids	  some	  subsidence	  cannot	  be	  precluded,	  and	  
further,	  most	  of	  the	  subsidence,	  if	  it	  occurs,	  would	  likely	  take	  place	  in	  offshore	  areas.	  
However,	  the	  oil	  development	  Project	  includes	  a	  subsidence	  monitoring	  plan	  for	  the	  
Hermosa	  Beach	  area	  with	  action	  levels	  that	  should	  minimize	  or	  eliminate	  the	  
potential	  for	  damaging	  amounts	  of	  subsidence	  to	  occur	  (Geosyntec	  2012).	  	  
	  
Unfortunately,	  that	  monitoring	  plan	  does	  not	  include	  the	  offshore	  areas	  where	  
significant	  damage	  may	  occur	  to	  the	  topography	  of	  the	  seabed.	  The	  evidence	  of	  
subsidence	  of	  the	  King	  Harbor	  breakwater	  and	  the	  resulting	  damage	  in	  the	  1980s	  is	  
troubling	  since	  this	  Project	  does	  not	  adequately	  monitor	  offshore	  subsidence	  
potentials.	  The	  prospect	  of	  subsidence	  offshore	  also	  has	  the	  potential	  to	  disturb	  the	  
Super	  Fund	  site	  off	  of	  Palos	  Verdes,	  possibly	  releasing	  toxic	  chemicals	  into	  the	  water	  
table.	  Also,	  previous	  evidence	  of	  subsidence	  of	  the	  King	  Harbor	  breakwater	  is	  
evidence	  of	  damage	  that	  may	  occur	  to	  shoreline	  surf	  break,	  with	  the	  potential	  to	  
seriously	  impact	  recreational	  opportunities.	  
	  
It	  appears	  that	  an	  equivalent	  of	  8,000	  barrels	  of	  water	  will	  not	  be	  replaced	  under	  
the	  current	  Project	  plan.	  Does	  E&B	  intend	  to	  offset	  this	  deficit	  with	  recycled	  water	  
resources	  from	  West	  Basin	  Water	  District?	  	  Surfrider	  asks	  that	  analysis	  be	  included	  
in	  the	  DEIR	  of	  the	  potential	  unseen	  offshore	  subsidence	  potential	  in	  it's	  impact	  on	  
ocean	  waves,	  and	  we	  ask	  that	  an	  analysis	  be	  made	  of	  the	  potential	  for	  extended	  
beach	  run-‐up	  during	  a	  tsunami	  event	  as	  the	  result	  of	  a	  lowered	  seabed	  brought	  
about	  by	  subsidence.	  	  
	  
There	  is	  no	  mention,	  nor	  is	  it	  understood,	  how	  offshore	  subsidence	  would	  be	  
measured,	  and	  what	  measures	  would	  be	  taken	  to	  mitigate	  detected	  subsidence,	  
which	  may	  be	  exacerbated	  by	  the	  significant	  weight	  of	  ocean	  water	  on	  the	  offshore	  
targeted	  oil	  field	  location.	  We	  ask	  that	  an	  approved	  ocean	  bottom	  subsidence	  
monitoring	  plan	  be	  implemented	  in	  addition	  to	  the	  establish	  of	  a	  mitigation	  plan,	  
similar	  to	  that	  posed	  for	  the	  onshore	  segment,	  to	  deal	  with	  both	  onshore	  AND	  
offshore	  subsidence	  potentials.	  
	  
No	  mention	  is	  made	  of	  the	  potential	  for	  catastrophic	  damage	  to	  and	  failure	  of	  the	  34	  
drilled	  wells	  from	  significant	  seismic	  events	  on	  the	  Palos	  Verdes	  and	  Inglewood-‐
Newport	  faults	  identified	  in	  the	  Application,	  and	  the	  potential	  for	  oil	  to	  be	  released	  
into	  the	  ocean.	  The	  fanning	  out	  of	  34	  drill	  holes	  and	  slant	  drilling	  from	  a	  highly	  
concentrated	  area	  and	  pattern	  seems	  to	  expose	  the	  drill	  holes	  to	  high	  risk	  of	  damage	  
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
11	  Coastal	  Act:	  http://www.coastal.ca.gov/coastact.pdf	  	  
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and	  potential	  spills	  from	  major	  seismic	  activity	  on	  the	  Palos	  Verdes,	  Inglewood-‐
Newport,	  or	  other	  active	  faults	  that	  can	  impact	  the	  proposed	  drilling	  area.	  The	  
Application	  does	  not	  specify	  the	  exact	  location	  and	  extent	  of	  each	  drill	  hole,	  which	  
raises	  concern	  to	  the	  ability	  to	  properly	  assess	  the	  risk	  of	  damage	  and	  potential	  oil	  
spills.	  
	  
Directional	  Drilling	  	  
	  
Surfrider	  is	  gravely	  concerned	  about	  the	  practice	  of	  directional	  drilling	  for	  well	  
creation.	  	  Recently,	  more	  evidence	  (and	  criticism)	  has	  surfaced	  regarding	  the	  unsafe	  
practice	  of	  directional	  drilling,	  primarily	  in	  regards	  to	  the	  cementing	  process.	  	  	  12	  	  
Directional	  drilling	  is	  relatively	  new	  within	  the	  industry	  and	  it	  is	  imperative	  that	  the	  
DEIR	  sufficiently	  addressed	  problems	  associated	  with	  this	  type	  of	  drilling.	  	  
	  
Oil	  Spills	  Preparedness	  	  
	  
Recently,	  state	  legislators	  and	  concerned	  coastal	  advocates	  warned	  that	  California	  is	  
woefully	  unprepared	  for	  large	  spills.13	  Another	  concern	  articulated	  by	  coastal	  
advocates	  was	  that	  chemical	  dispersants	  tend	  to	  be	  the	  primary	  oil	  spill	  response	  
tool.	  	  Scientific	  findings	  from	  the	  Gulf	  of	  Mexico	  spill	  prove	  that	  dispersants	  can	  be	  
extremely	  harmful	  to	  marine	  life.	  14	  	  Surfrider	  urges	  that	  chemical	  dispersants	  not	  
be	  used	  and	  defer	  to	  independent,	  best	  available	  science	  to	  consider	  ceasing	  all	  
chemical	  dispersant	  use.	  If	  E	  &B	  plans	  to	  use	  dispersants,	  the	  DEIR	  must	  examine	  
alternatives.	  	  Finally,	  the	  DEIR	  must	  include	  elaborate	  oil	  spill	  contingency	  plans	  
that	  are	  vetted	  with	  other	  costal	  resources	  agencies	  prior	  to	  any	  permits	  approvals.	  	  
	  
Conclusion	  
	  
Thank	  you	  once	  again	  for	  considering	  our	  comments.	  	  We	  plan	  to	  submit	  comments	  
for	  both	  the	  DEIR	  and	  the	  FEIR.	  	  We	  hope	  that	  the	  DEIR	  documents	  will	  not	  be	  
distributed	  during	  the	  holiday	  season.	  	  	  Surfrider	  also	  requests	  formal	  scoping	  
report	  be	  prepared	  by	  E&B	  so	  the	  public	  can	  see	  all	  the	  comments	  that	  were	  made	  
on	  the	  NOP.	  
	  
Very	  Sincerely,	   	   	   	   	   	  

Craig W. Cadwallader	  
	  
Stefanie	  Sekich-‐Quinn	   	   	   Craig	  W.	  Cadwallader	  
CA	  Policy	  Manager	  	   	   	   	   Chapter	  Chair	  
Surfrider	  Foundation,	  HQ	  	  	  	  	   	   	   Surfrider	  Foundation	  -‐	  South	  Bay	  Chapter	  
	  

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
12	  http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052702304879604575582693951448732.html	  	  
13	  http://pressdemocrat.com/article/20130802/articles/130809891?title=Coast's-‐oil-‐spill-‐defenses-‐called-‐
inadequate#page=2	  	  
14	  http://www.tampabay.com/news/environment/water/gulf-‐oil-‐spill-‐killed-‐millions-‐of-‐microscopic-‐creatures-‐at-‐base-‐of-‐
food/2113157	  	  
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                August 12, 2013, 4:30pm 
 
TO:  Mr. Ken Robertson, City of Hermosa Beach, Community Development Director,  
  1315 Valley Drive, Hermosa Beach, California, 90254 
  (310) 318-0242   krobertson@hermosabch.org 
   
FROM:  Dr. Tom Williams, Advisor, Citizens Coalition for a Safe Community  
 
RE:  E&B Oil Development Project (Project Application) 
  (E&B Natural Resources Application) 
 
Subject: Comments on Application, CEQA Notice of Preparation, Initial Study (Scoping), and 

Related Documents. 
 
Members of the Citizen's Coalition for a Safe Community have reviewed the Project Application 
(PA), Notice of Preparation (NOP), Initial Study (IS), and various other supporting documents 
available to the public regarding the Project:  
 
SHBO is also gathering various public statements by E&B and its various consultants regarding the 
Project and its various facilities and activities that are referred to as part of the Project, or as yet not 
included in the Project. 
 
SHBO is very concerned with the incompleteness and inadequacy of the Scoping and EIR 
preparation process to date.  
 
SHBO is also concerned that the Applicant has made many public announcements which appear to 
conflict with or contradict elements provided or absent in their submittals and CEQA documents.  
 
SHBO has attached detailed comments to this letter. They are arranged in the expected order of 
the Environmental Impact Report (EIR). 
 
SHBO would like its comments to be incorporated into the preparation and content of the Draft EIR 
(DEIR) which may lessen the expected volume of comments for the DEIR in 2014. 
 
Stacey Armato 
Michael Collins 
George Schmeltzer 
 
cc:  Dr. Tom Williams, Citizens' Coalition for a Safe Community, ctwilliams2012@yahoo.com 
 
Attachments 
A.  Scoping Process and Outcomes 
B.   Public Announcements 
C.  Comments of the Initial Study and Related Sections of the DEIR 
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Brittney

From: W. Robb Alley [ralley@asentipartners.com]
Sent: Thursday, July 25, 2013 12:03 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Scope of the Environmental Impact Report - Comments and Concerns

Ken, 
 
My name is Robb Alley and I am (along with my family) a homeowner and resident of Hermosa Beach (at 3rd and 
Prospect Ave).  I was unable to attend last night’s EIR meeting but I wanted to share my concerns directly with you. 
 
Aesthetics 

 I am concerned about the impact to views for myself and residents who live in Hermosa Hills and in the areas 
surrounding the proposed site (6th and Valley).  A high tower (>80 feet) would certainly be visible and would not 
be appealing.  Views are important aesthetically and from an economic perspective when considering real 
estate values.  I’m concerned this impact of this tower, which is scheduled to last three years (I believe) would 
damage real estate values, impacting resale values and impact residents’ ability to refinance existing mortgages.

 A 32 foot high noise wall would definitely be visible in and around Valley and 6th and the Green Belt, which is an 
important area of public space in our community.  We walk the Green Belt at least once a week to go Pier Ave 
for dinner.  I’m concerned about what this wall would do to the community, in terms of appearance and home 
values. 

 
Traffic 

 Hermosa is small and our roads and fairly narrow.  Valley and Ardmore are important roadways when 
navigating in and around HB.  We use these roads often to get to the library, Pier Ave and even north HB and 
MB.  I am very concerned that traffic issues arising from trucks and other vehicles will significantly impact the 
residents’ ability to navigate through our busy city.  In addition, we have no bike lanes on Valley and Ardmore 
so it is already challenging to get around on a bike.  I’m concerned this traffic will make passage on a bike 
unsafe. 

 Parking is already tight in and around the Green Belt, the ball fields, the farmer’s market, etc.  I’m concerned 
that the proposed drilling with negatively impact our ability to park for these attractions. 

 
Noise and Smell 

 As a resident, I am concerned with the anticipated noise that will result from drilling.  I recognize the worst part 
of the noise would be temporary; however, the EIR suggests there could be a permanent increase in “ambient” 
noise.  This is a serious concern.  HB is small and densely populated.  I am concerned increased noise will 
damage the community in terms of appeal and economics (real estate values). 

 I am concerned the smell from drilling and the ongoing smells from harvesting oil will be unappealing and 
perhaps unhealthy.  We have two young kids and I do not want to worry about them becoming sick as a result 
of this project and the ongoing impact of this project. 

 As a resident in Hermosa Hills, I’m concerned the smell will carry off the coast and damage our air quality even 
though we live .8 miles from the coast.  I am deeply concerned about those residents in the immediate vicinity 
of the proposed site. 

 Increased traffic would also result in additional noise.  
 
Recreation 

 While the EIR suggests no impact to recreation areas, I respectfully disagree.  The Green Belt is an important 
recreation area for Hermosa Beach.  We use it regularly and it is well‐traveled by runners, walkers, dog walkers, 
strollers, etc.  I am concerned that the impact of the drilling site on the Green Belt will be significant and may 
weaken/diminish the usefulness of this important recreation area that connects Hermosa to Manhattan.  I 
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believe the EIR should include an assessment of the recreation areas in and around the proposed site, including 
the Green Belt. 

 
Thank you for your time and attention to this matter. 
 
Best regards, 
 
Robb Alley (Hermosa Beach Resident…320 Prospect Ave) 
 
W. Robb Alley  
Asenti Diligence Partners LLC   
1500 Rosecrans Ave., Suite 500  |  Manhattan Beach, CA 90266 
O: 310.929.7350  |  M: 703.850.6526  |  F: 888.850.4603 
www.asentipartners.com 
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Brittney

From: Becher Anderson [hermosabecher@verizon.net]
Sent: Sunday, August 11, 2013 3:07 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Scope of the Environmental Impact Report - Comments and Concerns
Attachments: FactSheet-InjectionWells.pdf

Ken, 
 
Will the attached Fact Sheet-Injections requirements be part of the EIR process?  If not then please make this 
request to include them. 
 
Injection pressures and their effect on old abandoned wells are of great concern.  Of further concern are what 
chemicals will be injected? 
 
Finally how and who from the City of Hermosa Beach will monitor this very complex operation? 
 
Thank you,  
 
Becher Anderson 
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Brittney

From: Dave Andrews [dandrews@deviousmedia.com]
Sent: Saturday, August 10, 2013 11:50 AM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Scope of the Environmental Impact Report - Comments and Concerns

Hi Ken,  
 
Thank you for taking on this challenging issue.  
 
Below are the various concerns I would like to see addressed for the proposed oil drilling as it relates to the 
EIR: 
 

1. Who trains the city of Hermosa Emergency response teams day one and ongoing?  
1. Who pays for this training? 

2. What equipment is needed for emergency response?  
1. Who pays for this equipment day one and on going? 

3. E&B has already had 16 spills of 16,000 gallons of crude oil and diesel fuel over the past 6 years. How 
many spills are they allowed in Hermosa and or how big can the spills be before they are shut down?  

1. Would they owe us money for the rev share> 
2. Can they claim bankruptcy and are we stuck with the bill? 

4. How tall and how often is the maintenance tower going to be up after the pumps are completed. It is 
vague. Is it the 150' or the 87' and is it 3 months a year? 

5. How far away from the site do homes have to state they are near an oil well if they sell their home? 
6. If the drilling is under a home does the home have to state it is on top of a drilling site? 
7. Who takes care of the roads from all of the additional trucks coming through the city? 
8. How do we gain our parking spots back since there is already limited parking? 
9. What happens if there is a spill or explosion?  

1. Can citizens file a lawsuit against E&B and the City? 
10. At what point of disaster could this project be null and void? 
11. What are the exact chemicals and their levels used for drilling and produced water? 
12. What happens if there is a Tsunami? 
13. What happens if a home shifts because of the drilling below? 
14. How do we know if there is a slight leak and or any leaks in the pipes?  

1. I have read there are sensors but exactly how many per how many feet of pipe? 
15. Is there a map that can be shared with the citizens of the planned pipe routes so we all know exactly the 

homes they will be drilling under.   
1. Can we at least have a broad map so we know the direction? 

16. If there is an increase in seismic activity at what point is EB shut down for good? 
17. Is $5 million enough insurance to pay for lost home values, long term health issues that could arise in 

10-30 years or more from drilling. 
18. If there is any issues legally can the City of Hermosa be on the hook for anything? 
19. If someone is killed and or how many people have to be killed before they are shut down? 
20. How often will a release happen? How many are they allowed and or what is the fine? 
21. Are all meetings with the oil company and any consultant and or city official documented for 

transparency? 
22. Are you looking at pedestrian, skateboard, and bicycle traffic studies not just auto traffic? 
23. Who is held accountable for all of the studies if they are not accurate and can they be sued? 
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24. How wide is the tower? 
25. Does the city have enough skilled employees to manage the project on going?   

1. Do we need to hire people? 
26. What if there is a terrorist attack. Could people blow up the tanks and or wells?   

1. What would happen? 
2. How do you prevent it? 

27. If there is a decrease in state and federal budgets what and how is this project managed so we know we 
are safe? 

28. How many agencies play a role in managing this project from start through ongoing operations?  
1. What is their accountability? 

29. By submitting this information is it kept anonymous so EB does not know who and or where the citizens 
live in Hermosa? 

30. Can the City Council eliminate questions for mitigation? 

 
 
Thanks 
Dave Andrews 
627 11th Street 
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 

H-Individuals-5 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AndrewsD-

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AndrewsD-

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AndrewsD-

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AndrewsD-

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AndrewsD-

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AndrewsD-

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AndrewsD-



H-Individuals-6 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Typewritten Text

Brittney
Typewritten Text

Brittney
Typewritten Text

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousA-1

Brittney
Typewritten Text

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousA-2

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousA-3

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line



H-Individuals-7 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousB-1



H-Individuals-8 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Typewritten Text

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousC-1

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousC-2

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousC-3

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousC-4

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousC-5

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousC-1



H-Individuals-9 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousD-1

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousD-2

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousD-3

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousD-4

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousD-5

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousD-6

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousD-7



H-Individuals-10 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousE-1

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousE-2

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousE-3

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousE-4



H-Individuals-11 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousF-1

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousF-2

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousF-3



H-Individuals-12 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousG-1

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousG-2

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousG-3



H-Individuals-13 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousH-1

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousH-2

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousH-3



H-Individuals-14 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousI-1

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousI-2



H-Individuals-15 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Typewritten Text
AnonymousJ-1



1

Brittney

From: ron arias [ron.arias@mac.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2013 7:47 AM
To: Ken Robertson
Cc: Joan Arias
Subject: 8th Street and the Oil Production Project

Dear Mr. Robertson, we live at 720 8th Street (just west of PCH, next to the Fresh & Easy 
Express). As you know, the traffic on 8th Street is constant, fast and heavy all day long 
since 8th Street is one of the few streets that run from the beach to PCH without 
interruption.  The information about the Oil Production project indicates that it will add 18 
truck trips a day to the City traffic.  Will those 18 trucks come up 8th Street to get to 
PCH?  8th Street is already a mess; how will we handle more???  I attended the public 
information meeting last Wednesday and I understand all the controversy but I am not clear on 
the path for the additional traffic. 
 
Thank you, Joan and Ronald Arias/720 8th Street 310‐798‐8797 
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Comments on Hermosa Beach Oil Drilling Scoping Plan 
Submitted by: 

 Ed Avol 1520 First Street Manhattan Beach CA 90266 ed@clubedrunning.com 
 

 
AvolE-1: (A General Overview Comment…): Study Assumptions need to be clearly stated, 

because several of the findings will strongly depend on how appropriate the foundational 
assumptions were.  Consequential (or inconsequential) issues can appear or disappear 
based on the data input used and the assumptions made about the area and the data 
relevance. 

 
AvolE-2: Air Monitoring: The regional agency monitors at North Long Beach, Westchester, 

and Compton may be the geographically closest agency fixed sites, but they are 
arguably not representative of Hermosa Beach or the oil drilling location. Due to intra-
community variability of pollution sources and intra-community mixing and movement 
due to micro-meteorology, local monitors are needed to develop a data base relevant to 
the site. Is baseline/background on-site monitoring planned for the pollutants of study 
interest? Over what period of time? When will it begin (or has it already)? If no on-site 
background monitoring data is currently contemplated, why not? 
 

AvolE-3: Air Monitoring: Additional air monitoring concerns remain for the immediately 
surrounding community of sensitive receptors – such as residents with children, or 
residents with pre-existing compromised health status (i.e., those with a current 
diagnosis of cardiovascular or respiratory disease). What monitoring is going to take 
place at or beyond the fence line of the project to demonstrate no meaningful impacts on 
air quality to the surrounding area? 
 

AvolE-4: Sensitive Receptors: The document as currently presented identifies the South 
Park child care location as being the closest sensitive receptor, but this is incorrect; 
there are numerous residents much closer to the proposed site than the ~200 meters to 
South Park.  Clark Field (site of numerous sporting events for children, including 
organized team sports for baseball, soccer, and softball, as well as recreational play, 
tennis, and basketball) is arguably closer as well. The Wood Chips Trail and Green 
Open Space is within 50 meters or so, and is the site of daily and ongoing usage by a 
significant number of walkers, joggers, runners, etc, many of which are children or adults 
with pre-existing cardio-respiratory issues (both of which are identified classes of 
sensitive receptors). These locations, and the sensitive receptors who occupy them, 
must be addressed in any valid evaluation. 
 

AvolE-5: Pollutants of Concern: The document focuses on criteria air pollutants, but these 
are not the main concern associated with the oil drilling operations in question. Diesel 
exhaust (an identified California Air Toxic and named carcinogen), hydrogen sulfide, 
volatile organics, possible polycyclic aromatics, and particulate matter (in a variety of 
size ranges) are more likely than ozone, for example, to be of local health impact and 
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should be emphasized. Additionally, Noise is a potentially important pollutant of health 
concern, not just as a hearing irritation. Many studies have shown effects of noise on 
health (cardiovascular health, learning abilities, behavioral development, etc), and these 
issues must be considered, as well. 
 

AvolE-6: How will information related to the construction and drilling activities be made 
available to the residents, and on what time frame will that information be made 
available following the initial data collection? What oversight, feedback, constraining, or 
shut-down authority will the City or others have if the preliminary drilling begins as 
requested? 

H-Individuals-18 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project



1

Brittney

From: Jose Bacallao [jbacallao@healthebay.org]
Sent: Monday, August 12, 2013 4:01 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Cc: Stacey Armato
Subject: your email address

Ken  
I am not sure if you are aware that E&B has posted your email address incorrectly on their website. I mention 
this because I had a colleague that tried to send you an EIR comment letter today. 
 
http://ebnr-hermosa.com/materials/news/city-announces-opportunity-public-input-eb-oil-
project?utm_source=EBNR+Newsletter+%233%2C+July+11+2013&utm_campaign=HBNR+ENews-
3&utm_medium=email 
 
Please let me know that you received this. 
Thanks so much. 
 
 
 
 
Jose Bacallao Jr. | Operations Manager  
Santa Monica Pier Aquarium | 1600 Ocean Front Walk | Santa Monica CA 90401 
Tel: 310.393.6149 x 111 | Mobile: 310-872-8316 | Fax: 310.393.4839 | jbacallao@healthebay.org  
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From:                              Nanette Barragan [nbarraga@hotmail.com] 
Sent:                               Monday, August 12, 2013 4:27 PM 
To:                                   Ken Robertson 
Subject:                          EIR Feedback and Concerns 
  

EIR Feedback and Concerns 
 
  
August 12, 2013 
 
  

Ken, 

 
 As a resident of Hermosa Beach, an environmentalist and someone who lives near the proposed 
oil drilling site, I am very concerned about what the potential health and environmental impacts 
would be with a project located so close to area residences in a dense community like ours.   
  
I had an opportunity to meet with E & B Oil to hear more about the project and I reviewed their 
application.  I’m concerned there is no consideration being given to potential long-term chronic 
health impacts.  The harm mentioned in their report only considered  “acute risk to people, it does 
not cover chronic health risks”.  Acute risk is defined as “immediate adverse effects due to a single 
exposure to an accident”.  The report fails to assess or consider any “chronic health risks” such as 
the harm caused over long-term series of exposures.  See Glossary viii and Section 1.1, November 
7, 2012 E & B Preliminary Summary Report: P12-3.01a. In other words, chronic health risks such 
as the potential to cause cancers and abnormal child births or developmental health impacts are 
not assessed.  Who will be looking at these risks or are they being written off as being too 
speculative?  At a minimum, our residents should know who made the determination that the risks 
were too speculative and whether it was considered at all. 
  
I also hope that the City intends to do a similar scoping meeting to address health concerns 
because as I talk to residents they want to address their health concerns as well.  I have tried to 
reach out to residents to ask them to submit written feedback and concerns to your attention.  As I 
continue to engage with residents, many residents I speak to are unaware of the proposed oil 
drilling.  They think the potential to drill ended with the settlement.  I hope that the City will take the 
lead to inform our residents and schedule hearings at dates/times that encourage participation. 

  

Here are a few other areas of interest that I would like to see addressed in either the 
Environmental Impact Report or the Health Impact Report (or some other report): 

  

         What facilities will no longer be available to our residents during any of the proposed 
phases of the oil drilling project.  (i.e. any closure of the Greenbelt, South Park, streets, 
sidewalks). 

         How far will a potential unpleasant chemicals/odor from the proposed oil drilling extend? 
 For example, diameter distance.
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         What are the potential health impacts from the unpleasant chemicals/odor that we will 
breath. 

         What if anything can be done to mitigate long-term chronic health impact. 

         Is anyone looking at the Beverly Hills oil drilling project to assess the above normal 
increase in cancer rates and child development abnormalities to residents surrounding that 
site for purposes of assessing whether that can happen to our residents with this proposed 
oil project? 

         Do you take into consideration E & B's other projects where they have had at least 16 toxic 
spills of almost 16,000 gallons of crude oil and diesel fuel in California alone over the past 6 
years? 

         What is the risk to groundwater contamination?   

         What are all of the harms that cannot be mitigated.  We learned at the EIR scoping meeting 
that flame booms/burnouts for example cannot be mitigated and will be loud. 

         How will increased truck traffic during the initial phase along already densely populated 
streets affect our health and safety? 

         Who oversees safety operations and do they have adequate knowledge/ability to handle 
emergency situations? 

         How do you mitigate earthquakes and their effects on the wells and pipes? 

         How do you mitigate both chronic and acute exposure to undisclosed toxic materials in our 
land, air, and water? 

         In my experience with land-use legal issues, I have seen and assessed EIR reports.  I 
understand they are complicated and technical so will someone help sum up the potential 
harms to the environment and our health in an easy to read and understand report that is 
broken down into English for our residents (rather than the scientific technical EIR)?  Maybe 
the City can prepare a listing of potential health and environmental impacts in a bullet form 
fashion or an easy to read non technically report so our residents can be fully informed?   

         Is anyone assessing E & B’s Huntington Beach facility and has anyone talked to their 
neighbors to consider concerns not addressed by our residents but being suffered by those 
who live near that site? 

         What environmental harms may result from the proposed oil drilling project that would 
conflict with the City's vision to move to be more carbon neutral? 

 
  

Thank you for your service to our City and your work on this very critical issue. 
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Kind Regards, 

 
Nanette B. Barragan 
640 8th Place 
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 
nbarraga@hotmail.com 
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From: Kakibarron@aol.com
Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2013 8:54 AM
To: Ken Robertson
Cc: kakibarron@aol.com
Subject: Written comment on scope of EIR

I am a member of the Hermosa Beach Community Garden, which is in South Park, located a block 
south of the proposed oil field on Valley Drive. I would like the EIR to address the effect of the oil field 
on the new Children's Playground planned for South Park as well as on the Community Garden.  
    The City has received a $150,000 grant to build an "accessible" playground on that site, and I 
believe the city has decided to create a new-style "Nature Playground" with this grant, as well as 
making it accessible. To spend all that money to give children an experience of nature, then 
build a heavy industry such as an oil field one block away!?  
    I believe the EIR should analyze the many ways the Nature Playground and the Community 
Garden would being negatively impacted by air and noise pollution, traffic, and negative visual 
impact. 
    Thank you for adding this to the EIR. 
Kathy Barron 
501 Herondo St. #74 
Hermosa Beach 
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From: Pratik Basu [pratikbasu@gmail.com]
Sent: Sunday, August 11, 2013 11:18 AM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Hermosa Beach Oil Environmental Impact Report

Dear Mr. Robertson, 
 
I had some questions about the Hermosa Beach Oil Environmental Impact Report 
 
Why are they proposing a 32' wall when city regulation has a height limit of 30'? 
Do you take into consideration E&B's other projects where they have had at least 16 toxic spills of almost 
16,000 gallons of crude oil and diesel fuel in California alone over the past 6 years? 
How will increased truck traffic during the initial phase along already densely populated streets affect our health 
and safety? 
Who oversees safety operations and do they have adequate knowledge/ability to handle emergency situations? 
How do you mitigate earthquakes and their effects on the wells and pipes? 
How do you mitigate both chronic and acute exposure to undisclosed toxic materials in our land, air, and water?
 
Thank you for your time. 
 
Sincerely, 

Pratik Basu 
532 Hermosa Ave. #6, Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 
M: +1-213-985-0159 | E: pratikbasu@gmail.com 
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Brittney

From: MiraCMyra@aol.com
Sent: Saturday, August 03, 2013 12:21 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: THE OIL PROJECT

dear mr. robertson, 
  since everything is an emotional issue regarding life here, i'm fully expecting the screechers to soon regulate 
human waste, as to time excreted, amount allowed per household, etc.  and since i'm at an age where i know lots 
of things, i know they will want to regulate everything, as they know best.  as far as the oil project is concerned i 
have two words to say:  BEVERLY HILLS. 
  
yours truly, 
  
myra beisel 335 10th st. 
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From: Arcadia Berjonneau [arcadiavb@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, July 11, 2013 3:33 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Contact about Proposed Oil Project

Dear Mr Roberts, 
How come we are spending our tax dollars on  your salary towards something the voters have already voted no 
on numerous times?    

Does the city and its workers actually think this drilling site will be accident free?  Do you read the news?   I am 
aware there is no intention from E&B of having an accident, but they inevitably happen.  Why are we using our 
resources, time and money to be discussing this? 

I would like the city to inform the citizens about all of the accidents and oil spills E&B has already had and 
continues to have.  The fact you will have to change the city streets to accomodate trucks coming in and out of 
the drilling site.  The potential earthquakes that can cause an accident.  The increased pollution that will 
inherently increase the prolonged chances of cancer.  We already have enough carcinogens in our environment. 

The city of Hermosa Beach claims to be a green city.  We just received an A rating for our beaches from Heal 
The Bay.  Doesn't this contradict this entire "branding."

I would also like the city to talk about how the school district is not in trouble and the fact that the city will not 
go bankrupt if it pays the settlement money.  Please state the facts. 

--
Arcadia Berjonneau 
Mother, home owner and business owner in HERMOSA BEACH! 
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From: Claudia Berman [its_42@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 3:56 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Cc: Me
Subject: My EIR Resident Input

Ken Robertson, 
  
My name is Claudia Berman. I have been a resident of Hermosa Beach for 19 years. 
For the last 10 years, I have owned and live at 443 2nd Street.  
Here are my concerns/questions for the EIR process: 
  

         Noise Pollution: 
o   What are the hours of construction and what is the noise impact? 

o   Once running what are the hours of operation and what is the noise impact? 

o   I’m not just concerned with the loudness but will there be any low pitched humming or other 
noises that while not loud, are clearly irritating. 

         Traffic 

o   During construction of the wells, how will the earth be removed? How many trucks per day? 

o   What chemicals will be delivered to the site or removed from the site via trucks? 

o   What safety precautions will be taken on materials/chemicals being trucked to/from the site? 

o   How will the city address the parking spaces that will be removed from the residents? 

o   Why does E&B get the 16 parking spaces long term and 40 during the construction? Why do they 
park somewhere else and provide their employees with Shuttle service.  What is the impact to 
the community of loosing parking? 

         Visual Pollution: 
o   Will lights on site be brighter that the current street lights? If so, how bright? 

o   How high will lighting be installed? 

o   For example, how many miles from the site does a person need to be to NOT see the drilling rig? 
What is the impact to the beach view for people living behind the rig? What is the impact for 
people at the beach/pier looking toward the rig location? 

         Health & Safety 

o   Be sure to list all the health impacts, both short term and long term. 

o   What type of resources with be on site in event of an emergency? 

o   In an emergency, how will responders access the site given the narrow streets and traffic on 
190th and PCH? 

o   Will there be any oil/chemical fumes at all from the site?  

o   What impact will the drilling have on creating more earthquakes?  There are now numerous 
studies that show drilling causes earthquakes. What is the impact of this in addition to our 
being in an earthquake zone? 

o   What are the types of accidents that “could” happen? For example, oil spill due to earthquake, 
explosion on site, explosion on truck. 

o   What would be the impact of a leak underground? For example, could this impact our ground 
water? The ocean? The neighborhood? 

o   How long do different types of accidents take to clean up? For example, if the ground water is 
impacted, can this ever be rectified? If there is a leak at the drilling site, what happens to 
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people’s homes, the green belt?  If there is a leak in the ocean, how long does that take to clean 
up COMPLETELY? What happens if oil/chemicals enter our storm drains? What is the impact?  

o   Where will the waste water go? How will it be disposed of? What is the impact? 

o   I have read that hackers can now hack into pipeline computer systems. What precautions are 
E&B taking to prevent this? Do they have the expertise?  

         E&B  
o   E&B has fewer than 300 employees, how do they plan to address all of our concerns and run this 

operation safely.  Being able to pay for full page ads with pretty beach scenes does not mean 
they have the resources/know how to keep our beach and our community, safe, clean and free 
of fumes. 

o   BP is orders of magnitude larger and can’t prevent accidents.  

o   E&B’s company size, financials, expertise, accident history must be documented in the EIR, since 
this information will have an impact in determining the risks of this project. 

o   Personally, I feel that all oil companies are a risk in this type of location and the drill ban should 
be upheld. E&B is a small company who has not been in business very long at all, and therefore, 
they are an especially a risky enterprise. 
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From: Taiisa Boughton [taiisa@msn.com]
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 7:55 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Proposed oil project.  

With regards to the hermosa beach oil project with E&B, please take into consideration E&B's 
other projects where they have had at least 16 toxic spills of almost 16,000 gallons of crude 
oil and diesel fuel in California alone over the past 6 years. 
This does not seem to go at all with city's "healthy" campaign.  It doesn't make any sense at 
all to bring in something that could very well have a devestating impact on our beach and our 
air quality. 
Taya Boughton 
Hermosa Beach resident 
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From: Rachel Hess Burger [rachelhess@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, July 15, 2013 11:11 AM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Input on Oil Drilling in Hermosa Beach

Dear Mr. Robertson: 
 
I am writing in response to a letter I received asking for community feedback on oil drilling in Hermosa Beach. 
 
I am very much opposed to oil drilling in our small, beautiful beach town.  No matter how many safety precautions are taken, 
accidents are always a possibility.  It is irresponsible to take a chance in such a densely populated area.  Do you really want an oil 
collection station next to your house and the park where your kids play?   I most certainly do not and will vote against oil drilling. 
 
Thank you for considering my input. 
 
Best regards, 
 
Rachel Burger 
714 1/2 Loma Drive 
Hermosa Beach 
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From: Steve Carollo [steve@stevecarollo.com]
Sent: Monday, August 05, 2013 1:44 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Scope of the Environmental Impact Report - Comments and Concerns

Hello Ken, 
 
I’ve read the scope of environment impact report and I believe it would be in the best interest of the city to not go 
forward with drilling. The negatives far outway the positives and as a resident of 712 8th Street in Hermosa Beach I feel 
that I would be greatly affected by this proposed action. Please do the right thing and disallow such drilling, which could 
negatively impact our community for the next 35 years! Thank you for taking my thoughts into consideration and I look 
forward to seeing this plan struck down.  
 
Steve Carollo 
Account Executive 

 

 

 

I am using the Free version of SPAMfighter. 
SPAMfighter has removed 212025 of my spam emails to date. 
 
Do you have a slow PC? Try a free scan!  
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From: CortCasady@aol.com
Sent: Saturday, August 03, 2013 2:18 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Cc: info@nobpinhb.com; agarrigues@tbrnews.com
Subject: EIR Needs Detail on Injection Wells

Dear Ken: 
  
I would like the EIR to explain in detail the purpose and potential risks of drilling and operating four (4) injection wells at 
the city yard.  My understanding is that injection wells are used to dispose of toxic waste products and, as such, pose a 
potential risk to the surrounding water table as well as surface areas around the wells. 
  
Thank you, 
  
Cort Casady 
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From: celeste coar [celeste_lomaland@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 11:22 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Scope of the Environmental Impact Report - Comments and Concerns

Dear Mr. Robertson, 
I attended the informational meeting and filled out a comment card about my questions. 
Since then, I would like it documented that should the oil project be implemented and 
property values be decreased that the city would also lose out on property tax from new assessments. 
  
Thank You, 
Celeste Coar 
Hermosa Beach Property Owner 
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From: Jack Coble [jack@pilatesology.com]
Sent: Saturday, August 10, 2013 3:09 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: EIR Scope Comments

Hi Ken,  
I have been attending most of the community meeting regarding the E&B project.I want to applaud you 
personally for being very adamant about public comments and participation in the process.  
Since the card was a bit small I thought  I just would  send my comments about the EIR to you via email. 
 
First- I realize that that EIR covers a lot of ground. Many of the things folks were concerned about during the 
last meeting were already in your briefing previous. 
 
There were a couple things that I wanted to comment on- and this might already be something that the EIR 
covers as well. 
 
1) what are the exact chemicals that will be injected into the injection wells? Will the EIR provide an exact list. 
 
2) Many if not all of the chemicals used for fracking are exempt from the clean water and clean air act and 
therefore the company is not required to list any/all the chemicals used for drilling etc... 
I realize that "fracking " is not what E&B has applied to do- but are there any similar "exemption" rules for this 
project? 
 
3) Back to the injection wells- what are the locations, depth and proximity to water table? Will the EIR cover 
this? 
 
4) will the EIR do testing of heavy metals, VOC's etc... before the start of the process to compare a before and 
after. Unfortunately oil companies like to pass the buck to any toxic exposure by saying it was already existing 
in the water, soil etc... 
5) Will the EIR be testing  water, soil on a regular basis? or does it end if the project moves forward. 
 
6) Who will we, as a community, be using to monitor the water, soil etc.... if the EIR ends? 
 
7) At maximun production E&B would like to extract 8000 barrels per day. 
Should there be catastrophic failure of any or all wells what is the minimum &maximum # of barrels that we 
would expect to see. Is that part of the EIR? 
 
8) Will any oil spills be released into the ocean? If so what are the containment protocols? Does the EIR take 
into account all the oil boom required for a spill into the ocean? Does the EIR account for where it will be 
coming from? How long it would take to arrive? obviously it cannot be stored here-  Or is it? 
9) Will the EIR take into account the average response time for a large spill- it could take days or weeks before 
a well can be plugged. Does the EIR take those "human" response averages into account when assessing real 
damage to marine life? to long term toxicity of the ocean floor and all that ecosystem ? 
 
If I think of more I will send another email... 
 
 
Thanks so much!! 
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Best, 
 
Jack Coble 
1717 Monterey Blvd. 
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 
resident and business owner 
646-342-6494 
 
 
 
--  
Jack Coble l Behind the Scenes Wizard 
pilatesology 
Online Pilates Workouts 
310-697-3013 office l 646-342-6494 cell 
Get our news on Facebook & Twitter!  
Dedicated to recording, preserving and spreading Joseph Pilates’ pure, original work 
worldwide. 
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From: Doug Collins [doug.collins@roadrunner.com]
Sent: Sunday, July 28, 2013 1:54 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Cc: sue.collins@roadrunner.com; stophermosabeachoil@gmail.com
Subject: Scope of the Environmental Impact Report - Comments and Concerns

Importance: High

Mr. Robertson, 
 
My wife and I are deeply worried about and strongly opposed to the proposed E&B Oil 
Development Project. In particular, we are concerned about the potential direct and indirect 
impact of the project on traffic, air quality, noise, property values, and the quality of 
life, particularly because our home is only a quarter of a mile from the site of the proposed 
wells. 
 
The effects of the project outlined in the Environmental Impact Report, which we have 
reviewed, are simply unacceptable. Considering the potential for oil spills, fires, and 
explosions ‐‐ which are real and substantial despite the self‐serving assurances of the oil 
company ‐‐ the proposal is nothing short of outrageous, particularly since it would be 
surrounded by million‐dollar homes in the middle of one of the most densely populated cities 
in California. 
 
Finally, we are not convinced that the city would see the level of financial benefit 
projected by E&B. The company first has to find and extract the oil, which is not a 
certainty, and I suspect that its accountants will find creative ways to minimize any 
profits. However, even if the company's projections prove accurate, the promise of income is 
not worth the substantial reduction in the quality of life that it would necessitate. It is 
far better, in our judgment, to forgo the promise of riches by defeating the proposal and 
paying the resulting $17 million dollar penalty. 
 
We intend to do everything within our legal rights to fight this proposal. 
That will include voting against any candidate for office who supports it. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ronald Douglas "Doug" Collins 
Susan L. Collins 
548 2nd Street 
Hermosa Beach, California 90254‐5222 
Telephone: (310) 798‐2646 
E‐Mail: doug.collins@roadrunner.com 
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  Michael Collins, Psy.D.   
Hermosa Beach                                         PSY20415                                                  California 

 
       (310) 989-4323 

 

 

August 11, 13 
 
Ken Robertson, Director 
Community Development Department 
1315 Valley Drive 
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 
krobertson@hermosabch.org 
 
RE: Comments on the Notice of Preparation and Scoping Document for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report for the E&B Oil Development Project 
 
Dear Mr. Robertson, 
 
 
CollinsM-1: There is no doubt that the proposed project will increase the amount of traffic, air pollution, 
noise pollution and light pollution in, and around, the city of Hermosa Beach. In addition to writing to you 
about these concerns, I will also add a dimension that is not covered in the NOP for the EIR. This project 
has already begun to create a threat to the citizens of Hermosa Beach that, in the psychological 
community, is known as an Existential Threat. Living with an existential threat brings concerns worthy of 
addition to the scope of this EIR and will also exacerbate the symptoms and ailments caused by the various 
forms of stress and pollution that will be created by this project being packed into such a densely packed 
community. 
 
CollinsM-2: Air Pollution has been linked to cancer, brain damage, depression, forgetfulness, and learning 
and memory problems.  It is paramount for the health and wellbeing of this community that we address the 
increased probability of this threat. I’m not certain of the threshold of acceptance that your study will utilize, 
but in this community’s opinion, increasing the likelihood that one citizen be asked to suffer the symptoms 
of depression, or that one child struggle in school as a result of learning problems exacerbated by this 
threat, is an unacceptable threshold.  There is an abundance of studies that you can reference that will 
scientifically support these facts. 
 
How will the increase in air pollution caused by this project increase the probability of cancer? 
 
How will the increase in air pollution caused by this project increase the probability of brain damage? 
 
How will the increase in air pollution caused by this project increase the probability of depression? 
 
How will the increase in air pollution caused by this project increase the probability of increased 
forgetfulness? 
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How will the increase in air pollution caused by this project increase the probability of a child developing 
learning or memory problems? 
 
How will the increase in air pollution caused by this project increase the probability of an increase to the 
suicide rate in the community? 
 
CollinsM-3: Noise Pollution has been linked to impaired cognitive function, reading comprehension, long 
term memory problems, learning disabilities and problems with both attention and communication.  Several 
studies point to an overall delay in cognitive development for children raised near noise pollution. The risk 
to our children’s academic abilities is something that must be included in this study. An increase in noise 
pollution also creates higher levels of stress and anxiety. Stress and anxiety bring a host of physical and 
psychological struggles. Increases in weight, anger, violence, and substance abuse to ameliorate 
symptoms of anxiety are but a few. Then there is the obvious fact that the noise created by the project will 
absolutely affect people’s ability to sleep. There are people in this community that sleep in the day and 
work through the night, and then there are the rest of us, that sleep at nighttime. When you measure the 
level of noise created by this project, will you use the real Hermosa Beach metric? Here in Hermosa Beach 
we live and sleep with our windows open. We spend time outdoors and in our community. Please utilize a 
metric that takes into account the way we truly live our lives. We do not hide behind blackout curtains and 
dual paned vinyl windows. We do not wrap our houses in blue soundproof blankets. We need you to use a 
metric that takes into account this obvious truth. Asking us to shutter ourselves in as a way to mitigate 
noise will only increase the likelihood of disturbed sleep, anxiety, depression and myriad other problems 
associated with noise pollution. 
 
How will the increase in noise pollution caused by this project increase the probability of impaired cognitive 
functioning in both children and adults? 
 
How will the increase in noise pollution caused by this project increase the probability of reading 
comprehension problems for school-aged children? 
 
How will the increase in noise pollution caused by this project increase the probability of long-term memory 
problems? 
 
How will the increase in noise pollution caused by this project increase the probability of a child developing 
a learning disability? 
 
How will the increase in noise pollution caused by this project increase the probability of a child developing 
attention problems? 
 
How will the increase in noise pollution caused by this project increase the probability of a child developing 
communication problems? 
 
How will the increase in noise pollution caused by this project increase the probability of citizens developing 
insomnia? 
 
How will the increase in noise pollution caused by this project increase the probability of citizens developing 
depression related to lack of sleep? 
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How will the increase in noise pollution caused by this project increase the probability of citizens developing 
anxiety related to lack of sleep? 
 
How will increase in noise pollution caused by this project increase the probability of an increase in 
domestic violence? 
 
How will the increase in noise pollution caused by this project increase the probability of substance abuse 
directly caused by stress related to noise pollution, insomnia, depression or anxiety? 
 
How will the increase in noise pollution caused by this project increase the probability of an increase to the 
suicide rate in this community? 
 
CollinsM-4: Light Pollution has been shown to disrupt circadian rhythms, which will cause irregular sleep 
patterns and has been linked with a higher incidence of cancer. Fear of an increased likelihood of cancer is 
an obvious stressor and Existential Threat. There is an abundance of literature studying the relationship 
between disrupted sleep patterns and a higher incidence of stress, heart disease, cancer, depression, 
anxiety and poor school performance. The evidence is overwhelmingly in support of this cause and effect 
relationship. In addition to that, I am immediately worried that an increase of light around our community will 
interfere with our current sleep patterns. It would appear that there are thousands of residents that would 
be able to see an increase in light as a result of this project. If they can see it, this means that it is affecting 
them. This reality must be included as part of your metric. Will you enter several houses and study how the 
light of this project will enter our homes and neighborhoods? 
 
How will the increase in light pollution caused by this project increase the probability of cancer within the 
community? 
 
How will the increase in light pollution caused by this project increase the probability of disrupted circadian 
rhythms in sleeping citizens? 
 
How will the increase in light pollution caused by this project increase the probability of stress in the 
community? 
 
How will the increase in light pollution caused by this project increase the probability of heart disease as it 
relates to poor sleep? 
 
How will the increase in light pollution caused by this project increase the probability of depression as it 
related to poor sleep? 
 
How will the increase in light pollution caused by this project increase the probability of anxiety as it relates 
to poor sleep? 
 
How will the increase in light pollution caused by this project increase the probability of poor school 
performance as it relates to disrupted sleep? 
 
How will the increase in light pollution caused by this project increase the probability of an increase to the 
suicide rate in this community? 
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CollinsM-5: Existential Threats come in the obvious form of how a person deals with a threat upon their 
life. A person with a compromised immune system living by an oilfield would certainly have an increase in 
fear that their body would not be able to deal with an increased amount of stress or pollution.  Existential 
Threats are also threats to family, wellness, lifestyle and community. There is also the psychological threat 
that our entire community is being asked to bear as a result of living under the existential threat that was 
levied upon us as a result of this issue being placed back on the table. Every single community member is 
operating with an increased concern that the outcome of this project will effect the way that we currently live 
and exist. Your study is to include health and safety risks. In my business, I see people day in and day out 
who are seeking treatment to deal with anxiety, depression substance abuse, relationship issues, school 
struggles, insomnia and learning disabilities. All of these issues are listed as byproducts of living near 
increases in Air, Noise and Light Pollution. They are also the direct result of living with an existential threat. 
 
How will the existential threat caused by this project increase the probability of anxiety within the 
community? 
 
How will the existential threat caused by this project increase the probability of depression within the 
community? 
 
How will the existential threat caused by this project increase the probability of substance abuse and 
dependence within the community? 
 
How will the existential threat caused by this project increase the probability of relationship issues within the 
community? 
 
How will the existential threat caused by this project increase the probability of academic struggles within 
the children of this community? 
 
How will the existential threat caused by this project increase the probability of insomnia within the 
community? 
 
How will the existential threat caused by this project increase the probability of an increase in learning 
disabilities within the children of this community? 
 
How will the existential threat caused by this project increase the probability of an increase to the suicide 
rate in this community? 
 
CollinsM-6: Air, Noise and Light pollution will be a reality of this project. As you study these factors and 
then offer mitigation recommendations, will WE THE PEOPLE be asked to close our windows, move our 
beds, stay off of our patios and roof decks, raise the sound level of conversations with our friends, family 
and community or alter the route that our children walk to school. If the answer is yes, then the pressing 
reality is that this mitigation causes a threat to the way that We Exist. If the way that a community naturally 
exists is threatened, all of the above mentioned questions become scientifically backed realities that must 
be included in the EIR. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
Dr. Michael Collins 
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2401 Pacific Coast Highway 
Hermosa Beach, California 90254 
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From: Susan Darcy [s.darcy@verizon.net]
Sent: Tuesday, July 30, 2013 10:09 AM
To: Ken Robertson; Darcy Susan
Subject: EIR Scoping Question

Hi Ken, 
  
Can you please be sure they address the following questions in the EIR: 
  
1)  Please address the effectiveness of a sound attenuation wall during all phases of the proposed project 
specifically considering that the site is in the bottom of a bowl and that the majority of the surrounding 
properties will be above the site and also above the proposed sound attenuation wall. 
  
2) Please address the potential “amphitheater affect” that the surrounding geography will have with regard to 
the noise from all stages of the proposed project as a result of the proposed site being in the bottom of a bowl 
with the geography sloping upwards to the west and east. 
  
3) Considering that the geography has a dramatic upward slope to the East and the prevailing winds blow to 
the east will the fumes and odors accumulate along the greenbelt, Valley/Ardmore and the homes at the 
bottom of the hill and be prevented from dissipating the way they might if the geography were flat?  
  
4) Is there any noise or vibration that will be experienced by surrounding properties under which the slant 
drilling is occurring? 
  
5) Is there any noise or vibration that will be experienced by surrounding properties after the slant drilling is 
completed but during the next 30 years during which the gas and oil will be extracted? 
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From: Susan Darcy [s.darcy@verizon.net]
Sent: Sunday, August 11, 2013 3:57 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Cc: Darcy Susan
Subject: EIR Scoping Questions

Hi Ken, 
  
Just a couple of additional questions that I would like to see addressed in the EIR: 
  

1. Is the City Yard drilling site in an Earthquake Fault Zone?  
2. Will any of the underground pipes that would run from the 30  proposed slant drilling wells, or are any 

of the proposed pipelines for the transportation of oil run across/above any known fault lines?  If so, 
wouldn’t seismic activity on those fault lines have potentially devastating results (one half of the pipe 
going up and the other going down).   

3. If the pipe/pipelines were to crack or break as a result of seismic activity, how would E&B be able to 
stop the flow of oil out of those lines and how much oil would leak before they could stop the flow?   

4. Can the 87+’ drilling rig be adequately secured in the case of a significant earthquake?  Is it correct that 
the 87’ rig will be in place for the 3‐4 months that the sample wells are being drilled and then again for 
the another 2.5 years in connection with the construction phase of the remaining 30 wells?  So nearly 3 
years in total if everything runs according to schedule?  

5. How would the 32’ proposed sound attenuation wall keep the sound in from an 87’ rig?  
6. My understanding is that because the oil is so thick it has to be heated to over 200 degrees in order to 

flow through the pipelines and that all properties that are above the existing pipelines have brown 
strips through their lawns due to the high heat of the pipelines below.  Would that be the case with the 
underground pipes that run from the 30 proposed slant drilling wells (affecting all of the 
homes/yards/sidewalks/streets under which they run)?  And would that be the case in connection with 
any new pipelines installed for the purposes of transportation (affecting the greenbelt or anywhere 
else the pipelines are proposed).  

7. How old are the existing pipelines that they propose to use to transport the oil out of town and how 
have those pipelines been maintained over the many years that they have been in existence.  Due to 
the age of the existing infrastructure what are the potential issues?  

8. What is the impact on the homes that are adjacent to the existing mini‐storage if that site is changed 
from mini‐storage to City Yard use.   

Thank you for making sure that these issues are addressed.  Susan Darcy 
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Brittney

From: Joan Davidson [j135cooper@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, August 12, 2013 9:38 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Comments on the Hermosa Beach Oil Project--NOP

Joan Davidson
215 Avenida del Norte, Redondo Beach, CA 90277 

Subject : Scoping Comments for the EIR – Oil Drilling in Hermosa Beach 

Dear Mayor and Hermosa Beach Council and Hermosa Beach Community development Director:

i am a former President of the Palos Verdes Unified School Board, member of the Sierra Club 
Executive Committee, and teacher.

I support the comments from all environment groups that provided comments including Sierra Club, 
Surfrider, and all of the groups opposing oil drilling including Stop Hermosa beach Oil.

SCOPING COMMENTS 

A.  THE EIR MUST INCLUDE ANALYSIS OF ALTERNATIVE PROPOSALS.  According to State 
Environmental Law (CEQA), the EIR may be required to include analysis of alternative plans. A 
complete analysis of alternatives to this project should be completed including drilling somewhere 
else, and not drilling at all.

B.  AESTHETICS – There are clearly significant impacts and should be completely analyzed.

Analysis should be complete to include oil pipelines might be constructed in the public right of way of 
Valley Drive, Herondo Street, Anita Street, and 190th Street in the Cities of Hermosa Beach, 
Redondo Beach, and Torrance and that the gas pipeline will be located in the public right of way of 
Valley Drive and North Francesca Avenue.  The EIR should include the impacts of these cities as well 
and all public hearing involving that 

C.  TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION AND HEALTH/SAFETY -  THE CURRENT PROPOSAL 
HAS A SIGNIFICANT ADVERSE IMPACT ON THE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM AND THE 
HEALTH AND SAFETY OF THE COMMUNITY.  While the health and safety many fall under a 
separate study, all analysis is required in this EIR.  

Fracking

In all elements of the EIR, Fracking and any alternative structure that includes the injection of any 
chemicals within the Hermosa Beach city limits, to provide the same result as ‘Fracking’ should be 
included as a possible use since it is now allowed in CA.  The health and safety of people need to be 
considered and the devastating potential significant impacts need compete evaluation

Transportation
Analysis should include the minimum changes and the maximum based on the potential uses.  This 
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project will mean a complete reconstruction of many streets including Ardmore.  On Ardmore alone, 
this is a challenging project for school children riding bikes to school to the average motorist. The 
project would require a widening of streets including compliance with correct sidewalk widths as well. 
City's are not able to keep speed limits artificially lower and must comply with new traffic studies 
which will push speed limits higher.  Cyclists will be at danger and bike lanes may have to be added 
to the width of the street.  This will greatly impact the parklands that are currently in use.  This 
impacts other areas of the EIR as well.

A complete analysis should be done and impacts clearly stated on the City's Preferential Parking 
Program

D.  AIR, NOISE, AND ENERGY RESOURCES (LONG TERM ENVIRONMENTAL GOALS) – THE 
PROPOSAL HAS AN ADVERSE IMPACT ON AIR QUALITY AND NOISE FROM INCREASED 
TRAFFIC, AND AN ADVERSE IMPACT ON ENERGY CONSUMPTION AND CONFLICTS WITH 
LONG TERM ENVIRONMENTAL GOALS.

Complete analysis should be done on impacts of oils spills, fumes, etc.  and its affects on all wildlife 
on land and water. 

An analysis must be done of what type of Gas would be tested and measured and burned adjacent to 
the wells.  And what types of rigs would be located next to the wells for gas flaring until pipelines are 
built. What gases are expected to escape into the ambient air and what methods will be used to test 
for pollution? 

Analysis should include complete disclosure of liability w if disasters occur.   Will E & B pay for 
damages?  How much insurance does the City and E & B have? What bond coverage is required by 
the city? 

E.  RECREATION – THE PROPOSAL HAS AN ADVERSE IMPACT ON THE RECREATION 
POTENTIAL THAT THE GREENBELT OFFERS.    

F.  WATER QUALITY, EARTH, GEOLOGY, AND SOILS – 1)  HERMOSA BEACH MAY BE IN A 
LIQUEFACTION ZONE.  Long Beach suffered a drop in their elevation since they started oil drilling.
This needs complete analysis.  Hermosa has buildings densely close together.  In the Northridge 
earthquake, a parking lot in King Harbor was destroyed sinking many cars due to Liquefaction.  Much 
destruction will occur including the loss of life in an earthquake.  A complete analysis is required on 
the liquefaction factor.

A Previous landfill at the project site may be contaminated by lead, arsenic, barium, and petroleum 
hydrocarbons in soil and groundwater. Analysis must be done on any and all possible clean-up 
methods that might be required by appropriate regulatory agencies. What test methods will be used 
for this purpose and by whom? 

G.  CULTURAL RESOURCES – THE PROPOSAL SUGGESTS NOTHING TO BRING BACK SOME 
OF OUR PAST HISTORY OR CULTURAL RESOURCES THAT WILL BE LOST.

As a former Redondo Beach Preservation Commissioner and a Historical Society board member, 
Dean Francois knows and appreciates the desire to add this to any development proposal.

H.  MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE – THE PROJECT IS ON A FAST TRACK AND 
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THUS CLEARLY HAS THE POTENTIAL TO ACHIEVE SOME SHORT-TERM GOALS, BUT TO THE 
DISADVANTAGE OF LONG-TERM ENVIRONMENTAL GOALS.  While all the potential adverse 
impacts are not in this report, impacts could be considered cumulatively considerable.  The only way 
that the project can overcome these adverse impacts is to include as a mitigating factor that drilling 
will not occur.

Additional Comments:
Sensitive receptors—What is Hermosa Beach requiring to guarantee the human health and safety of 
the school children who attend local schools and live so close to this project that is in an incredibly 
densely populated neighborhood? 

H-Individuals-54 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Typewritten Text
DavidsonJ-18



1

Brittney

From: RON DOBOSH [rdobosh@me.com]
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 9:48 AM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Proposed oil production project

My issues are with the odor in the smell to start with. I also believe that the noise level 
would be very intrusive into everyone's life at beach I believe it is wrong to have this 
project in the small citybeach. 
The disruption with equipment and the taking up of parking spaces in the smell and the noise 
would be just too much for everybody likes to come and use the city every day, every morning. 
If this wins and passes the next thing they're going to try and do is put fracking into the 
picture. Fracking is worse. 
  Once a company comes in and starts doing their drilling they care little about the 
residents and the people that it's going to impact. The parking. 
   This is really about health, the health of people and everyone All levels. 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Monique Ehsan [monique.ehsan@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, August 07, 2013 10:19 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Public Scoping Input

The EIR is based solely upon E & B's proposal.  What if E & B deviates from their proposal?  What safeguards 
are in place to monitor their compliance with the proposal submitted?  
 
Does E & B's liability insurance adequately cover all of the risks present?  How does one even determine the 
"adequacy of coverage" for such a high-risk endeavor?  What happens to the policy if employee negligence is 
the cause of damage?  What happens to the policy and to claims in particular if E & B declares bankruptcy?   
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
 
--  
Monique Ehsan  
Shorewood Realtors 
"It's your move, call me." 
HomesbyMonique.com 
Cell: 310-382-4546 
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From: Elizabeth [lizkatz2@verizon.net]
Sent: Monday, July 29, 2013 2:23 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: /re:  E&B Oil Drilling

My husband and have resided at 1210 9th St., in Hermosa since 1988.  We are both in support of the proposed drilling project. 
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From: Barbara Ellman [hotelell@earthlink.net]
Sent: Sunday, August 11, 2013 2:03 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Scope of the Environmental Impact Report - Comments and Concerns

Mr Robertson, I would like you to consider following questions about the proposed oil drilling project. 
 
Per my direct discussion with Steve Layton, President of E&B, this company has never utilized this drilling  
process and drilling equipment. 
 
E&B has never managed and implemented a single oil drilling project from inception to completion. 
 
Since it is unlikely that E&B will be using their own company to build this oil drilling project.  
One can only assume they will be contracting out to many different companies.  Who is responsible 
for the credentials, operating history, financial stability, environmental compliance, standard of care,  
and safety record  for all of these subcontractors.    
 
What are the limitation per this  agreement about what can be subcontracted out to 3rd parties. 
 
Please include Steve Layton’s  pervious oil spill and bankruptcy filing.  His previous work history is 
important.  Also, please include Francesco Galesi  (the financer of this company) was part of World 
Com’s management during one of the largest financial melt downs in US history. 
 
Please include what is the contractual ability and ramifications if E&B is sold or sells its interests in the project. 
 
Lastly, please include all previous and ongoing law suits this company is involved with.    
 
Thank you, 
 
Barbara Ellman 
530 Loma Dr 
Hermosa Beach Ca 90254 
310/722‐8993 – Cell Phone 
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August 1, 2013  
Suzanne Evans..... Zürich, Switzerland  
I grew up in Hermosa Beach and had wonderful parents who helped make Hermosa what 
it is today. Betty and Gordon Evans.  
EvansS-1: How can any Hermosa Beach Council Member and Hermosa Beach Citizen 
even think or believe that the City of Hermosa Beach could profit from the E+B Oil 
Development Program? 
And most of all even tolerate the E+B Oil Development Project to come in and do their 
thing? 
With all the communication and Internet up-to-date Info we have today, we recieve only 
negative accounts world wide from such undertakings...world wide! 
Only a FEW profit from these undertakings.  
They move on after they have conjured a city or the such...move on looking for an new 
place to do their business. 
HERMOSA  BEACH IS JUST ONE OF MANY ON THEIR LIST! 
Drilling for oil is not the future for Hermosa Beach. 
Promised $ to pay the cities mishaps is not a promised healthy future for Hermosa. 
There is absolutely NO guarantee that the Project will be successful, that nothing will not 
happen. 
EvansS-2: Just the set up and occupation of the space needed for the Project is a threat 
for Hermosa Beach, and the invasion upon our 3 neutral climate zones. 
EvansS-3: More traffic, more of everything which Hermosa Beach does not need. 
Hermosa Beach is a small City, already trying her best to take on the outside world, which 
wants her, recognizes her beauty and tranquility. 
Save Hermosa Beach from such an experience. 
Keep the quality of living in Hermosa as it is. 
EvansS-4: The air from the south of Hermosa Beach travels easily to the north and the air 
from the north travels easily to the south. 
Just to think of our Hermosa Beach being set up for an Oil Development!!  
EvansS-5: Not to mention how gorgeous our Hermosa Beach, beach swimming conditions 
are. 
(there is pollution though..do we want more?)  
EvansS-6: The Oil Lords have tried before to come in and place themselves here. 
When the ambiance of Hermosa Beach, even the slightest is taken away... when we see it 
happen by a mishap caused by this Promised E+B Oil Development Project...then it will be 
to late to say...We should never have let them come......or.....Why did we say YES? 
It is not to late to say.......  
NO, we don‘t want the E+B Oil Development Project in Hermosa Beach! 
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From: Melissa Felton [melissascottfelton@yahoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 17, 2013 12:01 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Cc: Adam Shaivitz
Subject: NO on the E&B Oil Development Project

Ken, 
 
I am writing as a resident and property owner in Hermosa Beach.  I oppose the E&B Oil Development project 
and am seriously concerned after reading the Environmental Impact Report.    Please do the right thing and do 
NOT this project happen.   
 
Melissa Felton Shaivitz  
446 Monterey Blvd G2 
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 
917.232.4775 
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From: Robert Fortunato [Fortunato@ForStrategy.com]
Sent: Wednesday, August 07, 2013 6:23 AM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: EIR - two more things

Dear Ken, 
 
After visiting E&B's facility in Huntington Beach, I have two more requests of the EIR process: 
 
1. To appropriately mitigate the noise and smell for neighbors surrounding the project, the entire site will need 
to be enclosed.  A 32 foot wall will be insufficient, especially in the bowl like typography of Hermosa Valley.  
The smell of tar and any other gasses will need to be captured and processed to make them inert and odor free.  
 
2. The plant manager at the Huntington facility let us know that the electricity usage for the ongoing operations 
for 35 years will be extraordinarily high, somewhere in the order of 442,800 kwh/month.  That is not including 
the drilling period which will see a spike during the drilling period.  To offset that energy usage and keep our 
city's carbon neutral commitment, the site should be covered in solar panels and if that is not enough power to 
drive the equipment, solar arrays will need to be installed on other buildings/ parking lots around the city to 
make up the balance. 
 
Thank you again, 
 
Robert  
 

From: Robert Fortunato [mailto:Fortunato@ForStrategy.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2013 6:48 AM 
To: 'Ken Robertson' 
Subject: Tar Seepage in EIR? 

Hi Ken, 
 
I hope you are doing well.  I just wanted to make sure that the tar seepage rate into the ocean is something that 
Ed and his team are benchmarking as part of the EIR process.  If we do not benchmark it now there will be no 
way to determine if an increase or decrease in tar seepage is caused by the drilling project. 
 
Given the impact on tourism of tar on the beach, I would think this would be an important factor form both an 
economic and environmental standpoint. 
 
Thanks! 
 
Robert 
 

 

Robert Fortunato  
President  

310.798.1570 office  
310.594.5924 cell 

707.356.5341 fax 
www.ForStrategy.com 

 

  
Our commitment to sustainability is reflected in our Green Idea House Case Study
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From: Stacy Fraenkel [sfraenkelmail@verizon.net]
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 5:35 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Scope of the Environmental Impact Report - Comments and Concerns

Dear Mr. Robertson,  
 
As a Hermosa Beach resident with four young children, I am concerned about the long term impact the 
proposed drilling will have, and I have some questions that I would like answered. Firstly, do you take into 
consideration E&B's other projects where they have had at least sixteen toxic spills of almost 16,000 gallons 
of crude oil and diesel fuel in California alone over the past six years? These numbers are alarming to me. As 
someone who cares about our small, family oriented community, I believe it would only be prudent to look at 
past examples before bringing potential oil spills and disasters to our city. 
 
Secondly, I have seen the maps of where uncapped wells sit in our city. Some are right down the street from me. 
Some sit under the homes of friends and neighbors. How do you mitigate earthquakes and their effects on the 
wells and pipes?  
 
Finally, how do you mitigate both chronic and acute exposure to undisclosed toxic materials in our land, air and 
water? 
 
Allowing drilling in Hermosa Beach is at best, a gamble, Mr. Robertson. If this were your town, would you like 
to live with the potential risks every day?  
 
Thank you for your time. 
 
Sincerely,  
Stacy Fraenkel 
 
1168 8th Street  
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 
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From:                              Dean Francois [savethestrand@yahoo.com] 
Sent:                               Monday, August 12, 2013 2:58 PM 
To:                                   Ken Robertson; City Clerk; Robin Maynard 
Subject:                          Scoping Comments for the EIR – Oil Drilling in Hermosa Beach 
Attachments:                 Oil scoping.doc 
  
Subj: Scoping Comments for the EIR – Oil Drilling in Hermosa Beach 
  
Dear Mayor and CITY Council and Hermosa Beach Community development Director: 
  
I am a former public works Commissioner. I head up such environmental groups as the 
Protectors of Public Ocean Views and Friends of the South Bay Bicycle Paths. I am 
also a member of the Sierra Club and the Sierra Club's Conservation Committee. I 
have organized several appeals to the California coastal commission and will do it with 
this project if there are any violations to the California coastal act. 
  
I support the comments from all environment groups that provided comments including 
Sierra Club, Surfrider, VOICE, and all of the groups opposing oil drilling including Stop 
Hermosa Beach Oil. 
  
SCOPING COMMENTS  
  
A. THE EIR MUST INCLUDE ANALYSIS OF ALTERNATIVE PROPOSALS. According 
to State Environmental Law (CEQA), the EIR may be required to include analysis of 
alternative plans. A complete analysis of alternatives to this project should be 
completed including drilling somewhere else, and not drilling at all. 
  
B. AESTHETICS – There are clearly significant impacts and should be completely 
analyzed. 
  
Analysis should be complete to include oil pipelines might be constructed in the public 
right of way of Valley Drive, Herondo Street, Anita Street, and 190th Street in the Cities 
of Hermosa Beach, Redondo Beach, and Torrance and that the gas pipeline will be 
located in the public right of way of Valley Drive and North Francesca Avenue. The EIR 
should include the impacts of these cities as well and all public hearings and EIR's 
involving that as well. 
  
C. TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION AND HEALTH/SAFETY - THE CURRENT 
PROPOSAL HAS A SIGNIFICANT ADVERSE IMPACT ON THE TRANSPORTATION 
SYSTEM AND THE HEALTH AND SAFETY OF THE COMMUNITY. While the health 
and safety many fall under a separate study, all analysis is required in this EIR.  
  
Fracking 
  
In all elements of the EIR, Fracking should be included as a possible use since it is now 
allowed in CA. The health and safety of people need to be considered and the 
devastating potential significant impacts need compete evaluation. 
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Transportation 
  
As a former public works commissioner and transportation commissioner, I personally 
know too well the implications that this will have on not only the effects of noise and 
traffic but the changes to the infrastructure and repaving and complete reconstruction of 
many streets to handle the vehicles and traffic. Analysis should include the minimum 
changes and the maximum based on the potential uses.  
  
Currently Hermosa enjoys small skinny streets that are not up to the current 
guidelines and state codes. This unique element provides a natural traffic calming in 
our streets keeping speed limits much slower and safer than they otherwise would be. 
This project will mean a complete reconstruction of many streets including Ardmore. On 
Ardmore alone, the skinny streets provide a changeling to cyclists, but at least traffic 
moves slow. The project would require a widening of streets including compliance 
with correct sidewalk widths as well. Not only the increased traffic but current traffic will 
then have a feeling of being able to travel faster. City's are not able to keep speed limits 
artificially lower and must comply with new traffic studies which will push speed limits 
higher, since it will be safer at a higher speed on the new roads which become primary 
streets. Cyclists will be at danger and bike lanes may have to be added to the width of 
the street. This will greatly impact the Greenbelt and park-lands that are currently in 
use. This impacts other areas of the EIR as well. 
  
A complete analysis should be done and impacts clearly stated on the City's 
Preferential Parking Program and how this affects the Coastal Plan. 
  
D. AIR, NOISE, AND ENERGY RESOURCES (LONG TERM ENVIRONMENTAL 
GOALS) – THE PROPOSAL HAS AN ADVERSE IMPACT ON AIR QUALITY AND 
NOISE FROM INCREASED TRAFFIC, AND AN ADVERSE IMPACT ON ENERGY 
CONSUMPTION AND CONFLICTS WITH LONG TERM ENVIRONMENTAL GOALS. 
  
Complete analysis should be done on impacts of oils spills, fumes, etc. and its affects 
on all wildlife on land and water.  
  
An analysis must be done of what type of Gas would be tested and measured and 
burned adjacent to the wells.  And What types of rigs would be located next to the wells 
for gas flaring until pipelines are built.  
 
Analysis should include complete disclosure of liability if disasters occur, and the 
likelihood of such extent and frequency.  Will E & B pay for damages?  How much 
insurance does the City and E & B have?  Accidents happen when they are not 
expected.  That is why they are accidents.  
  
E. RECREATION – THE PROPOSAL HAS AN ADVERSE IMPACT ON THE 
RECREATION POTENTIAL THAT THE GREENBELT OFFERS.  
  
F. WATER QUALITY, EARTH, GEOLOGY, AND SOILS – HERMOSA BEACH MAY 
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BE IN A LIQUEFACTION ZONE. Long Beach suffered a drop in their elevation since 
they started oil drilling. This needs complete analysis. Hermosa has buildings densely 
close together. In the Northridge earthquake in 1992, a parking lot in King Harbor was 
destroyed sinking many cars due to Liquefaction. Much destruction will occur including 
the loss of life in an earthquake. A complete analysis is required on the liquefaction 
factor. And the affects of drilling with or without Fracking on this and the affects 
of drilling and/or Fracking on fresh water quality. 
  
A Previous landfill at the project site may be contaminated by lead, arsenic, barium, 
and petroleum hydrocarbons in soil and groundwater. Analysis must be done on 
any and all possible clean-up methods that might be required by appropriate regulatory 
agencies.  
  
G. CULTURAL RESOURCES – THE PROPOSAL SUGGESTS NOTHING TO BRING 
BACK SOME OF OUR PAST HISTORY OR CULTURAL RESOURCES THAT WILL 
BE LOST. 
As a former Redondo Beach Preservation Commissioner and a Historical Society board 
member, Dean Francois knows and appreciates the desire to add this to any 
development proposal. 
H. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE – THE PROJECT IS ON A FAST 
TRACK AND THUS CLEARLY HAS THE POTENTIAL Affect and DISADVANTAGE 
LONG-TERM ENVIRONMENTAL GOALS. While all the potential adverse impacts may 
not be in the EIR, impacts could still be considered cumulatively considerable. The only 
way that the project can overcome these adverse impacts is to include as a mitigating 
factor that drilling will not occur. 
  
  
Dean Francois  
Friends of the South Bay Bicycle Path  
www.SaveTheStrand.info  
po box 1544;  hermosa beach, ca 90254  
tele: 1-310-318-3326  
cell:  1-310-938-2191  
 
read article here:  http://www.dailybreeze.com/news/ci_23366347/redondo-beach-condo-battle-heats-up
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Can you please be sure they address the following questions in the EIR: 
 
FrantzS-1:  
Has E&B secured the rights to the pipeline going east up 190th Street? 
Is there a contract in place to pipe the oil through RB and Torrance? Can this 
contract be made public? Does there need to be a supplemental EIR addendum 
from RB and Torrance? 
 
FrantzS-2: 
What happens if they can’t pipe the oil? Does this mean trucking the oil and gas 
off the site? How many truck trips is that per day? Does the EIR address this 
“trucking of oil and gas off the site?” 
 
FrantzS-3: 
What is the cost of relocating the city yard? Will there be a need for an EIR for 
the new city yard? 
What is the current revenue from Storage place that will become city yard?  
 
FrantzS-4: 
What is the Drill Rig height? 
How long will the Drill Rig be on site during each phase and total time on site? 
What about the project not running on time? How is this dealt with? 
What is the work over rig height?  
When and how long can it be on site? 
What are the contingencies for the Drill Rig staying longer if the project does not 
operate on schedule?  
 
FrantzS-5: 
Please address Evacuation Plans in case of fire, exposition, oil spills big or small. 
 
FrantzS-6: 
Please address Emergency Plan. Fire response. Hazmat response. What 
agencies would respond from the city, county and state? I can assume we the 
city of HB do not have the resources to deal with such a disaster. So to bulk up 
our resources what are the costs associated with this?  
 
FrantzS-7: 
Due to the heavy industrial / high-risk nature of oil drilling and the extra liability 
what are the Insurance coverage costs to the city? 
 
FrantzS-8: 
There will be smell, 24/7/365 what are they planning on doing to combat the 
smell? Is there a way to fully enclose the facility? Are things like this being 
discussed?  
 
FrantzS-9: 
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A 32ft wall will not contain the sound and the echo factor from the surrounding 
homes. Is there a way to fully enclose the facility? Are things like this being 
discussed?  
 
The items below were sent to me via email and I would appreciate if you can 
include them…. 
 
FrantzS-10: 
Please address the effectiveness of a sound attenuation wall during all phases of 
the proposed project specifically considering that the site is in the bottom of a 
bowl and that the majority of the surrounding properties will be above the site and 
also above the proposed sound attenuation wall. 
  
FrantzS-11: 
Please address the potential “amphitheater affect” that the surrounding 
geography will have with regard to the noise from all stages of the proposed 
project as a result of the proposed site being in the bottom of a bowl with the 
geography sloping upwards to the west and east. 
 
FrantzS-12:  
Considering that the geography has a dramatic upward slope to the East and the 
prevailing winds blow to the east will the fumes and odors accumulate along the 
greenbelt (and surrounding parks like Clark Field and South Park), 
Valley/Ardmore and the homes at the bottom of the hill and be prevented from 
dissipating the way they might if the geography were flat? 
 
 FrantzS-13:  
Is there any noise or vibration that will be experienced by surrounding properties 
under which the slant drilling is occurring? 
 
 FrantzS-14:  
Is there any noise or vibration that will be experienced by surrounding properties 
after the slant drilling is completed but during the next 30 years during which the 
gas and oil will be extracted? 
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From:                              Oscar Genel [ogenel@gmail.com] 
Sent:                               Monday, August 12, 2013 6:22 PM 
To:                                   Ken Robertson 
Subject:                          Scope of the Environmental Impact Report ‐ Comments and Concerns 
  
Good Morning Ken, I'd like to start by saying how disappointed I am that this whole drilling thing is 
even an issue. In my mind this should be a no brainer, no drilling is the only way to ensure that Hermosa 
remains the idyllic location to live that it is today. Oil companies as all other companies are created to 
deliver profits to shareholders. In that race to infinitely increase profits all else including the safety of 
workers and local residents along with the environment will be sacrificed. With that said it's a matter 
when and how the devastation to our city will occur, because sooner or later it will occur. 
  
questions as follows: 

  Why are they proposing a 32' wall when city regulation has a height limit of 
30'?  

  Do you take into consideration E&B's other projects where they have had at 
least 16 toxic spills of almost 16,000 gallons of crude oil and diesel fuel in 
California alone over the past 6 years?  

  How will increased truck traffic during the initial phase along already 
densely populated streets affect our health and safety?  

  Who oversees safety operations and do they have adequate 
knowledge/ability to handle emergency situations?  

  How do you mitigate earthquakes and their effects on the wells and pipes?  
  How do you mitigate both chronic and acute exposure to undisclosed toxic 

materials in our land, air, and water?  
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Thank you, 
Oscar Genel 
510 3rd St. 
Hermosa Beach, CA  
P | 310.980.4064   
ogenel@gmail.com 
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From: Kathleen Gerber [kathleeng@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 6:31 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Scope of the Environmental Impact Report - Comments and Concerns

Dear Ken:  
 
First - may I say you handled some of the more, um, less polite (yet validly concerned) residents at the meeting 
last month with grace. 
 
I have been a Hermosa resident for 24 years, and a home owner for 11 years. I love it here. I want to live here 
the rest of my life. My husband and I live on Cypress with our 5 year old daughter. All my concerns relate to 
the health and well-being of my daughter. 
 
I know my environmental concerns have already probably been brought up, but here are some anyway. 
I am going to just bullet point. Enjoy! 

 light pollution - light pollution effects sleep patterns, which adversely effect brain development.  

 noise pollution - Problems related to noise include, stress, high blood pressure, headaches, disturbance 
of rest and sleep, productivity and mental-health effects, and a general reduction in one’s quality of life  

 the risk and effects of any industrial accidents in such a high density area 

 unpleasant odors 

 
 
Clearly, there are many more concerns that I hope others have brought up. 
 
Thank you for your time. 
 
Kathleen Gerber 
839 Cypress 
--  
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From: Gordon Gray [onescot@aol.com]
Sent: Monday, August 05, 2013 3:27 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Oil Drilling EIR, Resident comments and concerns

Gordon Gray and  
Alison Gray 
1111 Valley Drive, 
Hermosa Beach 
CA 90254 
August 5, 2013 
 

Dear Sir, 

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Report:  Hermosa Beach resident comments & concerns 

My wife and I are longtime residents of Hermosa Beach and we enjoy and love this little community and feel 
an integral part of the life and wellbeing of the city. Hermosa is where, for close to 30 years, we have chosen 
to live and raise our family. We have consistently supported the positive activities in the City to make Hermosa 
a caring, responsible, family place to live and raise kids. 

However it is with true dismay that my wife and I read about the Hermosa City plans to potentially allow Oil 
drilling in the city. As longtime residents of Hermosa our response to any Oil Drilling in Hermosa is that we 
are unequivocally and absolutely opposed to such projects. 

Drilling for Oil and Natural Gas with all the inherent and real risks to health and safety and the extensive 
“Potentially Significant Impacts” (as identified by you) is anathema to Hermosa Beach and its residents and to 
the values of Hermosa residents. 

Looking at the list of environmental aspects, which you yourself have identified as having a “Potentially 
Significant Impact”, is astounding and frankly very damming. From this extensive list of environmental factors 
almost ALL have Potentially Significant Impact on our little community so why is this Oil Drilling even being 
considered by Hermosa Council? 

         Aesthetics 

         Biological Resources 

         Green House Gas Emissions 

         Land Use/Planning 

         Transportation/Traffic 

         Cultural Resources 

         Mandatory Findings of Significance 

         Hazards & Hazardous Materials 

         Energy/Mineral Resources 

         Public Services 

         Utilities / Service Systems  

         Noise 

         Hydrology/Water Quality 
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2

         Air Quality 

         Geology /Soils 
 

The community would have to suffer the negative effects and risks of 34 wells operating under our properties 
for greater than 35 Years. This is totally unacceptable to the residents, the children (born and yet to be born in 
Hermosa), the environment, the Hermosa way of life and the value of our properties in Hermosa.  

We the people of Hermosa do not want this abomination in our community and in some case just yards from 
our front doors. Hermosa is a quiet, peaceful, fun loving, laid back, and caring community where this type of 
negative endeavor will destroy the very fabric of the city and forever change the character of Hermosa Beach. 
I believe that this is the essence of why most Hermosan’s are against the Oil Drilling.  

As concerned residents we are prepared to oppose this Oil and Natural Gas drilling proposal as vociferously 
and energetically as possible. 

Please register us as an absolute NO to Oil Drilling in Hermosa. 

 

Sincerely, 

Gordon Gray and Alison Gray 

1111 Valley Drive, 
Hermosa Beach 
CA 90254 
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From: C. Andrew Harner [charner4@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 2:00 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Oil ?

Hey Ken, 
 
Andrew Harner 
168 Hill St 
Hermosa 

Will the truck traffic patterns be well established and regulated? We have many narrow streets and I dont know 
if the trucks can fit with a second vehicle and parking. 

Also, is there a plan to do periodic testing of air and water to see if there are any changes in the chemical 
contents? 
 
Thanks, 
--  
Andrew Harner  
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EIR – Proposed Oil Production Project 
Scoping Comments: 
05 August 2013 

From: 
 
Scott Hebl 
654 5th Street 
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 
310 702 4615   heebz1@yahoo.com 
 
 
Scoping Questions: 
 

HeblS‐1: Please confirm that MRS will conduct their own independent noise, traffic, and air 
quality impact studies.    I would like to confirm that MRS will not be using data or elements of 
the studies (noise & traffic) that E&B sponsored and submitted with their planning application. 

a. One of the communications mentions that MRS will peer review the E&B sponsored 
studies.   This should not serve as a replacement for completely independent studies on 
these topics by a qualified resource that MRS hires. 

 
HeblS‐2: Please confirm the effective use of “mitigations” when citing a lower residual risk index 

after use of claimed mitigations.    
a. In the Noise Impact study sponsored by E&B there are several risks that are ultimately 

classified as “insignificant” after the use of several layers of mitigation.   There was a less 
than rigorous use of mitigations in terms of classical risk management.  Several types of 
mitigations were claimed (operator remembers to wrap hammers with rags, operator 
remembers to put rubber on the V‐Door before lowering pipes, etc) that are prone to 
failure and thus should not be relied on as effective mitigations.   I request that only 
proven mitigations that work 100% of the time be used before using these mitigations 
to lower a risk index.   Operational mitigations (workers remembering due to certain 
tasks) would not qualify as this type of robust mitigation. 

b. Please analyze the monitoring mechanism to ensure that noise levels would not exceed 
city standards & city ordinances.  A rigorous monitoring mechanism put in place by E&B 
would be expected. 

 
HeblS‐3: Please ensure worst case/maximum conditions are used when analyzing impacts.   For 

instance E&B cites that a 120 foot “work over rig” may be on the premises for up to 90 days 
per year.  This is the height that should be used for all visual analysis, real estate analysis, etc, 
not the commonly referred to 90 foot drilling rig. 
 

HeblS‐4: Please review the impact of not having E&B personnel trained as first responders to a 
fire, oil spill or other industrial accident.   E&B states in the planning application that on site 
personnel will not be trained as first responders for these events. 
 

HeblS‐5: Please thoroughly analyze the impacts of additional light pollution. 
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HeblS‐6: Please thoroughly analyze the impact of mal odors due to the potential drilling project. 
 

HeblS‐7: Please analyze the effect of this potential industrial operation on local real estate values 
for property directly surrounding the site. 
 

HeblS‐8: Please analyze the potential impact of directional drilling in the presence of hundreds of 
abandoned wells in Hermosa Beach. 
 

HeblS‐9: Please analyze the high density impact of having 34 wells concentrated on a 1.4 acre 
plot of land. 
 

HeblS‐10: Please analyze the impacts from having to drill relief wells and shut off wells due to a 
well blow out, oil leak, and other types of related events.   (The probability of these events is 
non zero, so a full analysis of the impact and resulting recovery plan from these events should 
be supplied). 
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From:                              Emily Hegenberger [emmyhe@hotmail.com] 
Sent:                               Sunday, August 11, 2013 11:17 PM 
To:                                   Ken Robertson 
Subject:                          EIR questions 
  
Hi Ken - 
  
Thank you for taking our questions.  I have spent many hours over the past 6 months or so trying to 
understand this project.  I have followed meetings online, attended a few in person and read through 
documents.  This is quite a lot of information for a citizen to weed through.  How will the EIR be 
presented so that citizens can make an informed vote without dedicating hours to research?  Hopefully 
the report can clarify all of the information in an unbiased and simple to follow format for citizens who 
cannot spend this amount of time.   
  
My questions for the EIR: 
  
 - Is undergrounding of utilities that E&B proposes for the entire city or just near the oil drilling site? 
 What are the environmental concerns with undergrounding?  What are the environmental benefits? 
- What is the evacuation plan should a disaster/spill occur?  How will the schools be evacuated and to 
where? 
- What methods are used to assure accuracy of EIR?  Isn't this all just really an educated guess?   
- How far outside the drilling site would drilling noise be audible and the air quality be affected?  What 
if the wind shifts? 
- How will the public stay informed on air quality?   
- How will all categories of environmental impact be measured on a continual basis?  i.e. will there be 
an air quality measurement device that links directly to a real time internet update for citizens?  What 
specifically is the technology that will be used to monitor it? 
- If there is an environmental disaster, will E&B provide housing and relocation services for affected 
community members? What is the reunification plan for children evacuated from the schools with their 
families?   
- What if it affects the surrounding towns and their air quality?     
-Given that our schools are outdoor campuses, what are the alternatives for our students on a poor air 
quality day as a result of this project? Will there be an indoor play area for our children when they 
cannot safely play outdoors?  Will air quality be monitored at our schools as well as around town?   
- There has been mention of upland sources of oil?  Can additional pipelines that are not listed in the 
proposal be added to access additional oil sources in town? 
- At what point is an environmental infraction considered significant enough to terminate the project? 
 Suspend the project?  Who would decide this?  How quickly can the project be suspended? 
 Immediately?  
- How will environmental toxins be monitored and who monitors them?  E & B?  The city?  A 3rd 
party?   
- What degree of environmental impact is allowable per the contract?   
- Will Hermosa Beach hold E&B to higher environmental standards than the state and national 
government do? 
-Since the oil pipeline will have to go through Torrance and Redondo Beach, will those cities also have 
to vote to approve this project?   
-How many homes will the pipeline travel under?  What is the risk to those residents?  What are the 
benefits? 
- What level of emissions come from burning gas on site?  Will there be an exposed flame? 
- In an already taxed power grid, how will adding this project onto SCE affect power levels, brown and 
black outs in the area? 
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-How can we assure that contaminated groundwater is truly contained beyond a shadow of a doubt? 
 Given recent extreme weather fluctuations, how can we assure a 100 year storm will not hit? 
- What are the environmental risks associated with removing old refuse from under the city yard 
including asbestos and oil based paint?   
-Will fracking or any process similar to fracking be employed in the project regardless of terminology?   
- What percentage increase of pollution is acceptable within the parameters of the contract?  
  
Thank you. 
  
Emily Hegenberger 
emmyhe@hotmail.com 
310-384-2244 
  

Page 2 of 2

H-Individuals-92 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Typewritten Text
HegenE-19

Brittney
Typewritten Text
HegenE-20

Brittney
Typewritten Text
HegenE-22

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Typewritten Text
HegenE-21



 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

OFFICE  553 N. Pacific Coast Highway #126   Redondo Beach, CA 90277 
PHONE 424.237.4460 

EMAIL ahempelmann@me.com 

 

Ann Hempelmann 
Environmental Consulting  
& Education 

 

 
 

 
 
August 8, 2013 
 
Ken Robertson 
Director, Community Development Department 
1315 Valley Drive 
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 
 
Re: Environmental Impact Report Proposed Oil Production Project Public Scoping 
Comments 
 
Dear Ken: 

HempelmannA-1 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 
scope. I am writing as a thirty-plus year Hermosa Beach resident, long-time homeowner, and 
former member of Hermosa’s Green Task Force and Carbon Neutral Committee. I am also 
writing as an environmental engineer and educator. 
 
I support other community members’ concerns about groundwater contamination, spills, 
leaks, fugitive and other emissions, waste disposal, truck traffic, increased risk of 
earthquakes, and reinjection of wastewater. My main concern, though, is the generation of 
greenhouse gases (GHG). 
 
 
The best scientific analysis we have today recommends that between 2/3 and 4/5 of 
the known fossil fuel reserves must stay in the ground to avoid the worst impacts of 
climate change. (Meinshausen, et. al.) A very new study actually shows that this 
previous estimate is too generous, and shows that we, as a planet, have essentially 
reached maximum carbon emissions. (Steinacher, et. al.) 
 

 
I realize the California Environmental Quality Act certain guidelines for lifecycle emissions 
of this sort. These guidelines may or may not mandate inclusion of lifecycle carbon 
emissions. However, because time is of the essence in minimizing climate change impacts, I 
urge the City of Hermosa Beach to consider carbon impacts of this project.  
 
Here is a brief summary of the issue. As you no doubt know, there is now a strong 
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 national and international scientific consensus supporting the conclusion that human 
activities are contributing to climate change. The average global temperature has increased 
about 0.7 deg C. Most of the countries in the world, including the U.S., China, Russia, 
India, and the European Union, have committed to taking action to limit temperature 
increase to 2 deg C. (This target is not considered "safe," and may be decreased to 1.5 deg 
C in the next few years.) Scientists have estimated the amount of cumulative global CO2 
emissions, for 2000 through 2050, that are likely to keep the planet under this threshold 
temperature. This CO2 estimate is known as the carbon budget. 

 
The problem is that, at current rates of emissions, the global community is likely to use up 
that carbon budget by 2026. It's true that the U.S. carbon emissions have decreased slightly 
over the past 10 years, but at a pace that is less than half the necessary annual rate of 
reduction. Worse, analysis of the international carbon reduction pledges shows that these 
reductions are not expected to prevent a 2 deg C temperature rise. A new scientific analysis 
actually paints an even more threatening picture: these scientists considered not just 
temperature rise, but also other planetary impacts such as ocean acidification and crop 
production. Their study concluded that the previously estimated carbon budget would need 
to be cut by about half.  

 
Outside the scientific community, public response to climate change is increasing. Major 
international financial institutions, such as Pricewaterhouse Coopers and HSBC (the third 
largest publicly-traded bank in the world) recognize the urgency of the situation. They have 
published reports evaluating the carbon budget from economic and investment perspectives. 
Some cities with strong sustainability objectives, such as San Francisco and Seattle, are 
divesting from fossil fuels. Many universities are considering this approach, too. Please note 
that the divestment movement focuses on all fossil fuels, not just oil and coal. Sempra is not 
on the list of companies recommended for divestment; however, the shift in perception of 
natural gas as a clean fuel is being questioned. I am also noticing that public grant programs, 
such as the CEC's Alternative and Renewable Vehicle and Fuel and Vehicle Technology 
Program, are shifting their emphasis from natural gas vehicles to electrics and hydrogen. 
Other vehicle grant programs are beginning to offer a 5-point scoring advantage, out of 100 
points, to applications using renewable natural gas.  

 
Based on publicly available information and my calculations, the oil produced by this project, 
when combusted, will generate about 1,000,000 metric tons of CO2 equivalents. This volume 
is roughly equivalent to the operating emissions from a medium-sized oil refinery. The City of 
Hermosa Beach has adopted a sustainability plan and an initiative to make the city operations 
carbon neutral. The evaluation of this project must consider how the significant increase in 
lifecycle carbon emissions impacts the environment, as well as evaluating how it impacts 
previously adopted city objectives. 

 
Thank you for your consideration. I would be happy to discuss this topic further. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ann Hempelmann 
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From: Keegan, Kristine [kristine.keegan@natplan.com]
Sent: Monday, August 12, 2013 3:01 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Hermosa EIR

Dear Mr. Robertson, 
I am writing with regards to the EIR for the Hermosa Drilling Project.  I am very, very concerned about oil drilling in such 
a dense area.  I can't imagine oil drilling in New York City and Hermosa Beach is more dense than NYC!   

The obvious problems and issues I would like the EIR to address: 

Contamination of drinking water 
Toxin spills  
Cancer rates in oil drilling areas multiplied by our dense population 
Heavy trucks on our extremely small streets 
    What is the traffic plan?  PCH to 190th to Valley or Monterey and back? 
    Safety of Sewer lines and Electrical lines 
The air pollution you get from the smoky trucks and oil rigs 
The noise level of trucks and oil rigs during the day and night 
Hermosa has a height limit for a reason...why are we waiving the limit for the Oil proposal? 
     high sound wall 
     extremely high drilling rigs 
Where is the "Drilling Mud" tank going to be located and what will happen if it has a leak? 
Who is in charge of the safety of the project?  Obviously it has to be someone different than E&B and someone who has 
experience.  What will be the safety schedule (weekly, monthly, quarterly)?  Who will cover the cost?  
What happens when we have an earthquake?   
Small earthquakes are felt for miles in the surrounding area, what happens if something explodes? 
What precautions are made for fire? 

I would hope that the EIR people interview Hermosa Beach Police and Fire and the issues they have had getting thru our 
small streets in cases of emergency.   

A small leak or small fire happening in such a dense area there will be thousands of people affected.  It is the 
most inappropriate spot to have oil rigs, in my opinion.   

People have chosen to buy homes and live by the beach for the fresh air and to get away from "city" life.  Bringing in oil 
rigs will hurt all of Hermosa.  Decisions made just for the money are never good decisions.  If the oil drilling passes, I'm 
sure we won't have to worry about more school or city services being paid for because not as many people will be 
attracted to the city.   

It is my sincere hope that you and the EIR look at the consequences of what oil will do to our city. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Sincerely,

Kristine Keegan 
572 18th Street 
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 
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From: Mike [ewebmarketing1@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 24, 2013 4:23 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Scope of the Environmental Impact Report - Comments and Concerns

NO oil drilling in hermosa beach !  
 
Oil companies win, we get nothing!  
 
 
Mike A. Kersgard 
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From: Judy [spirithermosa@aol.com]
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 6:34 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Scope of the Environmental Impact Report - Comments and Concerns

Dear Ken,  
The oil drilling in Hermosa Beach is not good for the residents of Hermosa  as well as 
the 100s of visitors that enjoy our city.  Our children's children will never know the 
beauty and joy of living in small beach community that is clean, safe and filled with 
the sweet smell of the sea. 

Please stop this oil drilling project in Hermosa Beach!!!  The cost for the residents is 
too high - our way of life, our home values, and our children's future is in your hands.  
 
Valley Park Ave resident for 37 years. 
 
 
Judy and John Lange 
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From:                              Ian Lee‐Leviten [ileeleviten@yahoo.com] 
Sent:                               Monday, August 12, 2013 7:50 AM 
To:                                   Ken Robertson 
Subject:                          Corrected comments on the EIR scoping document 
  
  
I made a slight error which I corrected in this email. 
 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: Ian Lee-Leviten <ileeleviten@yahoo.com> 
Date: August 11, 2013, 8:22:27 PM EDT 
To: Ken Robertson <krobertson@hermosabch.org> 
Subject: Comments on the EIR scoping document 

Dear Mr. Robertson 
I am submitting comments on the EIR scoping document for the oil project. 
If my comments are unclear, please feel free to email me. 
Ian Lee-Leviten 
760 Monterey Boulevard, Hermosa Beach 
 
1. General Comments 
 
The report may claim, as your analysis does, that certain environmental impacts will be 
mitigated via one technique or another e.g. a 32' wall to reduce noise.  If the report relies on 
mitigating factors to reduce an unfavorable impact I think it would be very helpful if the 
report were to comment on the nature of the evidence that the proposed mitigation works eg 
how do we know that a 32' wall is high enough? Are the conclusions based on practical 
experience, academic studies, widely  and successfully practiced, or what? 
 
I also think the E&B's operating record should be taken into account.   I would like to 
understand what enforcement mechanism there is if E&B does not implement any required 
mitigations. I didn't want to sound too cynical but it is easy to write words on paper.  Since 
mitigating techniques often are expensive, companies are known to change their minds. 
 Finally, what can we do if the mitigating techniques just don't work? 
 
I'm also unclear on how the EIR takes into account the fact the oil and gas industry 
constantly experiences accidental fires, explosions, leaks etc.  Reading the proposed scoping 
document I sometimes felt it was portraying a magical world where bad things don't 
happen.  However, EVEN when companies do everything they can to reduce the number of 
accidents, they seem to happen anyway.  There is probably no level of mitigation that can 
change that.  How will this impact the assessment? 
 
2. Item III ( e) odors 
You say " some odors may occur as part of the oil and gas production".  That seems like a 
major understatement.  I've driven across the country several times and I can tell you it's not 
hard to know when you are in the oil areas of West Texas.  I would like to see a discussion 
of how far from the site the smells may travel.  Will they cover all of Hermosa?  Will I be 
sitting by the ocean and smell them? Will they reach Manhattan Beach and Redondo 
Beach?  What is the impact over many years (extraction will be 24 hours a day, 7 days a 
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week) of chronic exposure to high odor levels?  
 
3. Item VI 
a - earthquakes 
I understand that the site is not directly on an active fault.  However, it would be unrealistic 
to think there is no chance of seismic activity at the site.  I would like to see in 
straightforward language a description of what could happen at the site as a result of an 
earthquake of magnitude 5 or greater.  When reading about earthquakes one often sees a 
discussion of the damage caused by fire following the earthquake.  Could an earthquake 
cause the wells to explode? 
Also what damage could an earthquake cause to the 34 wells that are running under our 
homes?  I would also like to see discussion of the impact of the drilling and extraction itself 
on the likelihood of increasing the damage in Hermosa from an earthquake.  
I read that the techniques being used are not "fracking".  Assuming that is correct, is there 
any evidence out there that the techniques being used can cause earthquakes in the way that 
fracking is now generally accepted to do? 
 
c - subsidence 
You say that the ratio of water injection volumes to total fluids will be less than one to one. 
 You then go on to say that a ratio of one to one or greater has been necessary to control 
subsidence in Wilmington-Long Beach.  Even accepting the differences in geology, on the 
face of it this seems like a poor plan.  Moreover what value is a subsidence monitoring 
plan?  Once subsidence is detected, isn't it too late?  I understand that drilling or extraction 
may stop (assuming that could be enforced), but what about the damage that is already done 
and discovered through the monitoring?  Hermosa isn't some empty field somewhere, it's a 
very built up city. 
 
4. Item IX (j) tsunami 
I'm confused by your discussion of this item. I live at the corner of 8th and Monterey and 
across from our house is a sign that says entering tsunami zone. So if Monterey and 8 th is 
in a tsunami zone, then surely Monterey and 6 th is in one too.  Are we so sure that the 
tsunami would stop at Monterey and not run down to the project site?  Are we kidding 
ourselves the way the Japanese did with regard to their nuclear plant and tsunami risk? 
Shouldn't this be explored further?  Also, even if a local tsunami couldn't reach  the 6th St 
drilling and extraction site, would a tsunami closer to the ocean impact the upland 
underground wells that are closer to the beach and would it impact the wells that are in the 
ocean? 
 
5.  Item XII(c) - permanent noise increases 
The scoping document states that expected increases in noise will be evaluated against 
Hermosa's existing policies.  I don't know what these policies are.  Are they stringent 
enough to let us sleep at night?  There will be a decades long chronic exposure to increased 
noise from the drilling and extraction, should the noise levels be compared to something 
other than existing policies.  How far will the noise travel, particularly at night?  Will the 
mental health impact of being exposed to the noise for years be explored? 
 
6.  Item XIII(c) - displacing people 
While the project will not result in the destruction of any homes, it seems to me there should 
be more study of the impact of the project on the homes that are very close to the project 
site.  It seems wrong to assume that there will be no impact from living very close to 24 
hour a day , 7 days a week of drilling and extraction.  Unpleasant smells, loud noise, light 
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pollution, risks of breathing in hydrogen sulfide, risks of fires, explosions, oil spills and god 
knows what else - none of this sounds very appealing.  It may very well be that homes will 
become unlivable. I think this should be studied further. 
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Brittney

From: Cyn and Vin Marchant [cynandvin@hotmail.com]
Sent: Sunday, August 11, 2013 7:42 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: FW: E&B Drilling

 
 
Mr. Roberton, my wife and I attended the EIR "scoping" meeting on July 24th and have a number of 
questions and a request. 
  
Questions: 

 Will the geologic/hydrologic surveys include the acoustic effects of undersea drilling? There are 
recurring pods of whales that feed off the coast. In particular, last year we had Blue Whales 
feeding in the deep chasm just off the Redondo Beach Power Station. I would like to know if there 
is any research into what acoustic signatures are generated around the drilling area and if it could 
disturb/scare away or in any way interrupt the whales from feeding? 

  

  In the handout, Phase 2 of the project references one water disposal well. During the 
presentation this was described as a "reinjection well." If these are the same wells, why are they 
labeled differently? A reinjection well by definition is returning extracted fluids to the oilfield. 
But in this case does it have an "Enhanced Oil Recovery" (EOR) function? Is the water being used 
to pressurize the field to help extract more oil, or just to replace the water separated onsite from 
the oil? 

 

  Will there be additional water being brought onto the site? If so where from, and who is going to 
pay for it? Southern California is already living on borrowed time as far as potable water goes, 
using more for this venture is not a responsible use of the resource. 

 

 Who is engineering the project? Is E&B doing it in-house, or going to hire an firm like Fluor, 
Parsons, Foster Wheeler etc? 

 

  If being done in-house, who is going to review the instrumentation and controls systems, SIS and 
other important aspects of the construction and operation of the plant? what is their past record 
like regarding safety, noise and smell abaitment? 

  

 What is going to be the effect of the new volume of traffic going to the relocated City Repair Yard?
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 Besides E&B, who stands to gain from this venture when there cannot be any reasonable defense 
for the amount of risks to our population 

  

 All gas fields that I have visited over the years (I have been in the Instrumentation and Controls 
business for 30+ years and sold liquid and gas flow-meter technologies to all major oil 
companies) have an emergency flare to absorb sudden pressure increases ("burps") that can't be 
handled by the process. This is being promoted as an oil production facility, but gas will be present 
and separated on-site. Is there going to be a flare, and if so, how tall will it be? And how will it be 
hidden from the public? 

  

 If this project is approved, are there going to be (financial) penalty clauses inserted to prevent 
delays from extending its life? Will accumulated delays allow for the permanent shutdown the 
project prior to completion? 

 
Requests: 

 Where appropriate, all references to any escape of oil or gas should be called a leak (OED: 
accidentally lose or admit contents, especially liquid or gas, through a hole or crack) not a spill ( 
OED: cause or allow (liquid) to flow over the edge of its container, especially unintentionally).  

 
If I fill a glass of water from my tap and lose a bit walking away, it's a spill, the amount is defined it 
can be seen, and can be cleaned up. If the water pipe in the wall feeding the tap has a leak, it 
could go undetected for some time, the amount of loss is undefined, and it is more difficult to find 
and fix.  
 
The same applies to underground oil/gas pipelines, IMO the Industry uses of the term "spill" to 
diminish the apparent danger and make it sound like a single event. If an underground pipeline is 
compromised there will be loss of product that will continue until the pipeline shutdown, the leak 
found and repaired. The product in/on the ground will be leaked, not spilled. I believe you will be 
doing the residents of Hermosa Beach a disservice, and be unconsciously supporting the oil 
company, if you allow them to continue to use the term spill, rather than leak. 

 
Vince Marchant. 837 15th Street, Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 (310) 897 2545 
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From: Allan Mason [silvermason@verizon.net]
Sent: Thursday, August 08, 2013 2:35 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: EIR Comments

EIR Comments 

  

1.     Noise.  Peak noise is more important than average noise, and E&B should 
not be allowed to ignore it as part of an “average” level.  Noise as observed 
from many locations is critical to truly assess impact.  Many sites will be 
above the attenuation wall, so noise impact at these locations must be 
considered. 

2.    Greenbelt.  The unique nature of the greenbelt must be considered.  It is a 
below‐street‐level channel that could transmit noise and odors outside the 
immediate area.  It also has the potential to trap heavier‐than‐air chemicals, 
creating a potentially toxic atmosphere. 

3.    Induced earthquake.  The possibility of an earthquake triggered by water 
injection or some other process must be considered the paramount risk of 
this project, and should be thoroughly studied.  This is already a seismically 
active area!  

4.    Risk to old wells.  The presence of hundreds of old capped wells of dubious 
integrity must be considered.  The possibility of a blowout or other leakage, 
either on land or offshore, caused by newly pressurizing the system must be 
analyzed thoroughly. 

5.    Subsidence.  The potential subsidence problems caused by many miles of 
tunnels, coupled with water injection, must be studied. 

6.    Water injection.  The chemicals in the water being injected must be 
identified and their impacts analyzed.   Where will the water come from and 
what impact will it have on our precious and shrinking drinking water 
resources? 

7.    Traffic.  What impact will the vulnerable heavy truck traffic have on local 
environment and on other streets between here and the refinery?  What 
about accidents on those steep hills on 190th St.? 

8.    Beyond the parameters.  We must look beyond the stated parameters of 
this project.  What if E&B decided not to play by the rules in some way?  
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What if they secretly added new processes, exceeded some capacity, took 
short cuts, stored too many chemicals, etc.?  We should look at the impact of 
a worse‐case scenario triggered by doing something they’re not supposed to 
do.      
  
  

Allan Mason   

625 Monterey Blvd 
Hermosa Beach                                                                                                               
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From:                              Yahoo!© [jepulcini@aol.com] 
Sent:                               Sunday, August 11, 2013 10:27 PM 
To:                                   Ken Robertson 
Subject:                          Scope of the Environmental Impact Report ‐ Comments and Concerns 
  
To: Kenneth Robertson 
From:  Marvin I. May 
           2230 The Strand 
           Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 
          PH: 310 376-0775 
RE:    Comments & Concerns 
 
Moved to Hermosa Beach in 1962 and have lived at both ends of town.   Own business rentals and 
property at: 436 Ardmore Ave., 422 Ardmore Ave., 611 4th St., 615 4th St., 635 4th St., 960 2nd St., 
and 2230 The Strand.  Traffic is already difficult traveling from one end of town to the other as it is now.  If oil 
comes to Hermosa all my renters have threatened to move.  My property values will go down.  The streets, air, 
and quality of life will be diminished.  Therefore,  I will fight this to the bitter end.  To avoid these things happening, 
I will oppose this in every way I can.  This city is beautiful, living conditions are excellent and I do not want to see 
it spoiled.  No money or false assurances can buy my vote.  Every day I hear and read about oil accidents of 
contamination of land, air and water. 
Sincerely,   Marvin May 
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From:                              Kat4Cts@aol.com 
Sent:                               Monday, August 12, 2013 10:52 AM 
To:                                   Ken Robertson 
Subject:                          Oil EIR ‐ public scoping comments 
  
Dear Ken: 
I have the following comments re: environmental issues I would like the EIR to address: 
  
Review of the prior EIR noting which items have been changed since the last project and which items are still 
relevant, no longer relevant, have become less or more relevant; 
  
Total number of Preferential Parking beach spaces being lost and where they will be replaced within the local 
coastal zone as per the City's local Coastal Plan approval by Coastal Commission, such as: Current parking 
adjacent to City yard; parking adjacent to Mini Storage that will become the City Yard; 
  
Discussion of other agencies approvals needed such as: Coastal Commission, State Lands Commission, State 
Water Board, etc. 
  
Validity and correctness of current water testing at City Yard when the testing was done without a permit, the 
contractor was hired and supervised by the applicant, there was no public notice, etc. The testing should be 
redone by the City and a City selected testing company with no input from the applicant except for 
reimbursement of costs. Why was this done prior to the EIR process beginning?; 
  
Discussion of historical onshore vs offshore wind patterns and environmental consequences; 
  
Environmental effects on our now large population of children living in the City. Review of current school 
enrollments and location of schools, routes to school, and hours of school days; 
  
Parking for employees and trucks to conduct testing, temporary and permanent drilling on site; 
  
Emergency plans for fires, expositions, earthquakes, pipeline breaks, etc.; 
  
Environmental effects of pipelines under residential and public properties to access tidelands; 
  
History of location of tidelands vs. beach sand due to migration of sand caused by King Harbor, and other 
causes over the last century; 
  
Environmental impact on sea life including animals, shells (sand dollars), seaweed, breeding grounds for 
pelicans, dolphin habitats, etc. 
  
Thank you, 
Kathleen Midstokke 
1101 - 2nd Street 
Hermosa Beach, CA 
Kat4Cts@aol.com (not public) 
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From:                              Chris Miller [chrismiller.beachreporter@gmail.com] 
Sent:                               Monday, August 12, 2013 12:55 PM 
To:                                   Ken Robertson 
Subject:                          EIR submissions for Marine Research Specialists 
Attachments:                 EIR letter to MRS.rtf 
  

August 12, 2013 

  
  
Marine Research Services 

  
  
Dear Sirs, 

This letter is regards to the proposed oil project by E & B 
Natural resources to drill for oil in Hermosa Beach after almost 
a 100 year ban. My name is Chris Miller. I am concerned about 
the aesthetics and the shared cultural history in Hermosa 
Beach.  Informed from the fact that I was fortunate to have 
grown up and attend school here in Hermosa when my father 
film maker, Warren Miller decided to raise his family here. In 
addition to our family home, my father's company Warren Miller 
Enterprises production offices were located on Pier Avenue for 
close to 45 years because where else would you want to live 
and work if you have the choice. 

  
As the co-author of two books on the History of Hermosa I 
became very familiar with the stories and the passions of those 
who have and do call Hermosa Beach home. I discovered 
stories about this town and the residents at every corner. East, 
West, North and South. 
  
Hermosa by definition means beautiful in Spanish. In 1919, the 
residents were given this Tidelands Trust by the state of 
California to protect our coastline and to become the stewards 
of our beach. We love the ocean breezes, the sounds of the 
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waves and the funky aspects of Hermosa. Young and old, we 
have learned to share the bike paths, the restaurants and our 
shared cultural history for over 100 years . 

  
My concerns for this EIR process is how will you quantify our 
lifestyle. This way of life many of us moved here to enjoy. 
Wherever we live, work or visit in Hermosa Beach due to it's 
size and density we will be effected. Whether we live directly 
across the street from the current city yard or on the north end 
of town well away from the proposed project we are in this 
together. We are all Hermosa's. 

  
I would like this EIR process to include our Surfer's Walk of 
Fame where the names Dewey Weber, Hap Jacobs and 
LeRoy Grannis to name a few who have been given a place in 
our history. It was a 14 year old boy who learned to shape 
surfboards in a garage on 21st. Street who took what he 
learned to become one of the biggest producers of surfboards 
in the world, Greg Noll. When he went on to be one of the first 
people in history to ride the biggest waves in the world at 
Waimea Bay it was his courage and character that pushed him 
into those waves a passion for life learned on the shores of this 
beautiful beach town. 

  
I would also, add the story of a young trumpet player, Howard 
Rumsey who was given a chance to manage a small funky 
beach bar in the late 1940's who could have imagined that his 
passion would transform the music world and The Lighthouse 
would become the birthplace of the West Coast Jazz 
movement. 
  
Hermosa Beach over and over has defined itself as a 
independent, creative and unique beach town.  As early as 
next week we will host the International Surf Festival where 

Page 2 of 4

H-Individuals-123 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Typewritten Text
MillerC-4

Brittney
Typewritten Text
MillerC-5

Brittney
Typewritten Text
MillerC-6



lifeguards including members of the Junior lifeguard program 
from all over the world will compete in a variety of competitions 
to be proclaimed the Best of the Beach.  
  
These stewards of our coastline also, include beach volleyball 
players. Hermosa is the cradle of beach volleyball, last 
weekend we celebrated the 45th year of the Seawright 
Volleyball tournament just one of many tournaments held 
throughout the summer.  Every weekend the volleyball courts 
along the beaches of Hermosa are full, a gathering place of 
sorts where we can spend our free time on a certain street to 
play, to raise our families and to enjoy this way of life at the 
beach. Hermosa Beach is now home to the Beach Volleyball 
Hall of Fame... it is also, home to Eric Fonoimwana one of the 
first men to win a gold medal in Beach Volleyball at the 
Olympics.  
  
People come from all over the world to find Hermosa Beach.  
For over a 100 years we have appreciated this town just the 
way it is and just the way it's not. I stand before you tonight to 
highlight just a few of the cultural and aesthetic aspects of this 
city that cannot be overlooked during this EIR process. To 
stand up for the names both sung and unsung who have come 
before to define this city.  In conclusion, I've said this before 
but, it bears repeating there may something of value below the 
surface but, what is above the surface is priceless. It will be up 
to your office and this process to help protect the quality of life 
for our community .  

  
In conclusion it is this shared community history that I want to 
protect and would like your company to explain how this will be 
mitigated so we do not become a city owned and operated by 
E & B Natural Resources, This project can possible reduce the 
value of our community forever. Silencing the multitudes that 
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have given the rich culture we now enjoy. 

  
Thank  you, 

Chris Miller 

(310) 308-3489 

  
  
PS. I am also attaching a copy of my book for you to use for 
your research. 
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Brittney

From: John Miller [millersbay@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, July 12, 2013 4:53 PM
To: Ken Robertson; John Miller
Subject: EIR concerns

I would like the EIR  to address the effects of the proposed drilling on the EPA superfund site known as the 
Palos Verdes Shelf site. The site is contaminated with DDT and PCB's sediment on the ocean floor. My concern 
is with the disturbance of this material from the proposed drilling and whether the City of Hermosa Beach could 
held liable by the EPA. Superfund site EPA# CAD008242711 
Thank you John W. Miller 936 Loma Dr. Hermosa Beach. please confirm receipt. 
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Brittney

From: John Miller [millersbay@gmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, July 27, 2013 10:43 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: EIR

Thanks Ken you have a big job. The other night at the scope meeting the EIR company said they wanted to raise 
a balloon at the drill sight at the 87ft level of the proposed drill rig, so all that might have some comment to the 
city about the effect of their visual impact . Would like see to this happen and would like to see it lighted with 
the intensity ( all night  ) that would replicate the proposed sight. Difficult for effected citizens to give their 
required input with out the demo at least a week or two before the comment period ends. Please confirm receipt. 
Thank you John Miller 936 loma dr. HB. 
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From: John Miller [millersbay@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, August 02, 2013 10:19 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: EIR

I'd like the EIR to look at the amount of water and electricity's usage's  impact needed by the proposed project 
on Hermosa's neighborhoods. We have many electrical outages now and at times  low water pressure. I'm also 
concerned about the added amount of added storm drainage  on the 6th St. outfall. Thanks Ken, Please confirm 
receipt. JW Miller 936 Loma Drive. Take care my friend. 
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From: John Miller [millersbay@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, August 06, 2013 9:03 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Cc: ej_stemig@juno.com
Subject: EIR

Thanks again Ken for being the sounding board for the City's Eir. Some of my concerns might have been better 
placed with the FIR report. Please forward. Thank you again for your service. John Miller 936 Loma dr. HB. 
310 379 5053. p.s. I would hope this would also include others scope questions that might have been mis-
directed.. Again please confirm receipt. 
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To: Ken Robertson, Director, 

Community Development Department 

1315 Valley Drive, Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

Email, Krobertson@hermosabch.org

From Tom Morley    

RE: 08-11-13 Suggestions for Hermosa Beach OIL Project EIR.
Reply 1; please enter in administrative record of E&B-Hermosa Oil.

I’ll preface with words of wisdom; Per 160 Cal.App.3d 1178 Civ. 13886 

"As our prior decisions have been at pains to emphasize, CEQA compels an interactive 
process of assessment of environmental impacts and responsive project modification 
which must be genuine. It must be open to the public, premised upon a full and 
meaningful disclosure of the scope, purposes, and effect of a consistently described 
project, with flexibility to respond to unforeseen insights that emerge from the process. 
Accordingly, gauging the completeness and legal adequacy of the EIR and its detailed 
project description is only possible after the CEQA process has been completed. " 

The guiding criterion in public decisions must (b) take all action necessary to provide the 
people of this state with clean air and water, enjoyment of aesthetic, natural, scenic, and 
historic environmental qualities, and freedom from excessive noise and (d) Ensure that 
the long-term protection of the environment, consistent with the provision of a decent 
home and suitable living environment for every Californian .21001. 

Every citizen has a responsibility to contribute to the preservation and enhancement of 
the environment....so that major consideration is given to preventing environmental 
damage, while providing a decent home and satisfying living environment for every 
Californian. 21000 

This EIR must be terminated prior to expending more valuable public resources. 

I protest the consideration of any site within the City limits of Hermosa Beach in this EIR 
for any Oil Project because it is clear to all that the voters of Hermosa Beach approved 
Measure E which removed, after 10 years, the only historical exceptions to the Citywide 
ban on Oil Drilling since 1932. Measure E is confirmed by the courts to apply to past and 
future Hydrocarbon production projects thus making this EIR unable to ever be legally 
approved or denied. Projects can only be carried out or approved at the discretion of a 
public agency if the project is otherwise permissible under applicable laws and 
regulations. 21001.1 (c). 
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This Scoping Document appears to have been prepared in close consultation with the 
applicant which may not be legal unless E&B complied with PRC Section 21153. (a) A 
request by the project applicant for early consultation shall be made not later than 30 days 
after the date that the determination required by Section 21080.1 was made with respect 
to the project. 
21080.1. (a) The lead agency shall be responsible for determining whether an 
environmental impact report, a negative declaration, or a mitigated negative declaration 
shall be required for any project which is subject to this division. That determination shall 
be final and conclusive on all persons, including responsible agencies, unless
challenged as provided in Section 21167. (b) In the case of a project described in 
subdivision (c) of Section 21065, the lead agency shall, upon the request of a potential
applicant, provide for consultation prior to the filing of the application regarding the 
range of actions, potential alternatives, mitigation measures, and any potential and 
significant effects on the environment of the project.
Please provide time-stamped proof that E&B initiated the request within the 30 day 
maximum timeframe, or alternatively, instruct the City, its EIR consultant and their 
subcontractors to immediately cease all CEQA related consultation with the project 
proponent.

EIR’s must comply with CEQA and only allow the use of previous analysis documents to 
the extent the circumstances remain substantially the same as they relate to the 
alternative, which in this case would not include 5 year old or 20 year old documents, 
because of CEQA's requirement that EIR's investigation must be done as close to the 
project proposal date as possible. Those old documents are not close in time to the project 
proposal and are irrelevant to the present instance.

Per the Scoping document, Scope of the EIR,CEQA Environmental Checklist (5); 
“Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA 
process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative 
declaration.” There is no valid previous EIR (tiering, program or other) which foresees 
this Applicants proposed project. The Scoping Introduction states “The Applicant 
proposes to construct and operate the Proposed Project within the following existing 
entitlements: (sic 1993 CUP, 1992 Lease and 2012 settlement)”. CEQA does not apply to 
Projects which a public agency rejects or disapproves. 21080. (b). The previous similar 
project was rejected 15 years ago and therefore the previous 23 years old EIR and CUP 
for that project should not be used to contribute to this EIR which is an unrelated 
environmental investigation. I request that this EIR process restrains and removes any 
reliance on, or reference to, any agreements, documents and related 20 year old CUP's, 
permits, Oil Codes, zoning , general plan, local use plans, hazars studies and other 
various studies associated to any previously considered similar projects or to any 
previous considerations of new uses for the City Yard site. Projects and uses which have 
been previously rejected by the City Council and banned by a vote of the people will, if 
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considered here, muddy the waters while tainting the required independent review and 
judgment of decision makers. 21082.1. Findings in this EIR must be based on substantial 
evidence in this record 21081.5 not on extrapolations from outdated previously defeated 
efforts which are not relevant and/or some imagined reliance on future changes in the 
law, especially those requiring a vote of the people. This EIR process already fails the 
CEQA test of independent review 21082.1 and to consider a project that is otherwise 
permissible under applicable laws and regulations 21002.1 (c) and S151402 Ct.App. 2/8 
B185656. “If, as a practical matter, the agency has foreclosed any meaningful option to 
going forward with the project, then for purposes of CEQA the agency has ‘approved’ the 
project...in substance, though it reserved some of the project’s design details for later 
environmental analysis and final decision.” An EIR is an informational document which 
shall be considered by every public agency prior to its approval or disapproval of a 
project 21061 and the reliance on other decades old terminated project documents or 
work product relegates this EIR to a post hoc rationalization of a specific site use.

The EIR Scoping process must stop now and not restart until the potential EIR can be in 
compliance with all laws 21001.1, and provide a project description of objectives that 
considers an undetermined site and/or all potential sites within the region rather than a 
specific pre-determined site. Finally, because of the 1995 Measure E approval, the only 
legal course of action would be to delay the EIR until there is not a legal ban on the stated 
'project objective' in this City.

Please see my additional submissions for my best attempt at Alternate suggestions.

Respectfully, Tom Morley
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To: Ken Robertson, Director, 

Community Development Department 

1315 Valley Drive, Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

Email, Krobertson@hermosabch.org

From Tom Morley    

RE: 08-11-13 Suggestions for Hermosa Beach OIL Project EIR.
Reply 2; please enter in administrative record of E&B-Hermosa Oil.

I’ll preface with words of wisdom; Per 160 Cal.App.3d 1178 Civ. 13886 

"As our prior decisions have been at pains to emphasize, CEQA compels an interactive 
process of assessment of environmental impacts and responsive project modification 
which must be genuine. It must be open to the public, premised upon a full and 
meaningful disclosure of the scope, purposes, and effect of a consistently described 
project, with flexibility to respond to unforeseen insights that emerge from the process. 
Accordingly, gauging the completeness and legal adequacy of the EIR and its detailed 
project description is only possible after the CEQA process has been completed. " 

The guiding criterion in public decisions must (b) take all action necessary to provide the 
people of this state with clean air and water, enjoyment of aesthetic, natural, scenic, and 
historic environmental qualities, and freedom from excessive noise and (d) Ensure that 
the long-term protection of the environment, consistent with the provision of a decent 
home and suitable living environment for every Californian .21001. 

Every citizen has a responsibility to contribute to the preservation and enhancement of 
the environment....so that major consideration is given to preventing environmental 
damage, while providing a decent home and satisfying living environment for every 
Californian. 21000 

Alternate proposals, Basic Objective

The Scoping document Introduction states “Section 4.0 identifies a preliminary list of 
alternatives to the Proposed Project to be considered in the Draft EIR.” This is false 
because there are no alternatives listed. I request that the alternatives Section 4.0 be 
rewritten and reintroduced to the public for an additional 30 day Scoping period and that 
contributors before the 8/12/13 deadline get an opportunity to revise and extend the 
submissions.
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A clearly written statement of objectives sought by the proposed project is required to 
help the lead agency (and the public) develop a reasonable range of alternatives to 
evaluate in the EIR. 15124 (b). Information relevant to the significant effects of a 
project.... shall be made available as soon as possible by lead agencies, other public 
agencies, and interested persons and organizations. 21003.1 (b). The only objective 
provided to guide the public in contributing suggestions for Alternatives in the Scoping 
document is as follows from Section 4.0 alternatives: "The Proposed Project is to conduct 
exploratory drilling and if successful, continue oil and gas production at the Project site 
in the City of Hermosa Beach." I am forced to assume that the ‘Project site’ is the FIER 
selected site.

It is the lead agency's responsibility to give the public unbiased directions toward 
providing comments which contribute to the design of the DEIR, not for the public to rely 
upon the predisposed biased position of the project proponents application. Further, it is 
not the public’s responsibility to assume on our own what the project objectives entail 
based on Scoping section 2.0 Project Description or any other project proponent 
document. While the public was provided a link in the Scoping Introduction, we should 
not be and were not instructed by the Scoping document to independently seek out a 
better statement of objectives. I am reluctant to use a six point objective section (4) in the 
E&B Planning Application to form my analysis of Alternative location, size and scope of 
all of the elements in the DIER. I have no way of understanding if my Alternate proposal, 
which meets five of six, i.e. most of the applicants objectives list, would comply with the 
Scoping documents stated criteria of  “which would feasibly attain most of the basic 
objectives of the project”   or  “… attain most of the basic objectives of the project ...”  I 
also have no information in the Scoping document, Alternatives Section to derive a 
conclusion that my proposed alternative project size or scope, which meets five of six i.e. 
most of the applicants objectives list, will conform to the statement “that a reduced 
project alternative would meet many of the Applicant’s project Objectives”. 
Therefore, I submit at this point that my public spoken comments at the community 
Scoping presentation be entered into the administrative record as an additional alternative 
to reduce the size and scope to the minimum production effort to pay the cities limited 
uses for the revenue in the tidelands trust and for City parks based on historical spending.

 The Scoping document is manipulative because it suggests limits to the discussion of 
alternative suggestions to those which "feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of the 
project" without explaining the terms. The Scoping guidance is misleading towards 
alternatives (4.0) because it neglects to mention the requirements to consider other 
locations with alternative designs which may be more costly alternatives or alternate size/
scope/scale of site uses. 

 15126.2 (b) Significant Environmental Effects Which Cannot be Avoided if the Proposed 
Project is Implemented. Describe any significant impacts, including those which can be 
mitigated but not reduced to a level of insignificance. Where there are impacts that 
cannot be alleviated without imposing an alternative design, their implications and the 
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reasons why the project is being proposed, notwithstanding their effect, should be 
described. 

15126.6 (b) Purpose. Because an EIR must identify ways to mitigate or avoid the 
significant effects that a project may have on the environment (Public Resources Code 
Section 21002.1), the discussion of alternatives shall focus on alternatives to the project 
or its location which are capable of avoiding or substantially lessening any significant 
effects of the project, even if these alternatives would impede to some degree the 
attainment of the project objectives, or would be more costly. 

This error by omission dissuades the public opportunity to suggest those types of 
alternatives. The document must define ‘most’, ‘basic’ and ‘objective’ This can only be 
read as a precommitment to the one site and one project design being mandated based on 
the 20 year old CUP from a rejected project acting as the design for the Planning 
application.

The scoping document is misleading and bias towards the proposed project by stating  the 
only criteria for alternate site consideration "which could feasibly attain its basic 
objectives" by not notifying the public of the following; 

15126.6 (e)(1) Feasibility. Among the factors that may be taken into account when 
addressing the feasibility of alternatives are site suitability, economic viability, 
availability of infrastructure, general plan consistency, other plans or regulatory 
limitations, jurisdictional boundaries (projects with a regionally significant impact 
should consider the regional context), and whether the proponent can reasonably acquire, 
control or otherwise have access to the alternative site (or the site is already owned by the 
proponent). No one of these factors establishes a fixed limit on the scope of reasonable 
alternatives. Note: Measure E is a regulatory limitation banning drilling in the entire 
City of HB. 

While I appreciate the statement in the Scoping document “alternate locations for the 
proposed drilling sites will be analyzed” it is still impossible to determine if a submission 
will be considered feasible based on the other criteria highlighted in the document.

 If a citizen were to suggest alternatives with the presented one sentence statement of 
objectives then there is a high likelihood that the alternative would be rejected. This 
proposition taints the waters prior to the public’s ability to voice our concerns and share 
our insights to improvements which protect the environment. 

Since this new project is the matter in hand, I can't risk missing the opportunity to have 
my voice heard on alternatives, be it under protest. However, I am unable to determine 
the proper construction of an Alternate proposal that will pass muster with the lead 
agency's determination of "feasible" and "most" and "basic objectives" and therefore have 
my submission considered for full evaluation in the DIER.
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As approved by the voters in Measure E, there is no possible site for this type of project 
in Hermosa Beach, all sites are equally forbidden.

This EIR must be terminated prior to expending more valuable public resources. 

Please see my additional submissions for my best attempt at Alternate suggestions.

Respectfully, Tom Morley
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To: Ken Robertson, Director, Community Development Department 

1315 Valley Drive, Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

Email, Krobertson@hermosabch.org

From Tom Morley    

Please enter in administrative record of E&B-Hermosa Oil.

RE: 8-11-13 Comments and suggestions for Hermosa Beach OIL Project EIR.

First: As approved by the voters in Measure E, there is no possible site for this type of 
project in Hermosa Beach, all sites are equally forbidden. 

These Los Angeles County parcel assignments must be considered for an Alternative site 
for potential Hydrocarbon production and/or City Services relocation and pipelines.

4169-038-901 from Gould to Porter south half of parcel approx 2.0 acres of City owned 
property should be considered for the Oil Project. 

This Alternative meets all of the stated objective as defined by the EIR scoping 
document , Section 4.0 as stated. "The Proposed Project is to conduct exploratory 
drilling and if successful, continue oil and gas production at the Project site in the 
City of Hermosa Beach."

This site has the environmentally less damaging advantage of being located farther away 
from high density residential units due to the roadway buffer and non residential uses on 
the north, south, and west sides. There are SFR to the east only. There are fewer ‘sensitive 
receptors’ subjected to 24 hour exposure to the risks in the hazard footprint vs. the City 
Yard. Many of the other people nearby are transient and would have relatively short 
exposure to the hazard footprint.

The Alternate site proposed does not require the relocation of the City Yard and 
eliminates the environmental impact of digging, loading and hauling of 9000 cubic yards 
of toxic soil and will prevent the airborne toxic dust and particulates in that soil. The 
remainder of the impacts of relocating the city yard is completely avoided. The city yard 
is a required City service which remains functioning in its existing place, thus eliminating 
one entire neighborhood from the additional environmental impact. If one of the 
alternative sites for the Oil Project is determined less environmentally damaging or the 
‘no project’ alternative is selected then the existing city yard site retains its potential 
opportunity to be decentralized and then be  sold as 20 or more residential building 
parcels for approximately $30 to $40 million dollars, double the settlement penalty.

This Alternative will significantly reduce the residential traffic environmental impact 
because it will bypass all of the residential traffic routes and provide a more direct route 
for the proposed 750,000 vehicle trips due to being located at Gould/Artesia and Valley, 
1000 feet from truck routes of PCH on route to Artesia. The reduced truck traffic will 
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eliminate or significantly reduce environmental impacts to our most vulnerable and 
precious ‘sensitive receptors’ walking to school and to sports fields.

This alternative will not, contrary to the proposed site, be adjacent to a protected Federal 
Endangered species and State protected habitat area thus completely eliminating the 
environmental impact to our cherished State preserve.

General comments on this suggestion;
Per the CEQA Environmental Checklist; All answers must take into account the whole of the 
action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well as Project level, indirect 
as well as direct, and cumulative operational impacts.
The Alternative submitted herein is for a specific parcel or portion of a parcel or combination of 
parcels which may or may not be owned by the Lead Agency or any of the City's past, present or 
future Lessees or assigned parties to such Lease.
I request;
This EIR abides by the CEQA guidance to not permit previous events, actions and City 
considerations or approvals influence the full consideration of this Alternative. 

That this EIR complies with CEQA and only allow the use of previous analysis documents to the 
extent the circumstances remain substantially the same as they relate to the alternative, which in 
this case would not include 5 year old or 20 year old documents, because of CEQA's requirement 
that EIR's investigation must be done as close to the project proposal date as possible. 

That this Alternative, irrespective of current use, is fully researched and considered as the 
potentially the less environmentally damaging option for potential Hydrocarbon production and/
or City Services relocation and pipelines, including changes in Size, configuration, accessory 
processing inclusion, production capacity , production rate, pipelines and interconnections,. 
Precise factual particularization of the baseline conditions of this site must be open to analysis 
and proof during the CEQA process. 

That CEQA guidance to consider changes to the projects original proposed design elements, 
including size and capabilities, even if these alternatives would impede to some degree the 
attainment of the project objectives, or would be more costly, must be considered to prevent 
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. 

That consideration of economic costs or outcomes of the Alternatives be excluded from your 
environmental consideration per CEQA Section 15126.6 (b)

That additional information explaining the choice of alternatives be included in the administrative 
record. 

That the Lead Agency notify properties in writing per CEQA for an area of 500 feet from this 
Alternative that the EIR is considering Hydrocarbon, Oil and Gas Drilling, recovery and 
production, pre-processing, separation, First stage refining, trucking and pipelines and/or City 
services for a site in their scope of potential concern.
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To: Ken Robertson, Director, Community Development Department 

1315 Valley Drive, Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

Email, Krobertson@hermosabvh.org

From Tom Morley    

Please enter in administrative record of E&B-Hermosa Oil.

RE: 8-11-13 Comments and suggestions for Hermosa Beach OIL Project EIR.

First: As approved by the voters in Measure E, there is no possible site for this type of 
project in Hermosa Beach, all sites are equally forbidden. 

These Los Angeles County parcel assignments must be considered for an Alternative site 
for potential Hydrocarbon production and/or City Services relocation and pipelines.

4181-004-900 plus contiguous lot -901 .44 acres and

4181-005-900 plus contiguous lot -901 1.87 ac

Total 2.31 acres of City owned property should be considered for the Oil Project.

This Alternative meets the entire stated objective as defined by the EIR scoping 
document, Section 4.0 as stated. "The Proposed Project is to conduct exploratory 
drilling and if successful, continue oil and gas production at the Project site in the 
City of Hermosa Beach."

This site has the environmentally less damaging advantage of being located farther away 
from high density residential units than the City Yard. The south and east sides of these 
suggested properties are not residential and the north side is SFR only, so therefore there 
are fewer ‘sensitive receptors’ subjected to 24 hour exposure to the risks. Most of the 
other people nearby are transient and would have relatively short exposure to the hazard 
footprint.

The Alternate site proposed does not require the relocation of the City Yard and 
eliminates the environmental impact of digging, loading and hauling of 9000 cubic yards 
of toxic soil and will prevent the airborne toxic dust and particulates in that soil. The 
remainder of the impacts of relocating the city yard is completely avoided. The city yard 
is a required City service which remains functioning in its existing place, thus eliminating 
one entire neighborhood from the additional environmental impact from two 
neighborhoods down to only one. If one of the alternative sites for the Oil Project is 
determined less environmentally damaging or the ‘no project’ alternative is selected then 
the existing city yard site retains its potential opportunity to be decentralized and then be  
sold as 20 or more residential building parcels for approximately $30 to $40 million 
dollars, double the settlement penalty.

H-Individuals-169 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Typewritten Text
MorleyT-4



This alternative will not, contrary to the proposed site, be adjacent to a protected Federal 
Endangered species and State protected habitat area thus completely eliminating the 
environmental impact to our cherished State preserve.
This Alternative will significantly reduce the residential traffic environmental impact 
because it will bypass most of the residential traffic routes and provide a more direct 
route for the 750,000 vehicle trips proposed due to being located a few hundred feet from 
Gould which is 500 meters from the major truck routes at Gould-Artesia and PCH. The 
reduced truck traffic will reduce environmental impacts to our most vulnerable and 
precious ‘sensitive receptors’ on a children's walk to school and to sports fields.

General comments on this suggestion;
Per the CEQA Environmental Checklist; All answers must take into account the whole of the 
action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well as Project level, indirect 
as well as direct, and cumulative operational impacts.
The Alternative submitted herein is for a specific parcel or portion of a parcel or combination of 
parcels which may or may not be owned by the Lead Agency or any of the City's past, present or 
future Lessees or assigned parties to such Lease.
I request;
This EIR abides by the CEQA guidance to not permit previous events, actions and City 
considerations or approvals influence the full consideration of this Alternative. 

That this EIR complies with CEQA and only allow the use of previous analysis documents to the 
extent the circumstances remain substantially the same as they relate to the alternative, which in 
this case would not include 5 year old or 20 year old documents, because of CEQA's requirement 
that EIR's investigation must be done as close to the project proposal date as possible. 

That this Alternative, irrespective of current use, is fully researched and considered as the 
potentially the less environmentally damaging option for potential Hydrocarbon production and/
or City Services relocation and pipelines, including changes in Size, configuration, accessory 
processing inclusion, production capacity , production rate, pipelines and interconnections,. 
Precise factual particularization of the baseline conditions of this site must be open to analysis 
and proof during the CEQA process. 

That CEQA guidance to consider changes to the projects original proposed design elements, 
including size and capabilities, even if these alternatives would impede to some degree the 
attainment of the project objectives, or would be more costly, must be considered to prevent 
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. 

That consideration of economic costs or outcomes of the Alternatives be excluded from your 
environmental consideration per CEQA Section 15126.6 (b)

That additional information explaining the choice of alternatives be included in the administrative 
record. 

That the Lead Agency notify properties in writing per CEQA for an area of 500 feet from this 
Alternative that the EIR is considering Hydrocarbon, Oil and Gas Drilling, recovery and 
production, pre-processing, separation, First stage refining, trucking and pipelines and/or City 
services for a site in their scope of potential concern.
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To: Ken Robertson, Director, Community Development Department 

1315 Valley Drive, Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

Email, Krobertson@hermosabch.org

From Tom Morley    

Please enter in administrative record of E&B-Hermosa Oil.

RE: 8-11-13 Comments and suggestions for Hermosa Beach OIL Project EIR.

First: As approved by the voters in Measure E, there is no possible site for this type of 
project in Hermosa Beach, all sites are equally forbidden. 

These Los Angeles County parcel assignments must be considered for an Alternative site 
for potential Hydrocarbon production and/or City Services relocation and pipelines.

4181-034-900 Total 1.24 acres of City owned property should be considered for the Oil 
Project.  This site has the additional advantage of the potential to expand the design 
elements to include a portion of an additional adjacent City owned vacant parcel to the 
south see 4181-035-900. 

This Alternative meets all of the stated objective as defined by the EIR scoping 
document, Section 4.0 as stated. "The Proposed Project is to conduct exploratory 
drilling and if successful, continue oil and gas production at the Project site in the 
City of Hermosa Beach."

This site has the environmentally less damaging advantage of having no residences to the 
north, south and west sides of this suggested property so therefore there are fewer 
‘sensitive receptors’ subjected to 24 hour exposure to the risks. There are residences on 
the east and their safety can be protected by increased setbacks and reduced hazard 
footprints. Many of the other people nearby are transient and would have relatively short 
exposure to the hazard footprint.

The Alternate site proposed does not require the relocation of the City Yard and 
eliminates the environmental impact of digging, loading and hauling of 9000 cubic yards 
of toxic soil and will prevent the airborne toxic dust and particulates in that soil. The 
remainder of the impacts of relocating the city yard is completely avoided. The city yard 
is a required City service which remains functioning in its existing place, thus eliminating 
one entire neighborhood from the additional environmental impact from two 
neighborhoods down to only one. If one of the alternative sites for the Oil Project is 
determined less environmentally damaging or the ‘no project’ alternative is selected then 
the existing city yard site retains its potential opportunity to be decentralized and then be  
sold as 20 or more residential building parcels for approximately $30 to $40 million 
dollars, double the settlement penalty.
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This alternative will not, contrary to the proposed site, be adjacent to a protected Federal 
Endangered species and State protected habitat area thus completely eliminating the 
environmental impact to our cherished State preserve.

 General comments on this suggestion;
Per the CEQA Environmental Checklist; All answers must take into account the whole of the 
action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well as Project level, indirect 
as well as direct, and cumulative operational impacts.
The Alternative submitted herein is for a specific parcel or portion of a parcel or combination of 
parcels which may or may not be owned by the Lead Agency or any of the City's past, present or 
future Lessees or assigned parties to such Lease.
I request;
This EIR abides by the CEQA guidance to not permit previous events, actions and City 
considerations or approvals influence the full consideration of this Alternative. 

That this EIR complies with CEQA and only allow the use of previous analysis documents to the 
extent the circumstances remain substantially the same as they relate to the alternative, which in 
this case would not include 5 year old or 20 year old documents, because of CEQA's requirement 
that EIR's investigation must be done as close to the project proposal date as possible. 

That this Alternative, irrespective of current use, is fully researched and considered as the 
potentially the less environmentally damaging option for potential Hydrocarbon production and/
or City Services relocation and pipelines, including changes in Size, configuration, accessory 
processing inclusion, production capacity , production rate, pipelines and interconnections,. 
Precise factual particularization of the baseline conditions of this site must be open to analysis 
and proof during the CEQA process. 

That CEQA guidance to consider changes to the projects original proposed design elements, 
including size and capabilities, even if these alternatives would impede to some degree the 
attainment of the project objectives, or would be more costly, must be considered to prevent 
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. 

That consideration of economic costs or outcomes of the Alternatives be excluded from your 
environmental consideration per CEQA Section 15126.6 (b)

That additional information explaining the choice of alternatives be included in the administrative 
record. 

That the Lead Agency notify properties in writing per CEQA for an area of 500 feet from this 
Alternative that the EIR is considering Hydrocarbon, Oil and Gas Drilling, recovery and 
production, pre-processing, separation, First stage refining, trucking and pipelines and/or City 
services for a site in their scope of potential concern.
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To: Ken Robertson, Director, Community Development Department 

1315 Valley Drive, Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

Email, Krobertson@hermosabch.org

From Tom Morley    

Please enter in administrative record of E&B-Hermosa Oil.

RE: 8-11-13 Comments and suggestions for Hermosa Beach OIL Project EIR.

First: As approved by the voters in Measure E, there is no possible site for this type of 
project in Hermosa Beach, all sites are equally forbidden. 

These Los Angeles County parcel assignments must be considered for an Alternative site 
for potential Hydrocarbon production and/or City Services relocation and pipelines.

4182-029-902 plus contiguous lot 4182-029-903 3.6 acres 

Total 3.6 acres of City owned property should be considered for the Oil Project.

This Alternative meets all of the stated objective as defined by the EIR scoping 
document , Section 4.0 as stated. "The Proposed Project is to conduct exploratory 
drilling and if successful, continue oil and gas production at the Project site in the 
City of Hermosa Beach."

This site has the environmentally less damaging advantage of being located farther away 
from high density residential units than the City Yard. The north and east sides of these 
suggested properties are not residential and the south side is SFR only, limiting the 
number if people at risk, so therefore there are fewer ‘sensitive receptors’ subjected to 24 
hour exposure to the risks. Most of the other people nearby are transient and would have 
relatively short exposure to the hazard footprint.

The Alternate site proposed does not require the relocation of the City Yard and 
eliminates the environmental impact of digging, loading and hauling of 9000 cubic yards 
of toxic soil and will prevent the airborne toxic dust and particulates in that soil. The 
remainder of the impacts of relocating the city yard is completely avoided. The city yard 
is a required City service which remains functioning in its existing place, thus eliminating 
one entire neighborhood from the additional environmental impact from two 
neighborhoods down to only one. If one of the alternative sites for the Oil Project is 
determined less environmentally damaging or the ‘no project’ alternative is selected then 
the existing city yard site retains its potential opportunity to be decentralized and then be  
sold as 20 or more residential building parcels for approximately $30 to $40 million 
dollars, double the settlement penalty.

This alternative will not, contrary to the proposed site, be adjacent to a protected Federal 
Endangered species and State protected habitat area thus completely eliminating the 
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environmental impact to our cherished State preserve.

This Alternative will significantly reduce the residential traffic environmental impact 
because it will bypass all of the residential traffic routes and provide a more direct route 
for the 750,000 vehicle trips proposed due to being located a few hundred feet from 
Gould which is 500 meters from the major truck routes at Gould-Artesia and PCH. The 
reduced truck traffic will reduce environmental impacts to our most vulnerable and 
precious ‘sensitive receptors’ on a children's walk to school and to sports fields.

General comments on this suggestion;
Per the CEQA Environmental Checklist; All answers must take into account the whole of the 
action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well as Project level, indirect 
as well as direct, and cumulative operational impacts.
The Alternative submitted herein is for a specific parcel or portion of a parcel or combination of 
parcels which may or may not be owned by the Lead Agency or any of the City's past, present or 
future Lessees or assigned parties to such Lease.
I request;
This EIR abides by the CEQA guidance to not permit previous events, actions and City 
considerations or approvals influence the full consideration of this Alternative. 

That this EIR complies with CEQA and only allow the use of previous analysis documents to the 
extent the circumstances remain substantially the same as they relate to the alternative, which in 
this case would not include 5 year old or 20 year old documents, because of CEQA's requirement 
that EIR's investigation must be done as close to the project proposal date as possible. 

That this Alternative, irrespective of current use, is fully researched and considered as the 
potentially the less environmentally damaging option for potential Hydrocarbon production and/
or City Services relocation and pipelines, including changes in Size, configuration, accessory 
processing inclusion, production capacity , production rate, pipelines and interconnections,. 
Precise factual particularization of the baseline conditions of this site must be open to analysis 
and proof during the CEQA process. 

That CEQA guidance to consider changes to the projects original proposed design elements, 
including size and capabilities, even if these alternatives would impede to some degree the 
attainment of the project objectives, or would be more costly, must be considered to prevent 
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. 

That consideration of economic costs or outcomes of the Alternatives be excluded from your 
environmental consideration per CEQA Section 15126.6 (b)

That additional information explaining the choice of alternatives be included in the administrative 
record. 

That the Lead Agency notify properties in writing per CEQA for an area of 500 feet from this 
Alternative that the EIR is considering Hydrocarbon, Oil and Gas Drilling, recovery and 
production, pre-processing, separation, First stage refining, trucking and pipelines and/or City 
services for a site in their scope of potential concern.
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To: Ken Robertson, Director, Community Development Department 

1315 Valley Drive, Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

Email, Krobertson@hermosabch.org

From Tom Morley    

Please enter in administrative record of E&B-Hermosa Oil.

RE: 8-11-13 Comments and suggestions for Hermosa Beach OIL Project EIR.

First: As approved by the voters in Measure E, there is no possible site for this type of 
project in Hermosa Beach, all sites are equally forbidden. 

These Los Angeles County parcel assignments must be considered for an Alternative site 
for potential Hydrocarbon production and/or City Services relocation and pipelines.

4182-030-900 plus contiguous lots -901 -902 -903 Total 2.42 acres of City owned 
property should be considered for the Oil Project.

This Alternative meets all of the stated objective as defined by the EIR scoping 
document , Section 4.0 as stated. "The Proposed Project is to conduct exploratory 
drilling and if successful, continue oil and gas production at the Project site in the 
City of Hermosa Beach."

This site has the environmentally less damaging advantage of being located farther away 
from high density residential units than the City Yard. The north, west and east sides of 
these suggested properties are not residential and the south side is SFR only, limiting the 
peoples at risk, so therefore there are fewer ‘sensitive receptors’ subjected to 24 hour 
exposure to the risks. Most of the other people nearby are transient and would have 
relatively short exposure to the hazard footprint. 

The Alternate site proposed does not require the relocation of the City Yard and 
eliminates the environmental impact of digging, loading and hauling of 9000 cubic yards 
of toxic soil and will prevent the airborne toxic dust and particulates in that soil. The 
remainder of the impacts of relocating the city yard is completely avoided. The city yard 
is a required City service which remains functioning in its existing place, thus eliminating 
one entire neighborhood from the additional environmental impact from two 
neighborhoods down to only one. If one of the alternative sites for the Oil Project is 
determined less environmentally damaging or the ‘no project’ alternative is selected then 
the existing city yard site retains its potential opportunity to be decentralized and then be  
sold as 20 or more residential building parcels for approximately $30 to $40 million 
dollars, double the settlement penalty.

This alternative will not, contrary to the proposed site, be adjacent to a protected Federal 
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Endangered species and State protected habitat area thus completely eliminating the 
environmental impact to our cherished State preserve.

This Alternative will significantly reduce the residential traffic environmental impact 
because it will bypass all of the residential traffic routes and provide a more direct route 
for the 750,000 vehicle trips proposed due to being located a few hundred feet from 
Gould which is approximately 500 meters feet from the major truck routes at Gould-
Artesia and PCH. The reduced truck traffic will reduce environmental impacts to our 
most vulnerable and precious ‘sensitive receptors’ on a children's walk to school and to 
sports fields.

General comments on this suggestion;
Per the CEQA Environmental Checklist; All answers must take into account the whole of the 
action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well as Project level, indirect 
as well as direct, and cumulative operational impacts.
The Alternative submitted herein is for a specific parcel or portion of a parcel or combination of 
parcels which may or may not be owned by the Lead Agency or any of the City's past, present or 
future Lessees or assigned parties to such Lease.
I request;
This EIR abides by the CEQA guidance to not permit previous events, actions and City 
considerations or approvals influence the full consideration of this Alternative. 

That this EIR complies with CEQA and only allow the use of previous analysis documents to the 
extent the circumstances remain substantially the same as they relate to the alternative, which in 
this case would not include 5 year old or 20 year old documents, because of CEQA's requirement 
that EIR's investigation must be done as close to the project proposal date as possible. 

That this Alternative, irrespective of current use, is fully researched and considered as the 
potentially the less environmentally damaging option for potential Hydrocarbon production and/
or City Services relocation and pipelines, including changes in Size, configuration, accessory 
processing inclusion, production capacity , production rate, pipelines and interconnections,. 
Precise factual particularization of the baseline conditions of this site must be open to analysis 
and proof during the CEQA process. 

That CEQA guidance to consider changes to the projects original proposed design elements, 
including size and capabilities, even if these alternatives would impede to some degree the 
attainment of the project objectives, or would be more costly, must be considered to prevent 
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. 

That consideration of economic costs or outcomes of the Alternatives be excluded from your 
environmental consideration per CEQA Section 15126.6 (b)

That additional information explaining the choice of alternatives be included in the administrative 
record. 

That the Lead Agency notify properties in writing per CEQA for an area of 500 feet from this 
Alternative that the EIR is considering Hydrocarbon, Oil and Gas Drilling, recovery and 
production, pre-processing, separation, First stage refining, trucking and pipelines and/or City 
services for a site in their scope of potential concern.
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To: Ken Robertson, Director, Community Development Department 

1315 Valley Drive, Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

Email, Krobertson@hermosabvh.org

From Tom Morley    

Please enter in administrative record of E&B-Hermosa Oil.

RE: 8-11-13 Comments and suggestions for Hermosa Beach OIL Project EIR.

First: As approved by the voters in Measure E, there is no possible site for this type of 
project in Hermosa Beach, all sites are equally forbidden. 

These Los Angeles County parcel assignments must be considered for an Alternative site 
for potential Hydrocarbon production and/or City Services relocation and pipelines.

4182-030-900 plus contiguous lots -901 -902 -903 2.42 acres and

4182-029-902 and -903 3.6 acres 

Total 6.0 acres of City owned property should be considered for the Oil Project and the 
city yatd at the same site.

This Alternative meets all of the stated objective as defined by the EIR scoping 
document , Section 4.0 as stated. "The Proposed Project is to conduct exploratory 
drilling and if successful, continue oil and gas production at the Project site in the 
City of Hermosa Beach."

This site has the environmentally less damaging advantage of being located farther away 
from high density residential units than the City Yard. The north and east sides of these 
suggested properties are not residential and the south side is SFR only, so therefore there 
are fewer ‘sensitive receptors’ subjected to 24 hour exposure to the risks. Most of the 
other people nearby are transient and would have relatively short exposure to the hazard 
footprint.

This alternative will not, contrary to the proposed site, be adjacent to a protected Federal 
Endangered species and State protected habitat area thus completely eliminating the 
environmental impact to our cherished State preserve.

The Alternate site proposed does not require the use of the City Yard for Oil production, 
thus it eliminates the environmental impact of digging, loading and hauling of 9000 cubic 
yards of toxic soil and will prevent the airborne toxic dust and particulates in that soil. 
This option has the benefit of eliminating one entire neighborhood from the additional 
environmental impact reducing from two neighborhoods down to only one. If this 
combined site is accepted for the Oil Project then the existing city yard site retains its 
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potential opportunity to sold as 20 or more residential building parcels for approximately 
$30 to $40 million dollars, double the settlement penalty.

This Alternative will significantly reduce the residential traffic environmental impact 
because it will bypass all of the residential traffic routes and provide a more direct route 
for the 750,000 vehicle trips proposed due to being located a few hundred feet from 
Gould which is 500 meters from the major truck routes at Gould-Artesia and PCH. The 
reduced truck traffic will reduce environmental impacts to our most vulnerable and 
precious ‘sensitive receptors’on a children's walk to school and to sports fields.

General comments on this suggestion;
Per the CEQA Environmental Checklist; All answers must take into account the whole of 
the action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well as Project 
level, indirect as well as direct, and cumulative operational impacts.
I request that this EIR abides by the CEQA guidance to not permit previous events, actions and 
City considerations or approvals influence the full consideration of this Alternative. I request that 
additional information explaining the choice of alternatives be included in the administrative 
record. The Alternative submitted herein is for a specific parcel or portion of a parcel or 
combination of parcels which may or may not be owned by the Lead Agency or any of the City's 
past, present or future Lessees or assigned parties to such Lease. 
I request that this EIR complies with CEQA and only allow the use of previous analysis 
documents to the extent the circumstances remain substantially the same as they relate to the 
alternative, which in this case would not include 5 year old or 20 year old documents, because of 
CEQA's requirement that EIR's investigation must be done as close to the project proposal date as 
possible. 
I request that CEQA guidance to consider changes to the projects original proposed design 
elements, including size and capabilities, even if these alternatives would impede to some degree 
the attainment of the project objectives, or would be more costly, must be considered to prevent 
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. I further request that 
consideration of economic costs or outcomes of the Alternatives be excluded from your 
environmental consideration per CEQA Section 15126.6 (b)
I request that this Alternative, irrespective of current use, is fully researched and considered as the 
potentially the less environmentally damaging option for potential Hydrocarbon production and/
or City Services relocation and pipelines, including changes in Size, configuration, accessory 
processing inclusion, production capacity , production rate, pipelines and interconnections,. 
Precise factual particularization of the baseline conditions of this site must be open to analysis 
and proof during the CEQA process. 
I request that the Lead Agency notify properties in writing per CEQA for an area of 500 feet from 
this Alternative that the EIR is considering Hydrocarbon, Oil and Gas Drilling, recovery and 
production, pre-processing, separation, First stage refining, trucking and pipelines and/or City 
services for a site in their scope of potential concern. 
This site has the unique benefit of showcasing and enshrining the largest heavy industrial 
operation ever considered by Hermosa Beach and the source of the funding for all City 
Services long imagined by the City leadership in 1975, 1985, 1990, 1992, 1993, 1994, 
1998, and now 2013. 
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To: Ken Robertson, Director, Community Development Department 

1315 Valley Drive, Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

Email, Krobertson@hermosabch.org

From Tom Morley    

Please enter in administrative record of E&B-Hermosa Oil.

RE: 8-11-13 Comments and suggestions for Hermosa Beach OIL Project EIR.

First: As approved by the voters in Measure E, there is no possible site for this type of 
project in Hermosa Beach, all sites are equally forbidden. 

These Los Angeles County parcel assignments must be considered for an Alternative site 
for potential Hydrocarbon production and/or City Services relocation and pipelines.

 4183-001-901 from 19th to Pier 8.0 acres of City owned property should be considered 
for the Oil Project. I suggest the southernmost 2 acres in this parcel, on the northside of 
the Pier, would have the least impact to 24 hour residents.

This Alternative meets the entire stated objective as defined by the EIR scoping, Section 
4.0 "The Proposed Project is to conduct exploratory drilling and if successful, 
continue oil and gas production at the Project site in the City of Hermosa Beach."

This site has the environmentally less damaging advantage of being located farther away 
from high density residential units than the project proposal. The hazard footprint areas 
on the north, south, east and west sides are not residential. This alternative eliminates or 
dramatically limits the number of ‘sensitive receptors’ subjected to 24 hour exposure to 
the risks in the hazard footprint vs. the City Yard. Most of the other people nearby are 
transient and would have relatively short exposure to the hazard footprint.

The Alternate site proposed does not require the relocation of the City Yard and 
eliminates the environmental impact of digging, loading and hauling of 9000 cubic yards 
of toxic soil and will prevent the airborne toxic dust and particulates from that soil. The 
remainder of the impacts of relocating the city yard is completely avoided. The city yard 
is a required City service which remains functioning in its existing place, thus eliminating 
one entire neighborhood from the additional environmental impact. If one of the 
alternative sites for the Oil Project is determined less environmentally damaging or the 
‘no project’ alternative is selected then the existing city yard site retains its potential 
opportunity to be decentralized and then be  sold as 20 or more residential building 
parcels for approximately $30 to $40 million dollars, double the settlement penalty.

This Alternative will significantly reduce the residential traffic environmental impact 
because it will bypass all of the residential traffic routes and provide a direct truck route 
for the proposed 750,000 vehicle trips due to being located on the business route at Pier 
Ave, a short distance to truck routes on Pier and PCH and in route to Artesia and 
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Herondo. The eliminated environmental impact of residential truck traffic will assure the 
protection of our most vulnerable and precious ‘sensitive receptors’ walking to school 
and to parks.

This alternative will not, contrary to the proposed site, be adjacent to a protected Federal 
Endangered species and State protected habitat area thus completely eliminating the 
environmental impact to our cherished State preserve.

 General comments on this suggestion;
Per the CEQA Environmental Checklist; All answers must take into account the whole of the 
action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well as Project level, indirect 
as well as direct, and cumulative operational impacts.
The Alternative submitted herein is for a specific parcel or portion of a parcel or combination of 
parcels which may or may not be owned by the Lead Agency or any of the City's past, present or 
future Lessees or assigned parties to such Lease.
I request;
This EIR abides by the CEQA guidance to not permit previous events, actions and City 
considerations or approvals influence the full consideration of this Alternative. 

That this EIR complies with CEQA and only allow the use of previous analysis documents to the 
extent the circumstances remain substantially the same as they relate to the alternative, which in 
this case would not include 5 year old or 20 year old documents, because of CEQA's requirement 
that EIR's investigation must be done as close to the project proposal date as possible. 

That this Alternative, irrespective of current use, is fully researched and considered as the 
potentially the less environmentally damaging option for potential Hydrocarbon production and/
or City Services relocation and pipelines, including changes in Size, configuration, accessory 
processing inclusion, production capacity , production rate, pipelines and interconnections,. 
Precise factual particularization of the baseline conditions of this site must be open to analysis 
and proof during the CEQA process. 

That CEQA guidance to consider changes to the projects original proposed design elements, 
including size and capabilities, even if these alternatives would impede to some degree the 
attainment of the project objectives, or would be more costly, must be considered to prevent 
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. 

That consideration of economic costs or outcomes of the Alternatives be excluded from your 
environmental consideration per CEQA Section 15126.6 (b)

That additional information explaining the choice of alternatives be included in the administrative 
record. 

That the Lead Agency notify properties in writing per CEQA for an area of 500 feet from this 
Alternative that the EIR is considering Hydrocarbon, Oil and Gas Drilling, recovery and 
production, pre-processing, separation, First stage refining, trucking and pipelines and/or City 
services for a site in their scope of potential concern.
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To: Ken Robertson, Director, Community Development Department 

1315 Valley Drive, Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

Email, Krobertson@hermosabch.org

From Tom Morley    

Please enter in administrative record of E&B-Hermosa Oil.

RE: 8-11-13 Comments and suggestions for Hermosa Beach OIL Project EIR.

First: As approved by the voters in Measure E, there is no possible site for this type of 
project in Hermosa Beach, all sites are equally forbidden. 

These Los Angeles County parcel assignments must be considered for an Alternative site 
for potential Hydrocarbon production and/or City Services relocation and pipelines.

 4187-001-902 from 6th to Pier 7.0 acres of City owned property should be considered for 
the Oil Project. The 2 acres on the southside of the Pier would have the least impact to 24 
hour residents.

This Alternative meets the entire stated objective as defined by the EIR scoping, Section 
4.0 "The Proposed Project is to conduct exploratory drilling and if successful, 
continue oil and gas production at the Project site in the City of Hermosa Beach."

This site has the environmentally less damaging advantage of being located farther away 
from high density residential units due to the non residential uses on the east. This site 
has clearance to the North, south, and west sides that is not residential or light 
manufacturing workers. There are also no adjacent residential to the east. This alternative 
dramatically limits the number of ‘sensitive receptors’ subjected to 24 hour exposure to 
the risks in the hazard footprint vs. the City Yard. Most of the other people nearby are 
transient and would have relatively short exposure to the hazard footprint.

The Alternate site proposed does not require the relocation of the City Yard and 
eliminates the environmental impact of digging, loading and hauling of 9000 cubic yards 
of toxic soil and will prevent the airborne toxic dust and particulates from that soil. The 
remainder of the impacts of relocating the city yard is completely avoided. The city yard 
is a required City service which remains functioning in its existing place, thus eliminating 
one entire neighborhood from the additional environmental impact. If one of the 
alternative sites for the Oil Project is determined less environmentally damaging or the 
‘no project’ alternative is selected then the existing city yard site retains its potential 
opportunity to be decentralized and then be  sold as 20 or more residential building 
parcels for approximately $30 to $40 million dollars, double the settlement penalty.

This Alternative will significantly reduce the residential traffic environmental impact 
because it will bypass all of the residential traffic routes and provide a direct truck route 
for the proposed 750,000 vehicle trips due to being redirected thru the business access on 
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the truck route at Pier Ave, a short distance to PCH and the routes to Artesia and 
Herondo. The eliminated environmental impact of residential truck traffic will assure the 
protection of our most vulnerable ‘sensitive receptors’ walking to school and to parks.

 General comments on this suggestion;
Per the CEQA Environmental Checklist; All answers must take into account the whole of the 
action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well as Project level, indirect 
as well as direct, and cumulative operational impacts.
The Alternative submitted herein is for a specific parcel or portion of a parcel or combination of 
parcels which may or may not be owned by the Lead Agency or any of the City's past, present or 
future Lessees or assigned parties to such Lease.
I request;
This EIR abides by the CEQA guidance to not permit previous events, actions and City 
considerations or approvals influence the full consideration of this Alternative. 

That this EIR complies with CEQA and only allow the use of previous analysis documents to the 
extent the circumstances remain substantially the same as they relate to the alternative, which in 
this case would not include 5 year old or 20 year old documents, because of CEQA's requirement 
that EIR's investigation must be done as close to the project proposal date as possible. 

That this Alternative, irrespective of current use, is fully researched and considered as the 
potentially the less environmentally damaging option for potential Hydrocarbon production and/
or City Services relocation and pipelines, including changes in Size, configuration, accessory 
processing inclusion, production capacity , production rate, pipelines and interconnections,. 
Precise factual particularization of the baseline conditions of this site must be open to analysis 
and proof during the CEQA process. 

That CEQA guidance to consider changes to the projects original proposed design elements, 
including size and capabilities, even if these alternatives would impede to some degree the 
attainment of the project objectives, or would be more costly, must be considered to prevent 
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. 

That consideration of economic costs or outcomes of the Alternatives be excluded from your 
environmental consideration per CEQA Section 15126.6 (b)

That additional information explaining the choice of alternatives be included in the administrative 
record. 

That the Lead Agency notify properties in writing per CEQA for an area of 500 feet from this 
Alternative that the EIR is considering Hydrocarbon, Oil and Gas Drilling, recovery and 
production, pre-processing, separation, First stage refining, trucking and pipelines and/or City 
services for a site in their scope of potential concern.
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To: Ken Robertson, Director, Community Development Department 

1315 Valley Drive, Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

Email, Krobertson@hermosabch.org

From Tom Morley    

Please enter in administrative record of E&B-Hermosa Oil.

RE: 8-11-13 Comments and suggestions for Hermosa Beach OIL Project EIR.

First: As approved by the voters in Measure E, there is no possible site for this type of 
project in Hermosa Beach, all sites are equally forbidden. 

These Los Angeles County parcel assignments must be considered for an Alternative site 
for potential Hydrocarbon production and/or City Services relocation and pipelines.

4183-004-903 .85 Total acres of City owned property should be considered for the Oil 
Project. This site can be combined with a portion of the City owned property to the west 
in order to accommodate a reconfiguration of the proposed project design, per CEQA.

This Alternative meets all of the stated objective as defined by the EIR scoping 
document , Section 4.0 as stated. "The Proposed Project is to conduct exploratory 
drilling and if successful, continue oil and gas production at the Project site in the 
City of Hermosa Beach."

This site has the environmentally less damaging advantage of being located farther away 
from high density residential units than the City Yard. The west side of this suggested 
property is not residential so therefore there are fewer ‘sensitive receptors’ subjected to 
24 hour exposure to the risks in contrast to the proposal. Many of the other people nearby  
are transient and would have relatively short exposure to the hazard footprint.

The Alternate site proposed does not require the relocation of the City Yard and 
eliminates the environmental impact of digging, loading and hauling of 9000 cubic yards 
of toxic soil and will prevent the airborne toxic dust and particulates in that soil. The 
remainder of the impacts of relocating the city yard is completely avoided. The city yard 
is a required City service which remains functioning in its existing place, thus eliminating 
one entire neighborhood from the additional environmental impact from two 
neighborhoods down to only one. If one of the alternative sites for the Oil Project is 
determined less environmentally damaging or the ‘no project’ alternative is selected then 
the existing city yard site retains its potential opportunity to be decentralized and then be  
sold as 20 or more residential building parcels for approximately $30 to $40 million 
dollars, double the settlement penalty.

This alternative will not, contrary to the proposed site, be adjacent to a protected Federal 
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Endangered species and State protected habitat area thus completely eliminating the 
environmental impact to our cherished State preserve.

This Alternative will significantly reduce the residential traffic environmental impact 
because it will bypass all of the residential traffic routes and provide a more direct route 
for the 750,000 vehicle trips proposed due to being located right off of Pier Ave.  as a 
business route to the major truck routes on Pier Ave. and PCH on route to Artesia and 
Herondo. The reduced truck traffic on a children's walk to school path and two sports 
fields will reduce environmental impacts to our most vulnerable and precious ‘sensitive 
receptors’.

General comments on this suggestion;
Per the CEQA Environmental Checklist; All answers must take into account the whole of the 
action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well as Project level, indirect 
as well as direct, and cumulative operational impacts.
The Alternative submitted herein is for a specific parcel or portion of a parcel or combination of 
parcels which may or may not be owned by the Lead Agency or any of the City's past, present or 
future Lessees or assigned parties to such Lease.
I request;
This EIR abides by the CEQA guidance to not permit previous events, actions and City 
considerations or approvals influence the full consideration of this Alternative. 

That this EIR complies with CEQA and only allow the use of previous analysis documents to the 
extent the circumstances remain substantially the same as they relate to the alternative, which in 
this case would not include 5 year old or 20 year old documents, because of CEQA's requirement 
that EIR's investigation must be done as close to the project proposal date as possible. 

That this Alternative, irrespective of current use, is fully researched and considered as the 
potentially the less environmentally damaging option for potential Hydrocarbon production and/
or City Services relocation and pipelines, including changes in Size, configuration, accessory 
processing inclusion, production capacity , production rate, pipelines and interconnections,. 
Precise factual particularization of the baseline conditions of this site must be open to analysis 
and proof during the CEQA process. 

That CEQA guidance to consider changes to the projects original proposed design elements, 
including size and capabilities, even if these alternatives would impede to some degree the 
attainment of the project objectives, or would be more costly, must be considered to prevent 
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. 

That consideration of economic costs or outcomes of the Alternatives be excluded from your 
environmental consideration per CEQA Section 15126.6 (b)

That additional information explaining the choice of alternatives be included in the administrative 
record. 

That the Lead Agency notify properties in writing per CEQA for an area of 500 feet from this 
Alternative that the EIR is considering Hydrocarbon, Oil and Gas Drilling, recovery and 
production, pre-processing, separation, First stage refining, trucking and pipelines and/or City 
services for a site in their scope of potential concern.
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To: Ken Robertson, Director, Community Development Department 

1315 Valley Drive, Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

Email, Krobertson@hermosabvh.org

From Tom Morley    

Please enter in administrative record of E&B-Hermosa Oil.

RE: 8-11-13 Comments and suggestions for Hermosa Beach OIL Project EIR.

First: As approved by the voters in Measure E, there is no possible site for this type of 
project in Hermosa Beach, all sites are equally forbidden. 

This Los Angeles County parcel assignment must be considered for an Alternative site for 
potential Hydrocarbon production and/or City Services relocation and pipelines.

4187-005-902 Total 1.37 acres of City owned property should be considered for the Oil 
Project and/or City yard. Additional addition of .35 acres in nearby parcels two blocks 
away see 4183-002-900, -901, 902 and -903 and also 4183-013-900 two lots could also 
be considered for possible project redesign.

This Alternative meets the entire stated objective as defined by the EIR scoping 
document, Section 4.0 as stated. "The Proposed Project is to conduct exploratory 
drilling and if successful, continue oil and gas production at the Project site in the 
City of Hermosa Beach."

This site has the environmentally less damaging advantage of being located farther away 
from high density residential units than the City Yard. The north, south, east and west  
sides of this suggested property is not adjacent to residential of any kind so therefore 
there are fewer ‘sensitive receptors’ subjected to 24 hour exposure to the risks. Most of 
the other people nearby are transient and would have relatively short exposure to the 
hazard footprint.

The Alternate site proposed does not require the relocation of the City Yard and 
eliminates the environmental impact of digging, loading and hauling of 9000 cubic yards 
of toxic soil and will prevent the airborne toxic dust and particulates in that soil. The 
remainder of the impacts of relocating the city yard is completely avoided. The city yard 
is a required City service which remains functioning in its existing place, thus eliminating 
one entire neighborhood from the additional environmental impact from two 
neighborhoods down to only one. If one of the alternative sites for the Oil Project is 
determined less environmentally damaging or the ‘no project’ alternative is selected then 
the existing city yard site retains its potential opportunity to be decentralized and then be  
sold as 20 or more residential building parcels for approximately $30 to $40 million 
dollars, double the settlement penalty.
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This alternative will not, contrary to the proposed site, be adjacent to a protected Federal 
Endangered species and State protected habitat area thus completely eliminating the 
environmental impact to our cherished State preserve.

This Alternative will completely eliminate the residential traffic environmental impact 
because it will bypass all of the residential traffic routes and provide a more direct route 
for the 750,000 vehicle trips proposed due to being located on the major truck routes on 
Pier, PCH, Herondo and Artesia. This adjacency to multi lane roads will also eliminate 
the environmental impacts and the risk of impeding evacuees from dense south side 
neighborhoods in the case of tsunami and earthquake or from fire, explosion and deadly 
H2S gas releases in the Hazard footprint of the Oil project. The reduced truck traffic will 
reduce environmental impacts on a children's walk to school and two sports fields to our 
most vulnerable and precious ‘sensitive receptors’.

General comments on this suggestion;
Per the CEQA Environmental Checklist; All answers must take into account the whole of the 
action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well as Project level, indirect 
as well as direct, and cumulative operational impacts.
The Alternative submitted herein is for a specific parcel or portion of a parcel or combination of 
parcels which may or may not be owned by the Lead Agency or any of the City's past, present or 
future Lessees or assigned parties to such Lease.
I request;
This EIR abides by the CEQA guidance to not permit previous events, actions and City 
considerations or approvals influence the full consideration of this Alternative. 

That this EIR complies with CEQA and only allow the use of previous analysis documents to the 
extent the circumstances remain substantially the same as they relate to the alternative, which in 
this case would not include 5 year old or 20 year old documents, because of CEQA's requirement 
that EIR's investigation must be done as close to the project proposal date as possible. 

That this Alternative, irrespective of current use, is fully researched and considered as the 
potentially the less environmentally damaging option for potential Hydrocarbon production and/
or City Services relocation and pipelines, including changes in Size, configuration, accessory 
processing inclusion, production capacity , production rate, pipelines and interconnections,. 
Precise factual particularization of the baseline conditions of this site must be open to analysis 
and proof during the CEQA process. 

That CEQA guidance to consider changes to the projects original proposed design elements, 
including size and capabilities, even if these alternatives would impede to some degree the 
attainment of the project objectives, or would be more costly, must be considered to prevent 
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. 

That consideration of economic costs or outcomes of the Alternatives be excluded from your 
environmental consideration per CEQA Section 15126.6 (b)

That additional information explaining the choice of alternatives be included in the administrative 
record. 

That the Lead Agency notify properties in writing per CEQA for an area of 500 feet from this 
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Alternative that the EIR is considering Hydrocarbon, Oil and Gas Drilling, recovery and 
production, pre-processing, separation, First stage refining, trucking and pipelines and/or City 
services for a site in their scope of potential concern.
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To: Ken Robertson, Director, Community Development Department 

1315 Valley Drive, Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

Email, Krobertson@hermosabch.org

From Tom Morley    

Please enter in administrative record of E&B-Hermosa Oil.

RE: 8-11-13 Comments and suggestions for Hermosa Beach OIL Project EIR.

First: As approved by the voters in Measure E, there is no possible site for this type of 
project in Hermosa Beach, all sites are equally forbidden. 

These Los Angeles County parcel assignments must be considered for an Alternative site 
for potential Hydrocarbon production and/or City Services relocation and pipelines.

4187-020-904 plus contiguous lots -903 -905 -906 -907 and sheets 2,3,4,and 5 

Total 5.6 acres of City owned property should be considered for the Oil Project.

This Alternative meets all of the stated objective as defined by the EIR scoping 
document, Section 4.0 as stated. "The Proposed Project is to conduct exploratory 
drilling and if successful, continue oil and gas production at the Project site in the 
City of Hermosa Beach."

If this site is adequate for the proposed City Services relocation then it must be seriously 
considered for the Oil Project itself. The 1.2 acres designated for the relocation can be 
combined with other areas on the acreage, such as the parking spaces, in order to allow a 
reconfiguration of the proposed design, as required by CEQA. This site has the 
environmentally less damaging advantage of impacting a limited number of high density 
residential units as compared to the City Yard. The north and east sides of these suggested 
properties are not residential so therefore there are fewer ‘sensitive receptors’ subjected to 
24 hour exposure to the risks. Most of the other people nearby are transient and would 
have relatively short exposure to the hazard footprint.

The Alternate site proposed does not require the relocation of the City Yard and 
eliminates the environmental impact of digging, loading and hauling of 9000 cubic yards 
of toxic soil and will prevent the airborne toxic dust and particulates in that soil. The 
remainder of the impacts of relocating the city yard is completely avoided. The city yard 
is a required City service which remains functioning in its existing place, thus eliminating 
one entire neighborhood from the additional environmental impact from two 
neighborhoods down to only one. If one of the alternative sites for the Oil Project is 
determined less environmentally damaging or the ‘no project’ alternative is selected then 
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the existing city yard site retains its potential opportunity to be decentralized and then be  
sold as 20 or more residential building parcels for approximately $30 to $40 million 
dollars, double the settlement penalty.

This alternative will not, contrary to the proposed site, be adjacent to a protected Federal 
Endangered species and State protected habitat area thus completely eliminating the 
environmental impact to our cherished State preserve.

This Alternative will completely eliminate the residential traffic environmental impact 
because it will bypass all of the residential traffic routes and provide a more direct route 
for the 750,000 vehicle trips proposed due to being located on the major truck routes on 
Pier, PCH, connecting to Herondo and Artesia. This adjacency to multi lane roads will 
also eliminate the environmental impacts and the risk of impeding evacuees from dense 
south side neighborhoods in the case of tsunami and earthquake or from fire, explosion 
and deadly H2S gas releases in the Hazard footprint of the Oil project. The reduced truck 
traffic will reduce environmental impacts on a children's walk to school path and two 
sports fields to our most vulnerable and precious ‘sensitive receptors’.

This site has the unique benefit of showcasing and enshrining the largest heavy industrial 
operation ever considered by Hermosa Beach and the source of the funding for all City 
Services long imagined by the City leadership in 1975, 1985, 1990, 1992, 1993, 1994, 
1998, and now 2013

General comments on this suggestion;
Per the CEQA Environmental Checklist; All answers must take into account the whole of the 
action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well as Project level, indirect 
as well as direct, and cumulative operational impacts.
The Alternative submitted herein is for a specific parcel or portion of a parcel or combination of 
parcels which may or may not be owned by the Lead Agency or any of the City's past, present or 
future Lessees or assigned parties to such Lease.
I request;
This EIR abides by the CEQA guidance to not permit previous events, actions and City 
considerations or approvals influence the full consideration of this Alternative. 

That this EIR complies with CEQA and only allow the use of previous analysis documents to the 
extent the circumstances remain substantially the same as they relate to the alternative, which in 
this case would not include 5 year old or 20 year old documents, because of CEQA's requirement 
that EIR's investigation must be done as close to the project proposal date as possible. 

That this Alternative, irrespective of current use, is fully researched and considered as the 
potentially the less environmentally damaging option for potential Hydrocarbon production and/
or City Services relocation and pipelines, including changes in Size, configuration, accessory 
processing inclusion, production capacity , production rate, pipelines and interconnections,. 
Precise factual particularization of the baseline conditions of this site must be open to analysis 
and proof during the CEQA process. 
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That CEQA guidance to consider changes to the projects original proposed design elements, 
including size and capabilities, even if these alternatives would impede to some degree the 
attainment of the project objectives, or would be more costly, must be considered to prevent 
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. 

That consideration of economic costs or outcomes of the Alternatives be excluded from your 
environmental consideration per CEQA Section 15126.6 (b)

That additional information explaining the choice of alternatives be included in the administrative 
record. 

That the Lead Agency notify properties in writing per CEQA for an area of 500 feet from this 
Alternative that the EIR is considering Hydrocarbon, Oil and Gas Drilling, recovery and 
production, pre-processing, separation, First stage refining, trucking and pipelines and/or City 
services for a site in their scope of potential concern. 
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To: Ken Robertson, Director, Community Development Department 

1315 Valley Drive, Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

Email, Krobertson@hermosabch.org

From Tom Morley    

Please enter in administrative record of E&B-Hermosa Oil.

RE: 8-11-13 Comments and suggestions for Hermosa Beach OIL Project EIR.

First: As approved by the voters in Measure E, there is no possible site for this type of 
project in Hermosa Beach, all sites are equally forbidden. 

These Los Angeles County parcel assignments must be considered for an Alternative site 
for potential Hydrocarbon production and/or City Services relocation and pipelines.

4187-023-900 Total 2.95 acres of City owned property should be considered for the Oil 
Project. The north locations of this parcel would easily accommodate the Oil Project and 
many of the City Services while reducing or eliminating most of the risk to people, in the 
hazard footprint. 

This Alternative meets all of the stated objective as defined by the EIR scoping 
document, Section 4.0 as stated. "The Proposed Project is to conduct exploratory 
drilling and if successful, continue oil and gas production at the Project site in the 
City of Hermosa Beach."

This site has the environmentally less damaging advantage of being located farther away 
from high density residential units than at the City Yard and most areas within the entire 
city. This site has a considrable distance to the north, south, east and west sides of this 
suggested property is not adjacent to residential so therefore there are fewer ‘sensitive 
receptors’ subjected to 24 hour exposure to the risks. There are residences on the east and 
only near the south half of this large parcel can be avoided or distanced from the most 
dangerous project activities by modification of design elements. Many of the other people 
nearby are transient and would have relatively short exposure to the hazard footprint.

The Alternate site proposed does not require the relocation of the City Yard and 
eliminates the environmental impact of digging, loading and hauling of 9000 cubic yards 
of toxic soil and will prevent the airborne toxic dust and particulates in that soil. The 
remainder of the impacts of relocating the city yard is completely avoided. The city yard 
is a required City service which remains functioning in its existing place, thus eliminating 
one entire neighborhood from the additional environmental impact from two 
neighborhoods down to only one. If one of the alternative sites for the Oil Project is 
determined less environmentally damaging or the ‘no project’ alternative is selected then 
the existing city yard site retains its potential opportunity to be decentralized and then be  
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sold as 20 or more residential building parcels for approximately $30 to $40 million 
dollars, double the settlement penalty.

This Alternative will significantly reduce the residential traffic environmental impact 
because it will bypass all of the residential traffic routes and provide a more direct route 
for the 750,000 vehicle trips proposed due to being located right on the truck route at Pier 
Ave. and PCH on route to Artesia and Herondo. Avoiding the truck traffic in the original 
proposal will eliminate or reduce environmental impacts on a children's walk to school 
and two sports fields to our most vulnerable and precious ‘sensitive receptors’.

This alternative will not, contrary to the proposed site, be adjacent to a protected Federal 
Endangered species and State protected habitat area thus completely eliminating the 
environmental impact to our cherished State preserve.

General comments on this suggestion;
Per the CEQA Environmental Checklist; All answers must take into account the whole of the 
action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well as Project level, indirect 
as well as direct, and cumulative operational impacts.
The Alternative submitted herein is for a specific parcel or portion of a parcel or combination of 
parcels which may or may not be owned by the Lead Agency or any of the City's past, present or 
future Lessees or assigned parties to such Lease.
I request;
This EIR abides by the CEQA guidance to not permit previous events, actions and City 
considerations or approvals influence the full consideration of this Alternative. 

That this EIR complies with CEQA and only allow the use of previous analysis documents to the 
extent the circumstances remain substantially the same as they relate to the alternative, which in 
this case would not include 5 year old or 20 year old documents, because of CEQA's requirement 
that EIR's investigation must be done as close to the project proposal date as possible. 

That this Alternative, irrespective of current use, is fully researched and considered as the 
potentially the less environmentally damaging option for potential Hydrocarbon production and/
or City Services relocation and pipelines, including changes in Size, configuration, accessory 
processing inclusion, production capacity , production rate, pipelines and interconnections,. 
Precise factual particularization of the baseline conditions of this site must be open to analysis 
and proof during the CEQA process. 

That CEQA guidance to consider changes to the projects original proposed design elements, 
including size and capabilities, even if these alternatives would impede to some degree the 
attainment of the project objectives, or would be more costly, must be considered to prevent 
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. 

That consideration of economic costs or outcomes of the Alternatives be excluded from your 
environmental consideration per CEQA Section 15126.6 (b)

That additional information explaining the choice of alternatives be included in the administrative 
record. 

That the Lead Agency notify properties in writing per CEQA for an area of 500 feet from this 
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Alternative that the EIR is considering Hydrocarbon, Oil and Gas Drilling, recovery and 
production, pre-processing, separation, First stage refining, trucking and pipelines and/or City 
services for a site in their scope of potential concern.

H-Individuals-202 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line



To: Ken Robertson, Director, Community Development Department 

1315 Valley Drive, Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

Email, Krobertson@hermosabch.org

From Tom Morley    

Please enter in administrative record of E&B-Hermosa Oil.

RE: 8-11-13 Comments and suggestions for Hermosa Beach OIL Project EIR.

First: As approved by the voters in Measure E, there is no possible site for this type of 
project in Hermosa Beach, all sites are equally forbidden. 

These Los Angeles County parcel assignments must be considered for an Alternative site 
for potential Hydrocarbon production and/or City Services relocation and pipelines.

4187-024-902 Total 5.50 acres of City owned property should be considered for the Oil 
Project requirements. There are several sections on this parcel without buildings which 
are greater than one acre. The west locations of this parcel would easily accommodate the 
Oil Project and many of the City Services while reducing or eliminating most of the risk 
to residences and workers (i.e. people), in the hazard footprint. The south-westerly 125 ft 
x 475 ft feet portion of this parcel is 1.37 acres and would be my preference for the Oil 
Project configuration, if any, because it only removes 50 parking spaces and 4 tennis 
courts.

This Alternative meets all of the stated objective as defined by the EIR scoping 
document , Section 4.0 as stated. "The Proposed Project is to conduct exploratory 
drilling and if successful, continue oil and gas production at the Project site in the 
City of Hermosa Beach."

This site has the environmentally less damaging advantage of being located farther away 
from high density residential units than the City Yard and most areas within the entire 
city. This site has a increased distance to the north, east and west sides of this suggested 
property that is not residential, and to the south of my suggested portion is adjacent to 3 
homes, so therefore there are fewer ‘sensitive receptors’ subjected to 24 hour exposure to 
the risks. Many of the other people nearby are transient and would have relatively short 
exposure to the hazard footprint.

The Alternate site proposed does not require the relocation of the City Yard and 
eliminates the environmental impact of digging, loading and hauling of 9000 cubic yards 
of toxic soil and will prevent the airborne toxic dust and particulates in that soil. The 
remainder of the impacts of relocating the city yard is completely avoided. The city yard 
is a required City service which remains functioning in its existing place, thus eliminating 
one entire neighborhood from the additional environmental impact from two 
neighborhoods down to only one. If one of the alternative sites for the Oil Project is 
determined less environmentally damaging or the ‘no project’ alternative is selected then 
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the existing city yard site retains its potential opportunity to be decentralized and then be  
sold as 20 or more residential building parcels for approximately $30 to $40 million 
dollars, double the settlement penalty.

This Alternative will significantly reduce the residential traffic environmental impact 
because it will bypass all of the residential traffic routes and provide a more direct route 
for the 750,000 vehicle trips proposed due to being located right on the truck route at Pier 
Ave. and PCH on route to Artesia and Herondo. The reduced truck traffic on a children's 
walk to school path and two sports fields will reduce environmental impacts to our most 
vulnerable and precious ‘sensitive receptors’.

This alternative will not, contrary to the proposed site, be adjacent to a protected Federal 
Endangered species and State protected habitat area thus completely eliminating the 
environmental impact to our cherished State preserve.

General comments on this suggestion;
Per the CEQA Environmental Checklist; All answers must take into account the whole of the 
action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well as Project level, indirect 
as well as direct, and cumulative operational impacts.
The Alternative submitted herein is for a specific parcel or portion of a parcel or combination of 
parcels which may or may not be owned by the Lead Agency or any of the City's past, present or 
future Lessees or assigned parties to such Lease.
I request;
This EIR abides by the CEQA guidance to not permit previous events, actions and City 
considerations or approvals influence the full consideration of this Alternative. 

That this EIR complies with CEQA and only allow the use of previous analysis documents to the 
extent the circumstances remain substantially the same as they relate to the alternative, which in 
this case would not include 5 year old or 20 year old documents, because of CEQA's requirement 
that EIR's investigation must be done as close to the project proposal date as possible. 

That this Alternative, irrespective of current use, is fully researched and considered as the 
potentially the less environmentally damaging option for potential Hydrocarbon production and/
or City Services relocation and pipelines, including changes in Size, configuration, accessory 
processing inclusion, production capacity , production rate, pipelines and interconnections,. 
Precise factual particularization of the baseline conditions of this site must be open to analysis 
and proof during the CEQA process. 

That CEQA guidance to consider changes to the projects original proposed design elements, 
including size and capabilities, even if these alternatives would impede to some degree the 
attainment of the project objectives, or would be more costly, must be considered to prevent 
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. 

That consideration of economic costs or outcomes of the Alternatives be excluded from your 
environmental consideration per CEQA Section 15126.6 (b)

That additional information explaining the choice of alternatives be included in the administrative 
record. 
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That the Lead Agency notify properties in writing per CEQA for an area of 500 feet from this 
Alternative that the EIR is considering Hydrocarbon, Oil and Gas Drilling, recovery and 
production, pre-processing, separation, First stage refining, trucking and pipelines and/or City 
services for a site in their scope of potential concern. 
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To: Ken Robertson, Director, Community Development Department 

1315 Valley Drive, Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

Email, Krobertson@hermosabch.org

From Tom Morley    Please enter in administrative record of E&B-Hermosa Oil.

RE: 8-11-13 Comments and suggestions for Hermosa Beach OIL Project EIR.

First: As approved by the voters in Measure E, there is no possible site for this type of 
project in Hermosa Beach, all sites are equally forbidden. 

These Los Angeles County parcel assignments must be considered for an Alternative site 
for potential Hydrocarbon production and/or City Services relocation and pipelines.

 4188-001-901 from 6th to south border 9.0 acres of City owned property should be 
considered for the Oil Project. The southernmost 2 acres would provide the most 
favorable avoidance of aesthetic environmental impacts.

This Alternative meets all of the stated objective as defined by the EIR scoping, Section 
4.0 "The Proposed Project is to conduct exploratory drilling and if successful, 
continue oil and gas production at the Project site in the City of Hermosa Beach."

This site has the environmentally less damaging advantage of being located farther away 
from high density residential units. This site has complete clearance to the North and 
West sides that is not occupied by residential or light manufacturing workers. There is 
residential to the east and one structure to the south which could be protected from the 
hazard footprint by extended setbacks. This alternative dramatically limits the number of 
‘sensitive receptors’ subjected to 24 hour exposure to the risks in the hazard footprint vs. 
the City Yard. Most of the other people nearby are transient and would have relatively 
short exposure to the hazard footprint.

The Alternate site proposed does not require the relocation of the City Yard and 
eliminates the environmental impact of digging, loading and hauling of 9000 cubic yards 
of toxic soil and will prevent the airborne toxic dust and particulates from that soil. The 
remainder of the impacts of relocating the city yard is completely avoided. The city yard 
is a required City service which remains functioning in its existing place, thus eliminating 
one entire neighborhood from the additional environmental impact. If one of the 
alternative sites for the Oil Project is determined less environmentally damaging or the 
‘no project’ alternative is selected then the existing city yard site could still be 
decentralized and then be cleaned and sold as 20 or more residential building parcels for 
approximately $30 to $40 million dollars, double the settlement penalty.

With agreement with Redondo Beach to allow site entry thru the adjacent parking lot, this 
Alternative will completely eliminates the residential traffic environmental impact 
because it will bypass all of the residential traffic routes and provide a direct truck route 
for the proposed 750,000 vehicle trips due to being located on the truck route at Herondo. 
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The eliminated environmental impact of residential truck traffic will assure the protection 
of our most vulnerable and precious ‘sensitive receptors’ walking to school and to parks.

General comments on this suggestion;
Per the CEQA Environmental Checklist; All answers must take into account the whole of the 
action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well as Project level, indirect 
as well as direct, and cumulative operational impacts.
The Alternative submitted herein is for a specific parcel or portion of a parcel or combination of 
parcels which may or may not be owned by the Lead Agency or any of the City's past, present or 
future Lessees or assigned parties to such Lease.
I request;
This EIR abides by the CEQA guidance to not permit previous events, actions and City 
considerations or approvals influence the full consideration of this Alternative. 

That this EIR complies with CEQA and only allow the use of previous analysis documents to the 
extent the circumstances remain substantially the same as they relate to the alternative, which in 
this case would not include 5 year old or 20 year old documents, because of CEQA's requirement 
that EIR's investigation must be done as close to the project proposal date as possible. 

That this Alternative, irrespective of current use, is fully researched and considered as the 
potentially the less environmentally damaging option for potential Hydrocarbon production and/
or City Services relocation and pipelines, including changes in Size, configuration, accessory 
processing inclusion, production capacity , production rate, pipelines and interconnections,. 
Precise factual particularization of the baseline conditions of this site must be open to analysis 
and proof during the CEQA process. 

That CEQA guidance to consider changes to the projects original proposed design elements, 
including size and capabilities, even if these alternatives would impede to some degree the 
attainment of the project objectives, or would be more costly, must be considered to prevent 
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. 

That consideration of economic costs or outcomes of the Alternatives be excluded from your 
environmental consideration per CEQA Section 15126.6 (b)

That additional information explaining the choice of alternatives be included in the administrative 
record. 

That the Lead Agency notify properties in writing per CEQA for an area of 500 feet from this 
Alternative that the EIR is considering Hydrocarbon, Oil and Gas Drilling, recovery and 
production, pre-processing, separation, First stage refining, trucking and pipelines and/or City 
services for a site in their scope of potential concern. 
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To: Ken Robertson, Director, Community Development Department 

1315 Valley Drive, Hermosa Beach, CA 90254

Email, Krobertson@hermosabch.org

From Tom Morley    

Please enter in administrative record of E&B-Hermosa Oil.

RE: 8-11-13 Comments and suggestions for Hermosa Beach OIL Project EIR.

As approved by the voters in Measure E, there is no possible site for Oil projects in 
Hermosa Beach, all sites are equally forbidden. 

These Los Angeles County parcel assignment must be considered for an Alternative site 
for potential Hydrocarbon production and/or City Services relocation and pipelines.

4160-25-902 22,500sq and 

4160-25-903 12,500sq and 

4160-26-900 17,620sq and 

4185-23-904 12,500sq and

4186-027-900 3,628sq and

4186-018-900 2275sq and

4188-026-900 12,500sq

4188-026-901 1,750sq

4188-026-902 4,670sq

Total 88,943 sqft = 2.08 acres of City owned property should be considered to replace 
many of the uses currently accommodated by the existing city yard. Combining these 
small parcels may be sufficient area for all of the varied distributed city services, storage 
and recycling and parking which do not need to be consolidated to one site.

This Alternative proposal is adjacent to fewer residential units and limits exposure to 
fewer sides of the project thus significantly reducing the environmental impact. 

This alternative will allow some of the city yard services to be performed on sites which 
do not impair revenue streams loss from the storage unit business. Also the community 
needs storage units close to home and there are not other proposed site locations for those 
services. 

If one of the alternative sites for the Oil Project is determined less environmentally 
damaging or the ‘no project’ alternative is selected the alternate sites proposed still allows 
the relocation of the City Yard but it also eliminates the environmental impact of digging, 
loading and hauling of 9000 cubic yards of toxic soil and will prevent the airborne toxic 
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dust and particulates from that soil. The existing city yard site could still be decentralized 
and then be cleaned and sold as 20 or more residential building parcels for approximately 
$30 to $40 million dollars, double the settlement penalty.
There may be a considerably less environmental impact by using these options as 
opposed to the impact of a large consolidated City Services complex and the impact on 
adjacent high density residential units and businesses.

General comments on this suggestion;
Per the CEQA Environmental Checklist; All answers must take into account the whole of the 
action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well as Project level, indirect 
as well as direct, and cumulative operational impacts.
The Alternative submitted herein is for a specific parcel or portion of a parcel or combination of 
parcels which may or may not be owned by the Lead Agency or any of the City's past, present or 
future Lessees or assigned parties to such Lease.
I request;
This EIR abides by the CEQA guidance to not permit previous events, actions and City 
considerations or approvals influence the full consideration of this Alternative. 
Additional information explaining the choice of alternatives be included in the administrative 
record. 
That this EIR complies with CEQA and only allow the use of previous analysis documents to the 
extent the circumstances remain substantially the same as they relate to the alternative, which in 
this case would not include 5 year old or 20 year old documents, because of CEQA's requirement 
that EIR's investigation must be done as close to the project proposal date as possible. 
That CEQA guidance to consider changes to the projects original proposed design elements, 
including size and capabilities, even if these alternatives would impede to some degree the 
attainment of the project objectives, or would be more costly, must be considered to prevent 
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. 
That consideration of economic costs or outcomes of the Alternatives be excluded from your 
environmental consideration per CEQA Section 15126.6 (b)
That this Alternative, irrespective of current use, is fully researched and considered as the 
potentially the less environmentally damaging option for potential Hydrocarbon production and/
or City Services relocation and pipelines, including changes in Size, configuration, accessory 
processing inclusion, production capacity , production rate, pipelines and interconnections,. 
Precise factual particularization of the baseline conditions of this site must be open to analysis 
and proof during the CEQA process. 
That the Lead Agency notify properties in writing per CEQA for an area of 500 feet from this 
Alternative that the EIR is considering Hydrocarbon, Oil and Gas Drilling, recovery and 
production, pre-processing, separation, First stage refining, trucking and pipelines and/or City 
services for a site in their scope of potential concern. 
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From: Lou Morris [bellelou@me.com]
Sent: Saturday, August 10, 2013 3:19 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Cc: Dency Nelson; bevdillen@verizon.net; rene28@me.com; klor5@aol.com ; 

sweeterbird@yahoo.com; yrs4good@yahoo.com ; joecipollasings@verizon.net; 
leroideberri@gmail.com

Subject: Scope of the Environmental Impact Report - Comments and Concerns

I would like to voice my concerns with this repugnant idea of placing an oil well in our hometown. 
 There is no $ amount that any of you could propose, our community receiving, that would make 
this project desirable to me.  Those of us that have lived long enough, have watched decisions 
(i.e.: removing the red car) that have damaged our community & all of us continue to see 
decisions made that do not benefit the community.  THAT IS WHY SO MANY OF US ARE 
READY TO SAFEGUARD OUR COMMUNITY AGAINST THE ADVANTAGE TO THE 
FEW, while our children/grandchildren lose the incredible environment that we enjoyed.  Your 
proposal is not acceptable under any terms or agreements!   
 
Do not underestimate the citizens of Hermosa.  They are an intelligent, dedicated, and 
hardworking group of people.  We will not accept toxins introduced into our environment for the 
benefit of the 1%.  We will fight the project with every ounce of energy we can muster.  WE 
WILL assemble and activate the citizens of Hermosa Beach.  (Do not underestimate us!) 
 
Can you provide me with any reason, other than money, for this proposal to move forward? 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Lou Morris 

721 Manhattan Avenue 

Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 
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From:                              Craig Navin [craig.navin@gmail.com] 
Sent:                               Monday, August 12, 2013 12:03 AM 
To:                                   Ken Robertson 
Subject:                          Scope of the Environmental Impact Report ‐ Comments and Concerns 
  
Dear Mr. Robertson, 
  
My wife and I spent many years looking for the perfect community to raise our two young boys, ages 4 
and 3.  Since my eldest son has acute asthma, his doctors recommended we live in a coastal city to 
reduce the number of visits to the ER.  This past spring we were fortunate to purchase a home in 
Hermosa Beach. 
  
Although many people are drawn to the city for its nightlife and surf culture, we were drawn to Hermosa 
Beach for the following reasons: 
  
1) Safety for my children 
  
2) Sense of community 
  
3) Good schools 
  
4) Clean air 
  
Not surprisingly, my wife and I are very concerned about the proposed drilling at 6th and Valley, due to 
my son’s health. 
  
I would like to know how young children with and without asthma are going to be impacted by the 
increased number of heavy trucks driving down Valley and the toxic fumes emanating from the drilling 
site. 
  
I strongly oppose the proposed drilling at 6th and Valley and intend to do whatever is necessary to stop 
drilling in this beautiful coastal city. 
  
  
Sincerely 
Craig Navin 
624 8th Place 
Hermosa Beach, CA 
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From: Dency Nelson [dln52@verizon.net]
Sent: Sunday, August 11, 2013 3:11 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Comments re: the EIR

Ken, 
  
I’m sure that you know where I am on the oil drilling project.  Moira attended the scoping meeting on the 
24th; I have seen some of it online.  I am fairly confident that all of the pertinent questions and concerns have 
been submitted.  But, not to let the 12th come and go without raising my hand, her are my major concerns: 
  
‐Geological instability of this area exacerbated by 35 directional wells bored underneath our city and our 
homes 
  
‐Inevitable leaking at the well head and throughout the project 
  
‐Toxic emissions released into the ground, the ground water, the Santa Monica Bay, and the Air 
  
‐Noise, smell and overall unattractiveness of this project effecting our lifestyles and the tourists who would 
otherwise come and spend their dollars, and our property values 
  
‐Energy and water used to operate the facility 
  
‐Increased traffic on all area streets due to this project 
  
‐Insufficient evidence that this particular company knows how to do this type of drilling, and whether they 
have the means or the desire to clean up their mess when the inevitable spill or blow‐out occurs 
  
I won’t even get into the bad financial deal this is for the city, nor my life‐long commitment to the truth that at 
any price, this is a commodity that we move away from and that our labor and investment would be better 
served in an alternative energy arena. 
  
Just the beginning of a long fight that we will win, because we are Jackie Robinson in this one.  We have the 
righteous cause, and the ability to defeat the devil. 
  
Dency Nelson 
2415 Silverstrand Avenue 
Hermosa Beach 
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From: Moira Lerner [moiraln@verizon.net]
Sent: Sunday, August 11, 2013 5:35 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Scope of the Environmental Impact Report - Comments and Concerns

Dear Mr. Robertson, 
  
I attended the public scoping meeting and was impressed with the large number and detailed nature of the 
questions my fellow Hermosans raised there. They clearly demonstrated the level of public concern about the 
project, and the wish to ensure that the Environmental Impact Report will explore all conceivable potential 
threats the oil project could pose to the health and safety of our inhabitants, our environment, and our 
investments. 
  
Many of the questions that were raised at the meeting do not fall within the purview of an EIR. I hope, 
however, that you will make sure the information is provided somewhere, and disseminated along with the 
rest of the material being prepared on the impacts of the project. Here are some of the questions on my mind:
  
    I am especially curious to see a map of the paths of all 30 of the pipelines that E&B proposes to run under 
the city and into the bay. 
  
    I would like to see photographs of the trucks that will be used to transport crude oil from the site, and to 
know the maximum number of trips through the city per day and the         hours they will be on the road. 
  
    I’d like to see some descriptions of worst‐case‐possible scenarios and how our city should be prepared to 
respond in such cases. 
  
    I’d like to see a list of who the staff will be on the site (what specialties and how many of each), hour‐by‐
hour around the clock. 
  
    In view of the fact that the project would be set in the midst of our densely populated community, beside 
the green belt and close to several parks, on a street used every             day by large numbers of children (as 
well as adults) traveling on foot or bike to go to the grammar and middle school, the library, post office, 
community center,                            farmer’s market, city hall, police and fire stations, and downtown, I’d like to 
see some assessment of the project site’s vulnerability to vandalism, mischief, carelessness,             curiosity, 
and sheer adolescent idiocy and the dangers those possibilities might pose to the community. Will children 
and teenagers be able to get in easily? Will they be hurt if     they try?  
  
I am far less interested in how careful the company claims they are going to be than in how dangerous and 
damaging the project might be if the safeguards and mitigations being planned for it aren’t as successful as 
planned. I think it is the obligation of any experts who are evaluating the potential negative impacts of this 
project on our behalf to fully inform us of the worst that could befall.  E&B has already given us their sunny 
sales pitch. 
  
With sincere regard and thanks, 
Moira Nelson 
2415 Silverstrand Avenue 
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Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 
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From: Thomas Northup [skyking.tn@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 17, 2013 1:32 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Scope of the Environmental Impact Report - Comments and Concerns

Ken, how in the world did the drilling proposal ever get this far? The risk/reward is too great. Hermosa could 
easily become the best little ghost town in American! 
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From:                              Kayoko Okada [kai.okada@gmail.com] 
Sent:                               Sunday, August 11, 2013 11:54 PM 
To:                                   Ken Robertson 
Subject:                          Scope of the Environmental Impact Report ‐ Comments and Concerns 
  
Dear Mr. Robertson,  
  
I am a resident of the city and I reviewed the Environmental Impact Report.  I am adamantly opposed to 
drilling in our city.  I am a mother of two young children and I have very serious concerns over how the 
drilling will adversely affect the health of my children.  In particular, my 4 year old son suffers from 
asthma and our family moved to Hermosa Beach seeking cleaner air quality in an already highly 
polluted Los Angeles County.  As pointed out in the report, oil drilling may increase air pollution, create 
offensive odors, emit greenhouse gases and generate hazardous emissions. I would like to see a report 
detailing how pollutants generated from the site impacts asthmatics: is there an increase in attacks and 
hospitalizations?  How do the pollutants impact lung development in children?  How does the increase 
in traffic from trucks working the site contribute to air pollution?   
  
In addition to air quality concerns, it is a great threat that these hazardous materials will be handled near 
our children's public schools and playgrounds. No one, and no report, can guarantee that accidents will 
not happen.  I believe oil drilling in our city poses unnecessary risks with serious long term 
environmental and health consequences. I am vehemently opposed to oil drilling taking place in our city.
  
Kayoko Okada 
624 8th Place 

Page 1 of 1
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From: Marci Palla [marcipalla@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, August 06, 2013 10:34 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Scope of the Environmental Impact Report - Comments and Concerns

Dear Mr. Robertson: 
 
I moved to Hermosa Beach from my hometown of Bakersfield two years ago.  There were a variety of factors 
that led to me uprooting my life and moving to a city with quadruple the housing prices.  Here are a few 
differences between Hermosa Beach and Bakersfield that drew me to move here... 
 
-Aesthetics 
-Air Quality 
-Biological Resources 
-Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
-Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
-Land Use and Planning 
 
Unfortunately, these are all areas that will be adversely affected by the proposed oil drilling.  There are many 
financial reasons to have oil drilling in your town.  I grew up benefitting from them, living in a home only 20 
minutes from the E & B Natural Resources Management Cooperation headquarters in Bakersfield, but I decided 
my quality of life was worth more than the monetary gains.  That's why I moved here.  Please don't make me 
move again.  Please don't turn Hermosa Beach into Bakersfield. 
 
Sincerely, 
Marci Palla 
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From: Sharonraepaul@aol.com
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 10:01 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Scope of the Environmental Impact Report - Comments and Concerns

I am not in favor of any drilling in Hermosa.  We do not need to take a chance on our environment.  I feel that we would be 
taking a chance on our health and the safety of this community.  My vote is no. 
  
  
Sharon Paul 
1782 Valley Park Avenue 
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 
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From: Lynne Pope [popelynne@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 7:08 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Scope of the Environmental Impact Report - Comments and Concerns

 
 
I have real concerns about real estate values in the areas affected directly - visual, smell, sound along with 
health and safety.That continues as a divide to make some of Hermosa not as affected as others, creating  barrier 
of them and us which is not good for this small city. ( as it were...across the tracks)  
 
How do you propose to have subsidence monitoring stations all over what do they look like where will they be 
placed, what electrical, sounds sight will be there, How are they serviced? 
How often are they monitored? 
 
IF EB goes bankrupt and is no longer honoring or able to honor its commitment to Hermosa Beach, what is the 
result?  I once bought a new home and the builder went bankrupt, there was a problem and it was only our 
insurance that had to step up.  
 
I would like to see an actual underground plan that shows all the lines and connectors, 
 
I know there will be more questions. The biggest one is HOW do we get E&B to leave? 
Somebody help us with that one. I hope we can write a check asap. 
I hope they sell off something and prove they are not is debt to E&B anymore.  
 
How do we get real answers   not just a debate that subsidence is not an issue. It is and its real and all the 
arguing is just stupid. Its like saying there is no global warming, No Hitler, no problem.   
 
We need some more professionals on our team... Not just you.because you are..actually paid for and indebted to 
their team.  
 
Lynne Pope 
 
 
--  
 
 
 
 
LYNNE POPE 310,863,7582    

  
Right-click here to download 
pictures.  To help protect your  
privacy, Outlook prevented 
auto matic downlo ad o f this  
picture from the Internet.

 
 
Search MLS above!  share it with your friends looking around to buy or sell and get the real deal. 
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RE/MAX  Estate Properties  popelynne@gmail.com   #01377782 
1720 S. Elena 
Redondo Beach, CA 90277 
 
IRES  International Real Estate Specialist 
DISCOVER A NEW LEVEL OF LUXURY IN REAL ESTATE; DISCOVER RE/MAX  

Serving Los Angeles County for all of your residential and investment real estate needs. 
  
 
 
  
 
  

H-Individuals-224 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project



1

Brittney

From: Natasha [natashapower@verizon.net]
Sent: Tuesday, July 16, 2013 9:10 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: RE: Scope of the Environmental Impact Report - Comments and Concerns

Sorry, I forgot our address: 
Brian, Natasha, John and Michael Power 
414 2nd Street #310 
Hermosa Beach, CA 
90254 
 

From: Natasha [mailto:natashapower@verizon.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, July 16, 2013 9:00 PM 
To: 'krobertson@hermosabch.org' 
Subject: Scope of the Environmental Impact Report - Comments and Concerns 
 
Dear Ken Robertson, 
 
Please count our family of four as the strongest opponents of  the  Oil invasion on Hermosa Beach. It goes without of 
saying that our little resort  beach city, Hermosa Beach, cannot and should not become like a third world industrial spot, 
right on the map of California.  Seems like our city has more options to join Solar or Wind energy ventures… verses the 
dangers of the rust and pollution surrounding Oil rigs. 
 
Regards, 
The Power Family 
 
Message from the children of the Power family: 
 
Please choose do not do accept any of Oil Businesses  bribes, because it would change the circumstances of the world 
having good atmosphere. And for Hermosa Beach it will mean that  the nicest school district would go away; the citizens 
would by really sad even if it was for a zillion gold bricks! 
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Mr.	Ken	Robertson	
City	of	Hermosa	Beach	
Community	Development	Director	
1315	Valley	Drive	Hermosa	Beach,	
CA	90254	
	
	
	
Dear	Sir,	
	
	
I	am	writing	to	express	my	deepest	concerns	concerning	the	proposed	oil	drilling	at	
the	Hermosa	Beach	City	Yard	in	the	hopes	that	they	will	be	addressed	in	the	
Environmental	Impact	Report.		
	
Here	are	my	concerns:	
	

PrenterC‐1: E&B	does	not	carry	sufficient	liability	insurance	to	cover	any	
significant	accidents.	

PrenterC‐2: The	massive	construction	associated	with	the	first	phases	of	
the	site	will	be	an	absolute	nightmare	for	the	surrounding	neighborhoods.	
Early	morning	noise	of	trucks	and	workers,	heavy	truck	traffic,	congestion	of	
our	two	main	traffic	corridors:	Valley	Drive	and	Eighth	Street.	Excessive	
noise	all	day,	diesel	fumes	and	traffic	overflow	into	neighboring	residential	
neighborhoods.	The	City	Yard	sits	in	a	valley	so	noise	is	naturally	amplified	
making	the	addition	of	a	noise	attenuation	barrier	ineffective.	Also,	fumes	
will	naturally	collect	in	the	valley	and	waft	out	to	the	surrounding	
neighborhoods,	greenbelt	and	parks.	Right	now	our	risk	of	all	of	these	things	
is	zero.	

PrenterC‐3: The	risk	of	acquiring	asthma	or	other	diseases	associated	with	
exhaust	and	other	industrial	activity	during	the	years	of	construction	and	
trucking	during	the	life	of	the	project.	Right	now	we	have	virtually	no	truck	
traffic	in	our	neighborhood.	

PrenterC‐4: Excessive	tanker	truck	traffic	on	small	roads	that	were	not	
designed	to	support	the	weight	which	would	deteriorate	quickly	and	cause	
unsafe	conditions	with	large	trucks	negotiating	them.	Tanker	and	
construction	truck	traffic	creating	danger	to	my	children	walking	to	and	from	
school	on	Valley	Drive	or	to	other	children	or	members	of	the	community	
walking	near	the	Green	Belt,	South	Park	and	Clark	Field.	Valley	Drive	was	
never	meant	to	be	a	corridor	for	heavy	industrial	trucking.	Right	now	we	
have	virtually	no	heavy	truck	traffic	here.	

PrenterC‐5: The	risk	of	a	dangerous	tanker	truck	accident,	possibly	
involving	a	spill	or	explosion	of	highly	flammable	and	toxic	materials	close	to	
our	residential	neighborhoods	which	would	threaten	the	health	of	thousands	
of	people	near	by	in	our	densely	populated	town.	
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PrenterC‐6: Years	of	excessive	noise,	fumes	and	traffic	associated	with	the	
oil	drilling	construction	such	as	food	truck	and	their	loud	horns.		

PrenterC‐7: Several	years	of	construction	contractors	parking	in	our	
already	impacted	neighborhoods.	

PrenterC‐8: Seismic	activity.	There	are	faults	nearby	and	we	have	frequent	
small	earthquakes	all	around	our	area,	which	has	a	real	estate	value	into	the	
hundreds	of	billions	of	dollars.	Drilling,	removing	oil	and	depositing	water	
can	cause	subsidence	and	possibly	cause	a	significant	seismic	event	that	
could	cause	devastating	amounts	of	damage	and	loss	of	life	to	the	area.	

PrenterC‐9: Subsidence.	The	surrounding	neighborhoods	sit	on	sand,	not	
rock,	and	are	susceptible	to	damage	from	subsidence	associated	with	oil	and	
gas	recovery.	

PrenterC‐10: Drilling	activity	will	be	around	the	clock	noise	that	cannot	be	
adequately	reduced	by	noise	attenuation	barriers.	

PrenterC‐11: Drilling	around	the	clock	will	cause	vibrations	that	will	cause	
the	surround	neighborhoods,	which	sit	on	top	of	sand,	to	vibrate,	pulse	and	
shift	over	time	causing	structural	damage.	This	will	also	greatly	affect	the	
residents,	whose	houses	will	be	shaking	and	thumping	24	hours	a	day	for	the	
life	of	the	project.	

PrenterC‐12: There	is	not	an	adequate	buffer	area	between	existing	
neighborhoods	and	businesses	and	the	proposed	drilling	site	to	make	the	
drilling	safe.	

PrenterC‐13: There	is	not	enough	area	at	the	proposed	drilling	site	to	safely	
complete	the	scope	of	the	drilling	project.		

PrenterC‐14: The	risk	of	fire,	explosion	or	toxic	substance	leaks	associated	
with	the	drilling,	processing,	trucking	and	piping	of	oil	and	natural	gas	
causing	damage	and/or	injury	to	the	structures	and	people	living	and	
working	in	the	surrounding	businesses,	homes,	parks	and	green	belt.	Right	
now	there	is	zero	risk.	

PrenterC‐15: NORMs.	Naturally	Occurring	Radioactive	Material	associated	
with	the	oil	recovery	and	wastewater	will	cause	a	dangerous	public	health	
threat	to	the	people	living	and	working	in	the	neighboring	businesses,	homes,	
parks	and	green	belt.	Right	now	there	is	zero	risk.	

PrenterC‐16: There	is	no	adequate	drainage	on	the	site.	
PrenterC‐17: Placing	heavy	industry	oil	production	and	processing	in	the	

middle	of	a	densely	populated	residential	neighborhood	will	cause	property	
values	to	plummet,	adversely	affecting	the	life	savings	and	livelihoods	of	the	
people	living	nearby.	
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From: Claudia Prenter [claudia@prenterdesign.com]
Sent: Sunday, August 11, 2013 12:04 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Scope of the Environmental Impact Report - Comments and Concerns

Dear K Robertson, 
 
I am writing today because I am very concerned about the proposed Hermosa Beach "Oil Production Project". It 
would affect us directly, since we live 2 blocks away from the city yard. 
 
* Being a mother of 2 school age children, 9 and 14 years old, I worry about the increased traffic on the streets 
my children have to use when walking or riding their bikes to school, same streets that would be very busy with 
construction and oil trucks during business hours, we DON'T need that. There's no need for 18 wheelers and 
their emissions, in our very populated residential area. It think they would compromise our health and safety. 
 
* I'm concerned about the response of the city and/or oil company in case of an emergency, I've read enough 
about oil spills and explosions to know that A LOT of the times are not handled properly. 
 
* Most of all, it disturbs me that there will be undisclosed toxic materials contaminating our air, land and water.
 
As a family, and long time residents, we love the lifestyle Hermosa Beach offers and feel that it would be 
irresponsible to allow such a project to go ahead, especially when oil drilling has been illegal in this city for 30 
years. 
 
 
Regards, 
Claudia Prenter 
-- 
Claudia Prenter  
625 Loma Drive 
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 
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Rick Pruetz 
522 The Strand  

Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 
310-749 5535 

arje@attglobal.net 
 

July 24, 2013 
 
Mr. Ken Robertson 
Community Development Director 
City of Hermosa Beach 
1315 Valley Drive 
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 
 
RE: Comments on Scope of EIR – E&B Oil Development Project 
 
The concerns that I would like to see addressed in this EIR are organized below 
according to the associated page of the NOP/Scoping Document. 
 
P5 The NOP/SD identifies the Project Location as the 1.3-acre City Maintenance 
Yard and two pipelines for transporting processed oil and gas under Valley Drive, 
Herondo Street, Anita Street, 190th  Street and Francesca Avenue. The NOP/SD 
does not include in this description over 50 miles of boreholes and pipes that 
E&B proposes to place under the City of Hermosa Beach and Santa Monica Bay. 
This is my estimate is based on page 6 of Attachment C of the Application which 
says that typical directional drilling goes down 4,000 feet and sideways another 
4,000 to 6,000 feet. If the 34 proposed boreholes and pipes average 9,000 feet in 
length each, there would be over 57 miles of bore holes and pipe under the City 
and the Bay. In my opinion, the Project Site studied in the EIR should always 
analyze the entire project location in order to address all of the potential impacts 
of this project to the City and Bay as a whole. 
 
P5 Site Size is listed as the 1.3-acre Maintenance Yard, the 1.25-acre relocation 
site for the Maintenance Yard plus almost four miles of pipe to transport the 
processed oil and gas from the production facility. Again, this omits the size of 
the oil and gas recovery field which I believe could underlie roughly 80 percent of 
the land area of the City of Hermosa Beach and roughly 60 percent of the City’s 
tidelands under Santa Monica Bay. That is my estimate based on a map of the 
location of the Torrance Oil Field on page 14 of Appendix H Geosyntec. My 
rough guess is that when the portion of the City and Bay overlying the Torrance 
Oil Field is included, the Site Size grows to about three square miles, or 1,920 
acres.   
 
P14-18 Here we see five pages of aerial photos identifying the Yard, the 
relocation site, the processed oil and gas pipeline routes and the Exxon.Mobil 
Refinery in Torrance. Absent are any photos, maps or diagrams of the Torrance 

H-Individuals-229 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Typewritten Text
PruetzR-1

Brittney
Typewritten Text
PruetzR-2

Brittney
Typewritten Text
PruetzR-3



2 
 

Oil Field under the City of Hermosa Beach and its tidelands that E&B is applying 
to drill into. The EIR should fully illustrate the whole project which I believe 
includes the roughly three-square miles of the Torrance Oil Field lying 
underneath most of the City and its tidelands.      
 
P23 This discussion of aesthetics demonstrates how the limitation of “Project 
Site” leaves potential impacts unexamined. Drilling and pumping under the City 
and the Bay can create subsidence according to the NOP/SD and induced 
seismicity according to Appendix H of the project application. In fact, Appendix H 
[p63 of 105] says that the most likely epicenter for subsidence would be the 
Hermosa Pier. This suggests that negative effects including aesthetic impacts 
might occur almost anywhere in the City.   
  
P31 The NOP discusses the potential for earthquakes to impact the Project but 
my reading of the NOP/SD suggests that the EIR will not study the reverse: the 
impact of project-induced seismicity on the City. Appendix H to the Project 
Application indicates that induced seismicity is “rare” [p36] and that the 
probability that the project will induce seismic activity is “low” [pages 41-42]. But I 
believe that the EIR should address these potential hazards given the 
widespread damage that they could produce. In addition, the EIR should be able 
to better quantify vague words like “rare” and “low”. For example, if experts know 
what percent of oil production operations have induced earthquakes, the EIR 
should include those statistics. 
 
P32 The NOP/SD asserts that the Project Site is not in a liquefaction zone. 
However, the portion of Hermosa Beach roughly west of Hermosa Boulevard is in 
a liquefaction zone according to p44 of Appendix D to the Project Application. 
The EIR should address potential impacts to the City and Bay as a whole, 
including the increased hazard of induced seismicity within a liquefaction zone. 
Furthermore, the EIR should go beyond words like “unlikely” and “seldom” and 
include all available data on oilfield impacts within liquefaction zones.   
 
P32-33 The NOP/SD reports that the Willington Oil Field experienced 29 feet of 
subsidence in the 1940s through the 1960s but that “this amount of subsidence 
would not occur in Hermosa Beach.” The NOP/SD proposes a monitoring 
program that “should minimize or eliminate the potential for damaging amounts of 
subsidence to occur.” Hopefully the EIR will be able to do a better job of 
quantifying than “less than 29 feet of subsidence”. Hopefully it will also quantify 
what it means to “minimize” subsidence; specifically, how much can a house sink 
before doors stick, walls crack and foundations need reinforcement? The EIR 
should also include material from Appendix H [page 32] saying how it took 10 
years for subsidence to stop in the Willington Oil Field after they started the 
reinjection program to replace the oil with water.     
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P34 Aims to calculate the GHG emissions from the drilling/extraction/production 
operation. I hope the EIR will also calculate the GHG produced by burning the oil 
and gas generated by this facility. 
 
P41 The NOP/SD states that the Project Site is not in a tsunami hazard zone. 
True, the Maintenance Yard is not in a tsunami hazard zone but the coastline of 
Hermosa Beach is. As stated in Appendix H to the Project Application, if 
subsidence occurs, the most likely epicenter of a subsidence bowl would be at 
the pier. Page 66 of 105 of Appendix H of the Project Application also states that 
the chances of subsidence are higher along the coast. The EIR should fully 
examine the potential impact of subsidence particularly along the coastline and 
discuss the potential for subsidence to exacerbate the impact of a tsunami and 
sea level rise.   
 
P42 As proposed in the NOP/SD, the EIR will fully discuss the land use 
implications of placing a drilling and production facility with 30 oil and gas wells 
within a residential neighborhood. However, if approved, this project would also 
permit over 50 miles of boreholes and oil and gas pipes to be drilled under most 
of the City and its tidelands. The EIR should carefully address the potential land 
use issues affecting the entire City from multiple standpoints including quality of 
life and impact on housing, non-residential structures and public infrastructure in 
the event of damaging if not catastrophic effects. Appendix C to the Project 
Application, page 3, discusses the need for a blow-out preventer at the 
production site. To quote that report “…blow out preventers are intended to be 
fail-safe devices.” Yesterday, another oil well in the Gulf of Mexico had a blow 
out, presumably despite this fail safe device. The EIR should quantify how often 
blow outs and other catastrophic events occur. The EIR should use statistics and 
not words like “rarely” or “seldom”. The EIR should discuss whether it is common 
or recommended to locate blow-out preventers this close to residences. 
Appendix C of the Project Application, pC-4 discusses how the cement casing is 
installed once the well is fully bored. As I understand it, the cement is forced out 
the bottom of the pipe and because it appears at the top of the hole, the 
assumption is made that the entire pipe has been encased in cement. The EIR 
should cite any studies performed on actual wells to assess how well this 
procedure actually works in reality. In other words, have independent experts 
actually gone down a mile or even a few hundred feet to ensure that the cement 
actually seals the bore hole? The EIR should discuss this so that readers can 
form an opinion about how effective this method is for preventing oil and gas 
from migrating throughout the project’s proposed 50+ miles of bore holes.   
 
P45 The NOP/SD suggests that the noise study will focus on impacts to the 
Yard, the relocation site, truck routes and the routes proposed for the installation 
of pipes needed to transport 8,000 barrels of processed oil and 2.5 million cubic 
feet of gas per day. The EIR should also discuss any noises or vibrations that 
residents might hear or feel as the bore holes are drilled under thousands of 
homes 24 hours a day for 1,020 days, or almost three years. The EIR should 
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include the results of any studies showing the extent to which residents will or will 
not hear or feel this slant drilling particularly when they are trying to sleep.  
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1   HERMOSA BEACH, CALIFORNIA; WEDNESDAY, JULY 24, 2013;

2                         7:08 P.M.

3                          * * *

4

5                     INTRODUCTION BY ED ALMANZA

6          MR. ALMANZA:  We are going to get started.

7 Welcome.  Just to make sure you are all in the right

8 place, this is the public scoping meeting for the

9 Environmental Impact Report to address the oil

10 development project proposed by E&B Natural Resources.

11 So, I want to make some introductions, and then I'll

12 describe what the program is for tonight.  My name is

13 Ed Almanza.  I'm a consultant hired by the City to

14 oversee the EIR.  I'm an EIR consultant.  Most of my

15 work is in Orange County, but they brought me up here

16 for this project.  Also with us is Ken Robertson, who is

17 the director of the Community Development Department;

18 Pam Townsend, who is the Senior Planner, and you've

19 probably seen her around.  She does the work of three or

20 four planners.  We have Aaron, who's out in front, Matt,

21 Eva.  And who else is out there, Pam?

22          MS. TOWNSEND:  Lauren.

23          MR. ALMANZA:  Lauren.  They are staff folks.

24 And we have Candace, who is taking notes for us.  I'd

25 like to introduce our EIR consultants -- and actually
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1 let them introduce themselves.  MRS is under contract to

2 the City, and they will be preparing the Environmental

3 Impact Report.

4          Steve, do you want to introduce yourself?

5          MR. RADIS:  Good evening, my name is

6 Steve Radis, and I'm a vice-president at Marine Research

7 Specialists in Ventura.  We've prepared dozens of

8 Environmental Impact Reports for oil and gas projects in

9 California, some in the Los Angeles area -- Baldwin

10 Hills Oil Field, Whittier Oil Field -- and a lot of

11 projects up in the Santa Barbara area and San Luis

12 Obispo.  We worked on this project previously for the

13 Coastal Commission, when it was Macpherson Oil & Gas,

14 and assisted them with the review of the risk analysis

15 that was done by the applicant, which openly led to the

16 City being about ready to schedule the project.  With me

17 tonight is Luis Perez, who is our project manager, and

18 I'll let Luis say a few words.

19          MR. PEREZ:  Good evening everybody.  My name is

20 Luis Perez, and I'm a project manager and I will be

21 doing a little bit of a PowerPoint presentation in a

22 little bit.  Also with us tonight is our project

23 engineer with MRS, Greg Chittick, who's in the back and

24 making sure that the PowerPoint is working

25 appropriately.  So, thank you very much.  And we are
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1 looking forward to giving you a presentation in a little

2 bit.

3          MR. ALMANZA:  And a couple of preliminaries.

4 Restrooms are outside.  There's some water out there if

5 you need it.  We have passed out two things as you came

6 in the door:  There's a booklet that the City

7 produced -- actually we produced -- to describe the

8 project and the process and participation points for the

9 public within that process.  That's just meant as a

10 handbook.  We spent some money on the paper because we

11 want you to keep that thing through this process, which

12 will last several months.  There's contact information

13 there, there's information on how to get more project

14 information from the City's website; and there's phone

15 numbers for Ken, which is the way to get through to me.

16 So, you've got that.  If you didn't get it when you came

17 in, you can grab it on the way out.

18          There are comments cards that we passed out.

19 These are the big ones, which have spaces for you to

20 comment, write comments on.  You can leave those with

21 us.  You can deliver those.  You can bring them by.

22 They probably don't have enough spaces for some of you.

23 So, if you find that card is too small for you, don't

24 feel that we are trying to -- it's not like you have to,

25 like, squeeze all your comments into that card, but
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1 that's just a courtesy for you.

2          The sign-in sheet is not a sheet for speaking.

3 We are just going to have open -- we are going to have

4 mikes available, too.  So, we'll come to you.  You just

5 raise your hand.  Let me ask:  Is there anyone in the

6 room from Redondo Beach or Torrance?  Oh, yes, good,

7 good, good, good.  And while we are at it, how many

8 people in the room have actually held an EIR in their

9 hand?  Great, excellent.  How many actually read it when

10 it was in your hand?  How many enjoyed reading it?  Oh,

11 okay.  So, that's just a sneaky way to see how many

12 attorneys we have in the crowd.

13          So, the program -- Luis is going to give a

14 PowerPoint that describes the project.  The project is

15 very complex.  He's going to give about a 20-minute

16 presentation.  The EIR will have a project description

17 that goes on and on and on -- like, 50 pages.  So, don't

18 get frustrated about this.  You will have questions.

19 This evening is really kind of just an introduction.

20 It's an introduction to the project; it's an

21 introduction to us; it's our consultant team getting

22 introduced to you; it's an introduction to the process;

23 and it's an introduction to your comments, your

24 concerns, your questions.  So, I envision this as the

25 beginning of a beautiful relationship or at least a
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1 partnership to create this EIR, which we take very, very

2 seriously.  And the purpose of this meeting principally

3 is to receive your input on the topics to be addressed

4 in the EIR.

5          Now, at this stage, it's tricky to get into the

6 very, very detailed topics that will actually get

7 addressed in the EIR, because the project is so complex.

8 So, the kinds of comments that we expect are going to be

9 fairly generalized.  We have an idea of what those

10 issues are going to be; but as we get through the

11 analysis, as we produce the EIR, as we start to present

12 findings to you and the draft is out, you'll have a much

13 deeper understanding of what the issues are.

14          So, with that in mind, just listen to Luis'

15 presentation.  We'd like to have you hold your questions

16 on the project description until he's done, and then

17 we'll open it up to the public for questions and then

18 comments.

19                        * * *

20                  PRESENTATION BY LUIS F. PEREZ

21          MR. PEREZ:  Thank you.  So, can we go to the

22 first slide, please, Greg?  The first part that we

23 wanted to do is -- and I know from raising your hands,

24 that a lot of you are familiar with the CEQA process, a

25 lot of you are familiar with the EIR process, but some
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1 of you are not.  And one of the things that you are

2 going to hear us say a lot is exactly those acronyms

3 that people hate so much, because if you don't know what

4 they are, you feel like you are left out.  So, I'm just

5 going to put these up.  I'll try not to use any more

6 than these.  The EIR is the Environmental Impact Report.

7 CEQA is the California Environmental Quality Act, which

8 is the set of regulations that details how we go about

9 preparing environmental documents; and it tells us, as

10 consultants, members of the public, jurisdictions, how

11 it is that we have to process any project that comes

12 along.  Any project that gets applied for to any

13 jurisdiction has to receive some sort of environmental

14 review, and CEQA tells us how to do that.

15          The next thing that we have up there is the

16 NOP.  I also put MRS.  That's our company, but the most

17 prominent thing here is the NOP, which is the Notice of

18 Preparation.  The Notice of Preparation was released

19 last week.  It's available on the City's website for you

20 to look at, for you to read.  It contains a lot more

21 information than what we are going to discussion

22 tonight.  It provides you with information as to what we

23 think as EIR consultants that we should look at for what

24 the impacts will be of this project.  And the main idea

25 of this meeting, as Ed was saying, is that we want to
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1 listen from you as to whether we have it right or not;

2 are there additional things out there that we don't know

3 about that you want us to look into that are part of the

4 scope of our environmental document that we need to look

5 into?

6          And, so, what I'll try to do is I'll walk you

7 through a number of things; and if we go to the next

8 slide, some of the things that we are going to talk

9 about tonight, we are going to start with the EIR team,

10 give you a little bit of an explanation, a little bit

11 beyond what Steve said earlier about MRS and who we are

12 and what our role is going to be throughout this process

13 and then talk a little bit about the project, give you a

14 little bit of a flavor of what it is that E&B is

15 proposing.  Then we will talk about how we are going to

16 walk through together over the next 10, 11 months or so

17 this EIR/CEQA process.  Then we'll spend some time going

18 over the EIR issue areas -- "what are the things that we

19 are intending to look at?" -- and then give you that

20 flavor of the series of things that we think are

21 important for a project like this.

22          We'll also talk about the EIR schedule and how

23 you can participate in this process that is just

24 beginning.  We'll also then provide an opportunity for

25 people to ask questions, and there may be some things
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1 that you want to find out about that you've heard a

2 neighbor say, and this is the preliminary opportunity

3 for you to ask those questions and for us to try to

4 answer them.

5          And then lastly, but most importantly, the

6 majority, the bulk of the evening is going to be spent

7 with you providing comments to us.  And what we ask you

8 to do is we are going to have a couple of people walking

9 around with microphones; and you would -- if you could,

10 state your name and also if you have an affiliation, if

11 there's a neighborhood group or whatever you feel

12 comfortable with telling us, so that we can have that

13 recorded.  And the court reporter is here to take down

14 your words when you are providing the comments.

15          We are also going to try to write down

16 synoptically on the board here the things that you are

17 saying.  Please do not be concerned if you don't find

18 those things written exactly as you said them.  And I

19 should mention that at this stage and for the EIR

20 process, you know, we are not as interested to hear

21 whether you are in favor of the project or against the

22 project.  It's really not the place of the EIR process

23 or the EIR preparer to get involved in that sort of

24 thing.  You certainly will have the opportunity to

25 express your opinion when you vote for or against the
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1 project when the time comes.  What we are interested in

2 is ascertaining:  What are the impacts of this process

3 that E&B has proposed?  Are there mitigation measures

4 out there that have been used to mitigate the impacts

5 for the project that they have proposed?  Are there

6 alternatives out there that could diminish those impacts

7 and so on and so forth and provide you with that

8 information?  So, that's the intent of the EIR process.

9          So, as far as who we are and what we are doing,

10 we typically work for global agencies in oil and gas

11 projects.  And one thing that I guess makes us different

12 from typical consulting firms that write environmental

13 documents is that we have really specialized in writing

14 environmental documents that are oil- and gas-related;

15 and I think in the next light, I'll touch on some of the

16 projects that we have worked on.

17          And we are hired to be that third independent

18 party that looks and reviews what the applicant has

19 proposed and really puts it through the paces to make a

20 determination as to what the impacts are.  So, we are

21 not necessarily taking what the applicant says and we

22 are going to accept what they say.  We are going to also

23 run our own models, we are going to conduct our own

24 analysis and come up with our answer as to what we

25 consider to be the impacts of the project.
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1          MRS is not doing this by itself.  We have other

2 companies that are helping us.  You will see in the

3 slide, there is a list of companies.  Stantec is helping

4 us to do some of the geotechnical work.  There's some

5 contamination at the site; so, we felt like we needed to

6 have that additional level of expertise.  They are also

7 helping us with doing the transportation/traffic

8 analysis and also helping us with the esthetics, visual

9 analysis of the impacts of the project.

10          Similarly, Steve Rogers Acoustics is helping us

11 doing the evaluation of noise and vibration, what the

12 impacts in that issue area would be at the project.  SIC

13 will help us with hydrology of waste water, and finally

14 Applied EarthWorks will help us with the cultural

15 resources portion of the project.

16          The next slide has a map and it has a series of

17 projects that we have been involved with over the past

18 few years.  It does not have all the projects that we

19 have been involved with, but it has a pretty good sample

20 of some of the things that we have worked on in the

21 recent past.  They are all oil and gas projects.  Some

22 are very near to this area.  Baldwin Hills is near

23 the -- we actually worked with the County of Los Angeles

24 to write the -- what we consider to be the most

25 stringent regulatory framework for the Inglewood Oil
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1 Field, and it has followed the more stringent regulatory

2 framework in the state and perhaps the country that

3 regulates how that oil field will continue to produce

4 into the future.

5          Now, one thing that I also wanted to point out

6 is that some of the projects that you see up there have

7 not been approved; and, so, the point that I'm trying to

8 make here is that just writing the EIR doesn't necessary

9 mean that the project will be either approved or denied.

10 The idea is that we are trying to give you, members of

11 the public and whoever is making the decision on the

12 project, as much information as possible as to what the

13 impacts are so that then you can make an informed

14 decision as to how you want your community to move

15 forward.

16          So, as far as an overview of the proposed

17 project, the project will be located on an existing City

18 Maintenance Yard, and we'll look at a map of that in a

19 minute.  I think you are all fairly familiar with it.

20 It's a 1.3-acre site.  It would include a number of

21 wells that will be drilled into tidelands and uplands of

22 the Torrance Oil Field, which is a well-known oil field

23 in this area, recognized by the Department of

24 Conservation.  And the applicant is proposing to use

25 30 production wells, there will also be four injection
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1 wells, and there will be an installation and operation

2 of oil processing and gas processing facilities, also

3 oil and gas pipelines.  And the City Maintenance Yard

4 will be relocated to a City-owned building that

5 currently is a self-storage building, which is across

6 the street from City Hall.

7          Now, the next figure gives us the location of

8 the proposed facilities.  In this figure, you can see

9 the location of the Maintenance Yard as it exists today

10 and where the oil and gas operations would occur if

11 approved, and also you will see where the public -- the

12 City Maintenance Yard would be moved to.

13          Now, as far as the phases of the project -- and

14 we will have more slides to give you a little bit more

15 information as to what each phase will be -- but Phase 1

16 is essentially site preparation.  They've got to set up

17 the site so that they can start the drilling process.

18 And, so, the way to look at it is you've got to tear

19 down all the things that are there now and begin

20 relocating and getting things ready so that you can

21 start the drilling process.  Now, that process will last

22 six to seven months.

23          Then you will have the drilling and testing

24 phase, where they will drill three wells that are

25 production wells and then one well that would be the
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1 injection well, and that would happen over a period of

2 12 to 13 months.  And then you would move on to if the

3 project proves feasible and economical, then they would

4 move into the Phase 3 of the project, which is final

5 design and construction, which would last approximately

6 16 months.

7          And then they would move on to the final phase,

8 which is the drilling development and operation; and the

9 drilling portion of it is proposed to last two and a

10 half years, and operations will be ongoing for the

11 duration of the lease, which I believe to be 35 years.

12          Now, if we move into a little bit more specific

13 information from each one of the phases, the first phase

14 is the site preparation, as we said.  Some of the main

15 items -- and, again, all of these details will be

16 provided to you once they write out -- it's written, and

17 the project description would have a lot of details to

18 what each phase entails.  But for now, we have maybe

19 just a few bullets.  They would have to underground

20 existing overhead utilities.  They would also have to do

21 improvements to the intersection, because the trucks

22 that would come into that intersection currently could

23 not make that turn; and, so, some arrangements have to

24 be made to fix that.

25          As we said, the City Maintenance Yard would
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1 have to be relocated.  That would mean that whatever is

2 there now would have to be dismantled; and when I'm

3 saying that, I'm talking about the existing City

4 Maintenance Yard and where the City Maintenance Yard

5 would be relocated to.  So, currently there is a

6 self-storage facility.  That self-storage facility would

7 have to be torn down in order to accommodate the new

8 City Maintenance Yard.

9          Then in addition to that, there will be

10 clearance, construction of walls, grading, installation

11 of perimeter fencing, and installation of a well center,

12 installation of the electrical equipment and so on and

13 so forth, and finally installation of a 32-foot sound

14 attenuation wall.  So, those are some of the main things

15 that would happen in Phase 1.

16          Then the applicant is proposing to move into

17 Phase 2; and the Phase 2 is, as we said before, drilling

18 and testing.  This is where they will find out by

19 drilling three wells what the nature of the reservoir

20 is, how much -- what kind of a drilling program they

21 need to have.  They probably will refine the drilling

22 program based on what they find in the test wells, and

23 also they will need to have a water injection well to be

24 used during the time that they are drilling for those

25 three wells.
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1          The drill rig is slated to be 87 feet tall.

2 They will also have to install a construction trailer.

3 Obviously they will have to bring in and deliver and set

4 up the drill rig to be able to do the wells -- the

5 testing wells.  They will also have to install some

6 temporary production equipment so that whatever oil and

7 gas is produced, they can deal with that appropriately.

8 And they would have some testing on operational systems.

9 So, they have to be able to test the production from

10 those wells to make the determination as to feasibility

11 and economics and so on.  Now, during this period of

12 time, the maximum that they would produce would be

13 800 barrels per day and up to 250,000 standard feet of

14 cubic gas per day.

15          The next line shows the slant drilling; and it

16 would show the location -- the general location of the

17 field, the oil field within the City.  And then the next

18 slide actually depicts how the slant drilling process

19 would occur.  And, so, if you look at this depiction,

20 this is the depiction from the applicant from their

21 application that we have adapted to put here.  It

22 shows -- you know, it sort of marks up the location on

23 the right as to where the site would be and also how the

24 drilling would be done onto different areas that they

25 know there is oil.  And, so, they would drill in all
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1 these separate reservoirs and try to obtain oil from

2 them.

3          So, moving on to the Phase 3 of the project,

4 which is design and construction, now, this assumes that

5 the project proves economical.  In the event that the

6 applicant finds that the project is not economical

7 through their testing phase, they would have to abandon

8 the wells, which requires plugging and abandonment of

9 those wells according to the Division of Oil and Gas and

10 Geothermal Resources regulations, to the standards that

11 they have today, and then they would have to leave the

12 site in a condition as required by the City, which at

13 that point would be based on whatever they decide the

14 future use will be.

15          So, assuming that the project moves forward,

16 then you have the Phase 3, which is design and

17 construction of the facilities that they would use for

18 the permanent operation and drilling of the subsequent

19 wells they would have to drill to complete the program.

20 So, it depends on the viability of your testing phase.

21 They would have to remove all the Phase 2 temporary

22 equipment that they have put in place, they would

23 prepare the site, they would remove trees.

24          They would have to conduct a remedial action

25 plan.  There is some contamination that has been found
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1 at the site as a result of the landfill that was used in

2 the -- was one of the uses of the site in the 1930s and

3 '40s.  And, so, there are some -- there's some

4 groundwater contamination also.  There is total

5 petroleum hydrocarbons and there are some heavy metals

6 to different levels, some of which may be of concern to

7 the regulatory agencies.  The Department of Toxic

8 Substances Control and the Regional Water Quality

9 Control Board would have to decide what the level of

10 remediation is that they would require for this project.

11 And, so, depending on what that is, they would have to

12 conduct a remediation, and our intent is to ensure that

13 we are analyzing the impact of that remediation which

14 would be part of this project in some shape or form.

15          Also to prepare the site, they have to build

16 some retaining walls, do the final grading; they would

17 have to construct the well cellars; they would have to

18 do the perimeter walls and then production equipment and

19 now a more permanent landscaping than what you had in

20 the previous phase; they would also have to construct

21 the pipelines, the gas pipeline and the oil pipeline.

22 The gas pipeline would go -- and we understand it's a

23 little bit less than 1 mile to the gas company valve box

24 so they can take the gas from there -- and the oil would

25 go -- and we'll look at some of those figures in a
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1 minute -- the oil would move towards Torrance, and they

2 would stop at the valve boxes there and from there they

3 would go to the refineries to where the oil would be

4 sold.  You know, the Exxon refinery is right near there.

5 So, you would assume that some of that is slated to go

6 into that area.

7          And then finally installation of a 32-foot

8 sound attenuation wall to reduce noise as proposed by

9 the applicant.  So, as we move on to the next phase,

10 that would be the Phase 4 of the project.  It's the

11 drilling development and operations.  They would then

12 operate an oil and gas production facility from the City

13 Maintenance Yard.  They would drill an additional

14 27 wells beyond the three that they would have already

15 drilled -- production wells, that is -- and then they

16 would drill three additional reinjection wells beyond

17 the one that they would have already drilled.

18          Production would then, as proposed by the

19 applicant, rise to approximately 8,000 barrels per day

20 of crude oil and also 2 1/2 million cubic feet per day

21 of natural gas.  There would have to be well workovers

22 per year, up to 90 days, and occasional well redrills.

23 The facility would be staffed 24 hours a day; and this

24 is slated to last during the duration of the lease,

25 which could be up to 35 years.
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1          In the next slide we see the location of the

2 proposed pipelines, as we described.  The pipelines

3 would leave the site and go south down Valley Road and

4 would connect to the gas company line, which I think

5 there is -- there's some variation from this that we are

6 receiving from the applicant, but it would go to Herondo

7 Street and from Herondo Street, turn east, and there is

8 an additional valve box that they would use there.  And

9 then the other pipelines would continue on; and there

10 are three proposals, three alternatives that the

11 applicant has put forth as to how they would get to the

12 three separate valve boxes that you see there to the

13 right of the figure.  And we are intending to analyze

14 those options in the environmental document and

15 determine which one would be preferable.

16          Now, moving a little bit away from the project

17 and now moving into the EIR process, we are assuming

18 that the process will be complete in approximately ten

19 months or so.  If you start with me at the left of the

20 top box on the left, you will see that this is the

21 issuance of the Notice of Preparation that we discussed

22 earlier.  It happened, like I said, about ten days ago

23 or so, and the 30-day public comment period for that

24 expires on the 12th of August; so, you have some time to

25 provide comments.  And for people that do not want to
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1 provide comments tonight orally, you have the

2 opportunity to send the postcards, you have the

3 opportunity to send e-mails to the City, you have an

4 opportunity to send regular mail and provide your

5 comments.  So, there are many different ways in which

6 you can provide comments.  Tonight is not the end-all of

7 opportunities.  It's the first opportunity, and the City

8 provides that opportunity for you so that you can

9 provide those comments verbally if you so desire.

10          The next step in the process as we move to the

11 right of the boxes is to prepare the impact sections and

12 also eventually to release the public draft EIR, and we

13 are scheduled to do that November or December of this

14 year.  And there will be a 60-day public comment period,

15 and we will talk a little bit more about opportunities

16 for public participation.  There will be public

17 workshops, public meetings, and also neighborhood

18 meetings; and if you have a desire to at that time, when

19 we have the public draft EIR in the streets, if there

20 are community groups that want us to do small group

21 meetings and all that, we need to let the City know.

22 We'll be happy to do that.  We have done that with other

23 projects, and we find that it is a very good way for

24 people to ask questions, for people to understand better

25 what it means to have a certain level of impact, what it
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1 means to have mitigation and "How exactly do you

2 mitigate it and how much do you mitigate a project?" and

3 so on.  So, we will be happy to do as many of those as

4 the community wants.

5          Eventually the -- we will respond to comments

6 and release the final EIR.  In the process of having the

7 public draft the EIR out for 60 days, we would have

8 comments from the public that would be presented in

9 writing, and we would take each and every one of those

10 comments and also respond to them.  And as we respond to

11 them, we would also make changes to the public draft EIR

12 to convert them into a final EIR.

13          I should also mention that when you provide

14 comments tonight, we will co-write those comments and we

15 will provide a table that will be an appendix to the

16 document, to the public draft EIR, and we would in that

17 table tell you where your comment is responded in the

18 environmental document.  So, if you have a comment in

19 there, the quality, if you ask about orders tonight,

20 there will be a table, the name -- your name will be on

21 it, and we would tell you where you can go find

22 something that addresses what your comment was.

23          And then finally as we go to the last box, that

24 would be Planning Commission and City Council meetings,

25 and finally below that to the ultimate decision makers,
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1 which is you, members of the public, to get your vote

2 and pass your vote for whichever way you want the

3 project to go.

4          The next slide gives you a little bit more

5 information as to how we do this environmental review.

6 Again, starting from the left, we start by preparing the

7 project description.  Now, that project description

8 relies, of course, into -- a lot into what the applicant

9 has put together.  It is their project.  They are

10 putting their project forward.  We cannot change their

11 project.  It's the basis that we use for analyzing the

12 impacts; and, so, we have to understand what they are

13 proposing.  And we are in the process of doing that, of

14 putting together that project description.

15          Subsequent to that, we would develop the

16 environmental setting or baseline; and what that is is

17 we have to understand, for example, what's going on

18 there now.  What are the noise levels right now at that

19 site?  What is the traffic level at the intersections

20 that could potentially be effected by the project now?

21 So, we have to understand the setting now so we can then

22 superimpose what the applicant is proposing and

23 determine what the impacts are of that project.  And,

24 so, that's a critical aspect of doing an environmental

25 review, is you have to have a clear, understandable
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1 environmental setting and baseline.

2          We would also do an alternative screening

3 analysis, and what that is is we will try to come up

4 with as many alternatives as possible to the project.

5 There are things out there that can be done that could

6 potentially diminish the level of impact of the project

7 beyond what the applicant has proposed.  And, so, in

8 doing that, we would come up with a number of different

9 things that may not diminish impacts or may not meet all

10 the objectives of the project and, therefore, would have

11 to be screened out.  But we would make the effort to

12 keep into the screening mix as many alternatives as

13 possible as part of making a defensible environmental

14 document, and we will strive to do that.

15          And then the next box looks at the development

16 of the cumulative impact projects.  We have to also as

17 part of the CEQA process -- we have to look at whether

18 this project would have impacts in other projects that

19 are happening at the same time or have happened in the

20 past or will happen in the future and whether they have

21 the opportunity to have a cumulative impact along with

22 this project.  So, is the project cumulatively creating

23 an impact as a result of what the applicant is proposing

24 when you compare it to all the other projects that may

25 be happening in the region?  So, we would develop a list
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1 of those projects to try to be able to do that.

2          Now, as you look to the boxes below, we would

3 then assess project impacts and try to develop

4 mitigations measures for those impacts, which would be

5 intended as conditions of approval if the project were

6 to move forward.  So, they would be required to

7 implement those mitigation measures if the project were

8 to move forward.  We also would assess the alternative

9 project impacts and development of mitigation measures

10 for those alternatives, the alternative that get carried

11 forward for review, and we'll also do the same for the

12 cumulative projects and try to determine what the

13 impacts are and then provide mitigations for those.

14 Ultimately there would be a section within the document

15 that talks about the environmentally preferred

16 alternative, and we would provide that information

17 for -- that we'll be relying upon all of the data that

18 is collected and all the impact analysis for the project

19 and the impact analysis for the alternatives.

20          Now, the next slide gives us the preliminary

21 list of the issue areas that we are intending to look

22 at.  I think some of you may have seen these, if you

23 have looked at the NOP, the scoping document that we

24 have prepared that is in the City's website.  If you

25 have ever participated in an EIR before, you are fairly
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1 familiar with these areas.  They are fairly common.  We

2 will look at esthetics and air quality, risk of hazards,

3 noise issues, transportation issues.

4          In the next few slides we'll talk a little bit

5 more in detail about each one of these, but this is just

6 to give you a little bit of a flavor of some of the

7 things that we looked at -- that we are intending to

8 look at as part of the environmental document.

9          So, as far as issue areas that we find that are

10 significant, as I was saying, air quality, we are going

11 to take a look at the emissions from construction and

12 operations, including the criteria pollutants, including

13 odors that could come from the project, that could

14 exceed the AQMD thresholds, the Air Quality Management

15 District, who's responsible for regulating the air

16 quality of the region.

17          Now, we also look at esthetics.  We will look

18 at impacts on views from public areas and the

19 surrounding areas where the project is proposed.  We

20 would also look at biological resources and the

21 potential impacts to marine inhabitants due to a

22 potential pipeline spill.  Risk of upset and hazards is

23 an important issue area.  It allows us to look at

24 potential accidental releases that could occur for a

25 project like this.  Could a fire occur?  Could there be
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1 an explosion?  Could there be an oil spill?  So, all of

2 those issues would be addressed in the risk of upset and

3 hazards issue area.

4          We also take a look at water quality.  What's

5 the water used from the project?  Is it something that

6 is sustainable, based on the other utilities can

7 provide?  What can happen if there is an oil spill to

8 water quality and impact to aquifers and that sort of

9 thing?  Then we go into also land use issues.  We look

10 at the consistency, the project's consistency with its

11 different land use policies.  Are their impacts -- land

12 use impacts on existing neighborhoods?  We look at

13 noise -- impacts associated with vehicles, impacts

14 associated with construction, drilling activities, and

15 then, of course, during the operational phase of the

16 project.

17          I talked a little bit about public services,

18 and we would look at impacts that could occur on various

19 utilities, solid wastes, that sort of thing.

20 Transportation, we would look at the construction and

21 operation, traffic in the area roadways and

22 intersections.  We would look at fire protection and the

23 appropriate design.  We would look at the fire

24 protection services, the availability of those, in

25 regards to this particular project.
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1          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Could you answer a question

2 now?

3          MR. PEREZ:  We'll have questions at the end.

4 I'm almost done.  One more minute.  This is the last

5 slide, actually, and then you can ask questions.

6          So, just the EIR process has many opportunities

7 for you to provide public comment.  This is the first

8 one.  You can continue to provide public comment until

9 the 12th of August on what you think we should be

10 analyzing as part of the scope of this environmental

11 document, and we encourage you to do so.  Also there

12 will be a public draft EIR workshop once the public

13 draft EIR is available, and this will happen sometime in

14 the winter of 2013.  There will be a public draft EIR

15 comment period after the EIR is released, and that will

16 happen within 60 days of that EIR being out.  And then

17 there will be a number of public hearings to provide

18 comments on the draft EIR to the City and the public

19 workshops that I mentioned to you before.

20          And with that, I think we move into the

21 question-and-answer period; and I think the way we want

22 to set it up is if people have questions, we want to

23 separate those from your actual comments on the scoping

24 of the document.  So, if we start and maybe we do a few

25 questions and we see how that goes, and then we can move
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1 on to the actual comments that you guys want to see,

2 what are the things that you want to see us look at in

3 the environmental document.

4          So, somebody will be walking around with

5 microphones to the people that have their hands raised.

6 I think the gentleman with the hat is first and

7 then . . .

8                            * * *

9                QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS BY THE PUBLIC

10          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  When you refer to "we," who

11 does the investigatory work for the Environmental Impact

12 Report?

13          MR. PEREZ:  I'm sorry, we always use "we," and

14 you are right.  It's confusing.  Marine Research

15 Specialists.  We have a number of people, engineers and

16 specialists, in different issue areas, and they will be

17 conducting the majority of the issue area analysis.

18          Now, we also have another --

19          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  But are they -- who do they

20 work for?  Who is their employer?

21          MR. PEREZ:  MRS works for the City.  So, I

22 think I mentioned that at the beginning.  We are an

23 independent company that works for the City.  We don't

24 work for the oil company.  We are tasked with doing the

25 independent environmental review of this proposal, and
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1 it's -- we are working for the City.  The City pays our

2 bills.

3          Who's next?  Sorry, I wasn't keeping track.  I

4 think somebody here up front.

5          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  On the matter of who pays, it

6 was my understanding that the City would not be

7 responsible for any of the costs.  So, is E&B even

8 reimbursing the City for charges and the charges of all

9 of your consultants, as well?

10          MR. PEREZ:  Yes, and I think in the majority of

11 jurisdictions in California, that's exactly how it

12 works.  It sort of seems as if it would be unfair if

13 members of the public would have to pay or you have

14 taxpayers -- if you would have to pay our costs, because

15 you have nothing to do with the proposed project.  So,

16 let me just complete the explanation so that it's clear.

17          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Well, I think you did,

18 actually, and my next question would be if that is the

19 case, does E&B have any say in any reporting that you do

20 prior to its release?

21          MR. PEREZ:  No, and that was the second part

22 that I was going to say.

23          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  The contamination -- is there

24 going to be any requirement to clean up the current spot

25 before they start -- any requirement to clean up the
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1 contamination that you mentioned exists at the current

2 spot where they are proposing to put this?

3          MR. ALMANZA:  The contamination at the site is

4 currently being reviewed by the appropriate agency,

5 meaning the Regional Water Quality Control Board.  So,

6 the determination that the City is awaiting is, first of

7 all, whether or not that agency will take jurisdiction

8 of the site.  Once they determine that, then they would

9 determine what action, if any, is appropriate.  So, we

10 are kind of in a holding pattern on that, but certainly

11 as Luis said earlier, the EIR would address whatever

12 action is taken.

13          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  I was just wondering if it was

14 determined that it did need some cleanup, who would pay

15 for that?

16          MR. ALMANZA:  Yes.  So, so far the proposal is

17 that the applicant would clean up the site in Phase 3.

18          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  And how long will this

19 drilling go on if it's approved?

20          MR. ALMANZA:  How long will the project go on?

21          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  The drilling end.

22          MR. ALMANZA:  Well, the drilling goes on two

23 and a half years during Phase 4.

24          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  And that's it, and then they

25 clean up and they are gone?
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1          MR. ALMANZA:  No, no, no, no.  The drilling is

2 the front end of Phase 4 and then the extraction happens

3 the remainder of the project.

4          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  There's mention of sound

5 issues being addressed with regard to vehicles on the

6 road.  There was nothing about air.

7          MR. ALMANZA:  Oh, yes, yes, air conditions.  We

8 have another mike over here, too, so we can get some

9 comments.  Who's next?  Let's catch this gentleman here,

10 Aaron.

11          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Thank you.  One of the things

12 that you noted is that you have a 32-foot wall that's

13 going to be put up and yet the City limit is 30 feet.

14 How come you are allowing 32 feet, number one?  Number

15 two, 87-foot tall item?  I have to look at nine stories?

16 You've got to be kidding.

17          MR. ALMANZA:  That's what the applicant is

18 proposing, and it hasn't been reviewed yet.

19          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  I still want to know if

20 individuals who build houses cannot go above 30 feet,

21 why is the applicant allowed to build a wall that's

22 32 feet and put up a structure that's nine stories tall?

23          MR. ALMANZA:  It's not a given that the

24 applicant is allowed that.  We are at the beginning of

25 the analysis phase.  So, there is a --
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1          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  But this is what we are

2 presented.

3          MR. ALMANZA:  This is what the applicant has

4 applied for, yes.

5          Can we get someone over here even (indicating)?

6 Like, this gentleman here who is stretching?

7          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  When the report comes out,

8 there's going to be lots of assumptions.  For example,

9 that a sound wall is going to reduce sound -- by

10 somebody at E&B (phonetic).  Who's actually going to

11 test these assumptions and that we can rely upon the

12 facts as it comes out -- like, the wall is going to

13 actually reduce the sound as it says and the geology is

14 as it's said?  I'm just more concerned about the

15 accuracy of the report when it comes out and how I can

16 rely upon it.

17          MR. PEREZ:  Right, and that's a very good

18 question.  You know, one of the things that we do with

19 regards to noise is we have done enough projects

20 throughout California -- drilling projects -- so that we

21 have actual measurements of noise levels and we also

22 have the measurements of what happens once you put up

23 certain structures that are noise bound.  So, we have

24 that data.  We also have modeling data that we can use

25 and run the models to ensure that they are consistent
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1 with what we have evidenced out in the field with the

2 projects that we have seen, the drilling projects that

3 we have seen.  So, we can corroborate that data and we

4 will do that to make sure that all the data that we

5 present is as accurate as it can possibly be.  This is

6 the job that we do; and, you know, the intent is that it

7 will be, you know, exactly the way it's supposed to be.

8 You know, and I invite you to look at some of those

9 documents that we have looked at; and typically what

10 happens with some of these things is they are more

11 conservative, they have a tendency to be more

12 conservative.  We build within these things a certain

13 margin of error to ensure that we will develop those

14 levels that are stated in the document.

15          Who's got the microphone so we can hand it off

16 to a few people?  Maybe grab someone in the back.

17          MR. ALMANZA:  Do we have a mike problem here?

18 Can we get the mike up here?  Thank you.

19          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  I have two questions.  First

20 and foremost, how long will this total project last from

21 beginning to very end; so, when you actually do take

22 down the 87-foot tower and clean up everything and go

23 away, what's the total amount of time?

24          MR. PEREZ:  My understanding is they have a

25 lease for up to 35 years.

H-Individuals-269 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Typewritten Text
Transcript-8



38

1          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  35 years?

2          MR. PEREZ:  That's correct.

3          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  My next question is:  Who is

4 to pay for the demolition of the City Yard, the

5 demolition of the storage facility, the lost revenue

6 from the storage facility for 35 years, relocation and

7 construction of the City Yard -- the new one --

8 replacing the landscaping and the removals of the wells,

9 the walls, and the 87-foot tower?  Who pays for all of

10 that?

11          MR. ALMANZA:  Good question.  Along with the

12 EIR, the City has commissioned two other studies.  One

13 is a Cost Benefit Analysis, which looks at those costs

14 and looks at the costs per phase of this project and

15 looks at the long-term costs.  It also looks at the

16 potential benefits.  So, this study will look at the

17 projection -- projected volumes of production of oil and

18 gas; it will look at projected revenues to the City; it

19 will lay out all of those assumptions and compare

20 predicted costs and benefits.  This study -- we just

21 hired a consultant, I think, last night.  They will have

22 their own scoping meeting so that you will be able to

23 ask these questions to that set of consultants.

24          The other study that the City has commissioned

25 is the Health Impact Assessment, and those consultants
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1 were just hired last night, as well.  They will be

2 looking at long-term health impacts.  So, some of the

3 information that comes out of EIR will feed into that

4 study.  They will have their own scoping meeting.  The

5 three studies that will be provided to the public -- I

6 should point out:  None of those will help you -- none

7 of those will give a thumbs-up or a thumbs-down on the

8 project.  They will give you data.  The decision is

9 still yours.  The community dialogue, which is beginning

10 now, is intended to help you take the information from

11 those three studies, evaluate their findings relative to

12 the values that the community has articulated -- your

13 individual values -- and help you arrive at a decision.

14 So, that's the long story and the context of that.

15          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  That's a very nice and

16 complete answer; however, the question still remains:

17 Who's going to pay for those costs?

18          MR. ALMANZA:  We won't know that until the

19 study provides that information.  The oil drilling, of

20 course, is paid for by E&B.

21          Aaron, do you want to get someone over here

22 (indicating) -- like, this gentleman?  Eva, do you have

23 someone?  Okay, let's go.

24          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Hi, I'm (unintelligible).  My

25 question is regarding the potential significant impacts
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1 throughout the draft EIR and if you'll be considering

2 potential worst-case scenarios.

3          MR. PEREZ:  Yes, I mean, I think that's exactly

4 how we would do it, is we consider what the worst-case

5 scenario is for each one of the different issue areas,

6 what's the worst that can happen?  And that's what goes

7 into the analysis.  I also wanted to provide additional

8 clarification on the earlier question of:  How do you

9 know what you did was right?  And I think if the project

10 moves forward, we also will have the opportunity to take

11 a look at compliance and determine whether, in fact, the

12 decibel levels that we said or that they said they were

13 going to generate and that we said that they would

14 diminish by virtue of the different mitigation that was

15 put on the project, we could then tell if that worked or

16 not and then take additional measures if they were not

17 sufficient.  But I'm just complementing that a little

18 bit.

19          Do we have the gentleman with the hat here

20 (indicating)?

21          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Will you provide the slides

22 that are being presented today on the website?

23          MR. PEREZ:  Yes, the City will have those up.

24 You would provide them to the City, as well.

25          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  And will the summary of the
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1 comments and questions and answers also be brought up on

2 the website by August the 12th?

3          MR. PEREZ:  I'm not sure if there's going to

4 be -- the court reporter's transcript, that that will be

5 available.  Oh, that will be available August 7th.

6          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Last one.  Will you circulate

7 the draft EIR after the holidays?  November and December

8 are not good times to circulate a draft EIR; so, I would

9 recommend January the 6th.

10          MR. PEREZ:  I think we'll take that into

11 consideration.  Do we have somebody else?

12          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Thank you for the human mike

13 holders.  I'd like to request that a mike stand be put

14 in the middle so that people can form a line so that the

15 people in the front cannot (unintelligible due to crowd

16 noise) who gets to speak.  That's not really in the

17 spirit of public participation.  That's in the spirit of

18 censorship.  So, speaking on censorship, I've been

19 looking at a lot of documents the City, certain

20 consultants, businesses have been putting around, and

21 tonight you show one slant well.  I'm curious.  I've

22 seen one where there's actually 30 slant wells.  I'm

23 wondering why that image is not being circulated as

24 opposed to just one.  A couple of other points.  I

25 definitely would request that you produce, like our
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1 colleague over here said, a worst-case scenario, an

2 evacuation plan, because I've looked at other evacuation

3 plans for situations like this, and generally they are

4 not based on reality.

5          Let's see.  What else?  I was curious whether

6 any similar situations that were in such a densely

7 populated area had any sort of worst-case scenarios and

8 if your firm worked on them and, perhaps, we would be

9 presented with the results of those sorts of issues.

10          Let's see.  Oh, I also neglected to see any

11 fault lines.  You know, there are fault lines around

12 here, and none of your diagrams have shown that.  So,

13 I'm just curious why that is because, I mean, do you

14 really think that you can mitigate an earthquake?  Is

15 there really any way to mitigate an earthquake?  I think

16 that's kind of fallacious on its face.

17          Also the last thing on that that I'll address,

18 because the City approved $800,000 for meetings like

19 this, and that's $800,000 that could have been spent on

20 schools and teachers and other things, while this

21 community has voted historically over years, decades:

22 They don't want oil here.  Stop trying to push your

23 agenda on people.  We've had 100 years of this stuff

24 already.  It's over.  It's over.  We don't want you

25 here.  We don't want you anymore.  Get out of here.
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1          MR. PEREZ:  So, just to clarify a couple of

2 things, now, I understand that this is probably a

3 popular sentiment, however --

4          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  We don't want you here.  It's

5 very popular.

6          MR. PEREZ:  You know, we are preparing the

7 environmental document.  We are not E&B.  We are not --

8 we are simply participating in this as a third

9 independent party to review the environmental impacts of

10 the project.  We are not proposing the project.  It is

11 not our project, but we have been tasked with conducting

12 the environmental reviews, and that is what we aim to

13 do.  I would also ask you if you could please refrain

14 from the applause.  I think you will have the

15 opportunity to have your opinion heard.  You will have

16 the opportunity to vote for or against the project,

17 however you feel, but I think for the purposes of this

18 meeting what we are intending to do is first attempt to

19 answer your questions that you may have, doubts that you

20 may have about the project, the things that we can

21 clarify, and also to eventually get to the point where

22 we can hear what things you want us to analyze.  And I

23 think there were a couple of good things that you said

24 that we'd take back and we would look at and make sure

25 that we analyze as part of the environmental document.
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1          At this point, if there are any more

2 questions -- specific questions that you have about the

3 information that you heard earlier today or things that

4 you have read and you don't quite understand, this is

5 the opportunity to do that.

6          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Add earthquake to your risk

7 analysis.

8          MR. RADIS:  Thank you.

9          MR. PEREZ:  We intend to do that.  Thank you.

10          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Why is it not there, though?

11          MR. PEREZ:  One of the things that we could not

12 do, and I apologize for that -- I perhaps should have

13 put in the presentation that we've had tonight -- is

14 earthquake analysis; but in the geological section of

15 the environmental document, there will be analysis of

16 what the impacts would be of an earthquake in lieu of it

17 occurring.

18          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  On every phase?

19          MR. PEREZ:  Of course, sure.  So, that would be

20 part of the environmental document, and the committee is

21 noted.

22          MR. ALMANZA:  You understand the bullet points

23 that he's shown of the scope of work, the issues, are

24 just bullet points?  I mean, the geotechnical analysis

25 that will be in the EIR will cover a whole range of
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1 topics.  So, the fact that it's not on the screen

2 doesn't mean it's not there, but we appreciate you

3 understand it, but the fact that you don't see it --

4          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  (Unintelligible) about seismic

5 research (unintelligible due to speaking without a

6 mike.)

7          THE REPORTER:  Excuse me, without a mike, I

8 can't hear them.  I need a mike, sorry.

9          MR. ALMANZA:  Go ahead.

10          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Thank you.  My name is

11 Yoni Morgan.  I'm a Hermosa Beach business owner, and

12 I'm in construction and engineering.  And one of the

13 things that I know is important, even though we may have

14 emotions about, you know, whether we want oil here or

15 not, a lot of those make decisions based on reviewing

16 reports.  So, I am interested in seeing the scoping

17 developed so I can read the report.  So, I'd like to be

18 able to give some input along those lines.

19          The things that I am concerned about that I'm

20 hearing a lot of my friends and, you know, other

21 citizens here in the community speak about is regarding

22 earthquakes and subsidence.  So, I would like to know:

23 Will the draft EIR describe the monitoring programs that

24 are being proposed?  From what I understand when I read

25 the application, there's a seismicity technical report
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1 that was created.  So, I want to know if the EIR will

2 describe the monitoring programs specifically for

3 seismic activity and subsidence.  So, that's Question 1.

4 Two, I understand where the site is going to be drilled

5 at, that there's a full containment design monitoring

6 systems, measures that are supposed to be the latest and

7 greatest, which I'm hoping they would be, for on-site

8 drilling.  I want to know if there's a prepared

9 maintenance and QC program that will be required for

10 those systems there.  So, after this it should be -- the

11 project should be approved, would there be ongoing

12 maintenance records and oversight that the public could

13 have access to so we could know that these things are

14 being done on an ongoing basis?  A lot of times when you

15 have projects of these kind of natures -- you know, this

16 kind of nature, there's a lot of work that goes into

17 preparing them to be approved, but then after they are

18 approved, I'd like to know if the public and the

19 citizens of Hermosa Beach could have a role in

20 monitoring these programs?  A lot of times you can have

21 oversight committees created that can have an ongoing

22 role in reviewing how these things are being done and

23 whether they are being kept up to date.  So, those are

24 the two levels of questions that I have.  And I'll go

25 ahead and submit this so it can be added to the scoping.
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1          MR. PEREZ:  Thank you.

2          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Thank you.

3          MR. PEREZ:  And our intent is to include -- the

4 things that you talked about are intended to be included

5 in the environmental document.

6          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Thank you.

7          MR. PEREZ:  Who's got the microphone on this

8 side?

9          MR. ALMANZA:  Eva, can you just, like, go

10 faster and --

11          MR. PEREZ:  Give people the microphone, pass it

12 around.

13          MR. ALMANZA:  Speed this up.  So, when people

14 raise their hand, give them the mike on this side and

15 this side.

16          MR. PEREZ:  Have the next person ready as we

17 are talking.

18          Go ahead, sir.

19          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Hi, Jose Avilar (phonetic),

20 Hermosa Beach resident.  I am a staffer (phonetic) here

21 today.  I have three comments about the yard that I

22 would like to see addressed.  Number one -- and you

23 might have mentioned this -- but is there going to be an

24 analysis of neighboring capped wells and/or active wells

25 and how is that going to affect the health and
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1 environment of our community?  Number two, I didn't see

2 a discussion anywhere about flaring or any type of

3 emergency flaring regarding drilling, and I'm not an

4 (unintelligible), but I know there's going to be gas

5 production.  So, can that be discussed and reviewed?

6          And lastly, this is both an economic and

7 environmental impact.  We have limited open space here.

8 This project is going to butt up against the Greenbelt,

9 which is a very valued open space in our community.

10 What are the environmental impacts to that space where

11 children and residents and visitors/tourists use on a

12 daily basis?  Thanks.

13          MR. PEREZ:  So, as far as the neighboring wells

14 to us, we are starting to look at that as part of the

15 environmental document.  We will also take a look at

16 flaring.  And, again, I apologize, because it's hard to

17 describe all the things that we are going to look at in

18 the presentation and still keep it short, but those are

19 things that we are intending to look at.  And there is

20 also a section within the document that attempts to

21 address recreational resources impacts; and, so, I think

22 that's where we would be able to address your last

23 comment.

24          Yes, ma'am?

25          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  I have a very brief question.
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1 You talked about a 16-foot perimeter wall and a 32-foot

2 sound attenuation wall.  I can understand where the

3 perimeter wall is going to be on your diagram, but can

4 you describe for us where the 32-foot sound attenuation

5 wall will be built?

6          MR. RADIS:  Well, basically they'll be

7 extending the perimeter wall to serve the attenuation

8 wall so during the active drilling periods where you

9 will have much more noise, they'll erect the higher

10 wall; and during normal operations when everything is

11 conducted at ground level, they will remove that wall

12 and have a 16-foot perimeter wall.

13          MR. PEREZ:  Who's on this side?  Then if you

14 can have somebody with the microphone ready on this

15 side --

16          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Hi, I'm Julie Oaks (phonetic),

17 resident.  I just have some comments.  I'm sure these

18 will be probably in your EIR, because I'm familiar with

19 EIRs, and specifically this kind of one, since I was

20 doing this once before for the City.  But I have a few

21 comments.  Are you going to be obviously looking at the

22 size of the streets, Valley Drive and so forth, the

23 intersections and the impact both structurally on those

24 streets with the trucks as well as the size of

25 apparently these fabulous amounts of oil and gas
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1 supposedly coming out of here, the size of the pipelines

2 and how those are going to impact the other

3 infrastructure on those streets and intersections

4 throughout not only Hermosa Beach but as we are going

5 into other cities -- how those impacts will be involved

6 both economically with those cities?  Because I'm sure

7 they will want to tap into some of this fabulous oil and

8 gas that's coming through their streets, as well.

9          So, I'm hoping that you will look into that --

10 because that's what we needed to do the last time we did

11 this -- and then review the actual construction time

12 limits.  I'm in construction myself, and obviously these

13 are very hopeful figures in terms of construction.  I

14 want to know if they are using these construction times

15 based on daytime hours or 24 hours, holiday times, and

16 then the actual distance of the construction, the

17 engineering itself.  Obviously there could be equipment

18 failures and subsurface conditions that are unknown at

19 this point that might change that whole construction

20 timeline from six years to more like ten years.

21          Also the last time we heard about this there

22 was a 95-foot high drilling rig, now it's supposedly 87.

23 It's not much different, but there is a difference.  So,

24 things like that and also looking into microclimatic

25 conditions of this particular site.  Obviously you've
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1 got a dune to your west; so, prevailing winds are not

2 necessarily going to be as strong on that side as more

3 westerly sites.  So, you are going to have less of the

4 air movement away from the site.  So, all those things

5 I'm sure you are taking into consideration, but I just

6 want to make sure that you are reviewing actual

7 construction time, the size of these on-site storage

8 tanks and their impacts and their mitigation measures,

9 as well, and the size of the streets, the structure of

10 these streets.  Valley Drive is not equipped to take on

11 trucks this size and so on and so forth.

12          MR. PEREZ:  But we are intending to address all

13 the issues you mentioned.  They are all very good

14 issues, and we are intending to address them in the

15 environmental document.

16          Yes, sir, on the right here (indicating)?

17          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  My question is as an

18 independent third party that's looking at the review,

19 why do you propose mitigations as far as ways to make it

20 more acceptable?  That seems that that's unnecessarily

21 biased in the process.

22          MR. PEREZ:  It's a very good question, and I

23 think it's important for you to understand that it's

24 part of the process.  The way the CEQA process is laid

25 out, the way the law is laid out, it's important for
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1 people to understand in the community what the impacts

2 of the project are and for the decision makers to

3 understand if there are mitigation measures out there

4 that could diminish those impacts and based on that, to

5 then come up with classification of what the level of

6 impact there is.  And we didn't get into that much, and

7 it's typically a conversation that we get into when we

8 present the prototype EIR, but we talked about:  What is

9 the class level of impact?  And we talked about either a

10 significant and an avoidable impact, where no matter how

11 much mitigation you put on the project, it's still

12 considered significant and an avoidable.

13          Then there is another class of significance

14 where you have potentially significant impacts and

15 measurable, meaning that with enough mitigation you can

16 mitigate the impact away.  So, it is not as if we are

17 trying to come up with mitigation to make the project

18 more palatable.  It's part of the requirement of the law

19 that we look at the project, we look at its impacts, and

20 then we look at potential mitigation and then subsequent

21 to that, make a determination as to what the level of

22 impact is.  And that presentation as to what the level

23 of impact is, I think, is what is important to a member

24 of the public to understand and to say, "Okay, it's not

25 a level of impact that I'm willing to live with in this
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1 particular issue area," whichever it may be, and that

2 you can use as, you know, sort of your magnetic north

3 for your decision.

4          And, so, it is all part of the full disclosure

5 document the CEQA attempts to be, to allow you to make

6 an informed decision about what the impacts of the

7 project are.

8          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  And as a follow-up, when you

9 look at mitigations, there are a couple of topics about

10 the rigor of mitigations.  If you look at the initial

11 reports by E&B, there's mitigations that are operational

12 mitigations such as:  Noise won't be a problem if

13 workers wrap pipes in cloth and if they use the rubber

14 V-bar matting and they do this and they do this and they

15 do this.  Those are all unproven mitigations, and it's

16 interesting enough in the summary report; so, that's all

17 good and then, therefore, it will be insignificant.  But

18 mitigation is only as good as it's actually effective.

19 There's no monitoring program discussed.  There's no --

20 you know, there's no -- it's just not -- it doesn't seem

21 a very rigorous risk analysis process.

22          So, when you look at mitigations, if there's

23 operational mitigations, do you take a more rigorous

24 approach to what's the probability that this works

25 100 percent of the time if you are relying on something
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1 that's prone to break down, such as, you know, a human

2 remembering to "Oh, I need to do this before I bang this

3 metal pipe in"?

4          So, can you comment on how you approach

5 mitigations and, in fact, risk mitigations, things that

6 aren't designed but are more operational in nature?

7          MR. PEREZ:  Yeah.  Well, one of the efforts

8 that we have to do as we embark on this project is we

9 have to look at what the applicant is proposing and we

10 have to run it through its phases and determine whether,

11 in fact, those things would work or not and to what

12 extent it may work or not.  Then subsequent to that, we

13 would impose or add additional mitigation to ensure that

14 whatever they are saying, it's going to happen, will

15 happen -- will, in fact, happen.  And the type of

16 mitigation that we will use is the type of mitigation

17 that we have seen actually work on the field, that we

18 have actual data for, so that it is not "This is our

19 wild guess that this may work" or "There is somebody who

20 said that that could work over there and we are

21 transferring here to see if it will work."

22          No.  In the majority of the cases, we are going

23 to use all of our professional knowledge and experience

24 that we have with other oil and gas projects to come up

25 with the best possible mitigation to ensure that those
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1 are demonstrable mitigation, mitigation that works, and

2 mitigation that can be replicated.

3          MR. RADIS:  I think to add onto that, one of

4 the section of the EIR will contain a mitigation

5 monitoring program, and there will be follow-up

6 mitigation and compliance monitoring as part of the

7 project.  So, if the applicant isn't doing the

8 mitigation properly, there will be some action to ensure

9 that they will do that correctly.

10          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Matt Cutraro (phonetic),

11 Hermosa Beach resident.  I have a question.  I did not

12 see in your Environmental Impact Report -- and it may be

13 best served there -- I don't know if you covered it in

14 your Cost Benefit Analysis, but will you be doing any

15 effect on economic impact with regard to property

16 value --

17          MR. ALMANZA:  Yes.

18          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  -- for the people in this

19 surrounding area?

20          MR. ALMANZA:  Yes, that's part of the Cost

21 Benefit Analysis.

22          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Why would it be in the Cost

23 Benefit Analysis and not in this?

24          MR. ALMANZA:  The effect on property values,

25 did you say?
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1          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Yes.  That's not -- that's

2 environment.  I understand it's economic environment,

3 but why would that not be included in this?

4          MR. ALMANZA:  Well, because CEQA is interested

5 in the physical impacts, right?  So, the Cost Benefit

6 Analysis is looking at all kinds of costs, including

7 costs to the community, not just to the City.  So,

8 that's why it's in that bin (phonetic).  But it's an

9 economic question, and it's not so much an environmental

10 question.  Certainly the findings of the EIR would feed

11 into that study.  So, all these studies do interact.

12          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Fair enough.  Second question:

13 Noise coming out of the facility -- I know that you guys

14 would be taking that into consideration.  Do you also --

15 do you take into consideration noise ordinances and

16 things like that after-hours?  One of the questions is:

17 It would have to be, according to ordinances, totally

18 silent at night.  You do 24-hour -- the whole shooting

19 match, right?

20          MR. PEREZ:  Yes.  I mean, you would take into

21 consideration quiet hours and so on.  That's how you do

22 the analysis.  You know, it's not the same during the

23 day as it is at night.  There's quiet mode operational

24 plans that would have to be put in place so that they

25 can operate at night and that sort of thing.

H-Individuals-288 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Typewritten Text
Transcript-33/CutraroM-2



57

1          Somebody on this side (indicating)?

2          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Hi, Dick Andrews, resident.

3 So, as you guys are looking at this and you are doing

4 mitigation and preparing past analysis, do you also take

5 into account the company -- the parent company to other

6 companies that are out there?  I mean, currently over

7 the past six years, they've had 16 spills of over

8 16,000 gallons in California alone.  Do you compare that

9 against other companies and see how they do and how they

10 perform?

11          MR. PEREZ:  You know, we -- as part of the risk

12 analysis, we do include the operator's record and we --

13          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Do you compare it, though, to

14 other operators?

15          MR. PEREZ:  Well, we try to give you

16 information as to, yeah, "What kind of operator is the

17 operator?"  And --

18          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  It's almost like Better

19 Business Bureau with an A through F rating?

20          MR. PEREZ:  Well, I don't know if we do any

21 Better Business Bureau type of comparison, but I think

22 it's part of -- the risk analysis, if you try to

23 understand how the operator has done in the past and

24 what kinds of things have been their problems in the

25 past, because those are part of how you assess the
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1 future, yes.

2          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  And then in part of this, you

3 mentioned traffic.  Hermosa is different than most

4 cities.  We are foot traffic, we are skateboarders, we

5 are bikes.  Are you guys analyzing that?  Because part

6 of this is kids in the morning riding their bikes, and

7 there's going to be trucks coming by every 30 minutes.

8 And they come home from school.  They will be walking,

9 again, right where the trucks are going.  Is that going

10 to be analyzed, the foot traffic?  I've seen the lines

11 out there where you guys are measuring the traffic right

12 now that's been on Valley, but what about people?

13          MR. PEREZ:  Yes, we are going to analyze that.

14          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  You also mentioned the

15 87-foot-high rig.  Are you also mentioning how wide it

16 is?  I heard it's going to be wrapped and it's going to

17 be blue so it will make it pretty.  So, I can make it

18 20 feet wide, I can make it 10-foot wide.  You start

19 adding to that, it's start to get wider, it starts to

20 obstruct more view.  Linear height, I don't see that.  I

21 know that there's a 150-foot rig that will be up for

22 about two weeks.  How wide is that thing?  How much of

23 an obstruction -- not just height but width?

24          MR. PEREZ:  I don't have the answer off the top

25 of my head.  It will be in the document as to what the
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1 width of the rig will be, and then we haven't heard that

2 it will be wrapped in anything.

3          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  It was on a radio program

4 yesterday and they did announce that.  And I guess they

5 didn't include it in your project because you didn't

6 know about that.

7          The other thing is:  My father does

8 construction in the Bay Area.  For construction in the

9 city and/or any kind of municipality, he has to have

10 $10 million of insurance.  I only hear they have to have

11 5 million, and this is for 35 years.  Why is it so

12 little insurance that you'd have to have?

13          MR. PEREZ:  Now, this is not an EIR issue, but

14 I think -- I'm pretty certain that the City would have

15 to require some sort of insurance, some sort of funding

16 mechanisms.  Those are very typical with projects, and

17 they would be related to the level of liability that the

18 company may incur, based on the operations that they

19 have.

20          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  And then the last question I

21 have is accountability.  You know, if you make judgments

22 of, let's say, it's so much decibel of noise.  What

23 happens if you are wrong?  Are you held accountable?

24 Can the citizens come after you?

25          MR. PEREZ:  Well, I think, again, this is not
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1 the first time we've done this; and, so, we have a

2 pretty good idea as to what the decibel levels would be.

3 However, I mean, I think one of the things that we have

4 seen in other projects is that in addition to the

5 compliance effort that Steve was talking about earlier

6 where there has to be an effort to ensure that the

7 applicant is complying with those requirements and the

8 conditions of approval that would be imposed on the

9 project if the project were approved, there is also

10 opportunities for reopeners and periodic reviews and

11 attempts to ensure that if there are more modern

12 technological advances that could continue to advance

13 the way in which impacts are mitigated, that those are

14 imposed in the project as the project continues to --

15          THE WITNESS:  Yeah.  See, I've seen, like, soil

16 testing that you've done so you don't have a landslide,

17 and there's a landslide.  That soil tester is now held

18 accountable.  There is a consultant that says, "You

19 should do X, Y, Z so you can mitigate the risk of that."

20 Then that person is held accountable.  Are you held

21 accountable if we are going to be hearing noise, if we

22 are going to see -- you know, issues of traffic?  You

23 are a consultant, that's something your company does.

24 You are basing it off past data.  You know, we are the

25 ones that have to live with it for 35 years.
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1          MR. PEREZ:  That's correct.  I mean, I think we

2 are trying to give you that information as to what the

3 impacts would be and whether those impacts can be

4 mitigated or not; and, yes, we expect you to hold us

5 accountable.

6          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Thank you.

7          MR. PEREZ:  Yes, ma'am?

8          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  I'm Patty Asuza (phonetic),

9 resident property owner at 6th and Loma, and active

10 member of Keep Hermosa Hermosa.  My question is a

11 procedural or process clarification, because my concern

12 stems with mainly around health for myself and for this

13 community.  I understand there's going to be a health

14 assessment done by a completely separate consulting

15 firm.  In fact, it was approved last night at City

16 Council.  What I want to know is -- the concerns that I

17 have and have prepared to speak on tonight, am I meant

18 to address those here?  Because human impacts to health

19 are addressed in Section 8 and Section 18 very vaguely

20 of the EIR, but my concerns are around short- and

21 long-term health impacts.  So, I want to know if I'm

22 supposed to address them here, get them officially

23 documented so that they are officially mitigated for

24 this community, and also then do that in the health

25 assessment to make sure that the two consultants are
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1 capturing everything adequately so that we can make our

2 determination for our vote.

3          MR. RADIS:  I would go ahead and give us your

4 comments now.  I've met with the company that's doing

5 the health assessment, and there's a representative

6 here.  So, we both hear you, and we will be working

7 together throughout this process.  So, we might as well

8 start tonight and --

9          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Well, I'm going to respect the

10 process and let other people get their questions in, and

11 mine are comments; so, I'll address them during the

12 comments.

13          MR. RADIS:  Okay.  Somebody on this side

14 (indicating)?

15          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Yeah, the question -- I have

16 two questions.  The first is what she was saying, the

17 long-term health effects that we have here.  How is --

18 with this project, assuming it was approved, how would

19 it be compared to other projects and other health

20 term -- or health risks that have been identified not

21 just within the city, but throughout the country, and

22 where do we get access to that information so we

23 understand what really the risks are here, both

24 short-term and long-term?

25          MR. RADIS:  When the Health Risk Assessment is
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1 prepared, at least the part that we do, we'll be

2 comparing it to thresholds that are promulgated by the

3 South Coast Air Quality Management District; we'll be

4 comparing it to baseline background risk levels -- in

5 other words, just the risk of bleeding the air, because

6 it's obviously got pollutants; and we will compare it to

7 other types of projects.  This particular project is --

8 for its type of project is a little on the lower side

9 because a lot of the equipment is electrified, mainly

10 because of the close proximity of all the equipment to

11 the population.  But we will provide relative risk

12 levels so that you guys can make an informed decision as

13 to what that risk is.

14          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  But outside of those risks in

15 terms of quantitative measurements, for instance, take

16 Beverly Hills as one example, where they have, you know,

17 1,065 cases.  Now, one could argue that may cause

18 cancer -- a few types of cancer.  Now, the issue is --

19 now, whether that's proved or disproved in the court,

20 that doesn't really matter, because as a Hermosa Beach

21 resident -- you know, it doesn't really matter if the

22 Court is right or wrong.  I'm unfortunately the one it's

23 subject to.  So, I'd like to understand in this EIR or

24 some area that's going to be done what the impacts are

25 in this area, not just here, but to other sites or
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1 comparable sites that are out -- that are in these kinds

2 of projects.

3          MR. ALMANZA:  That kind of comparable analysis

4 is part of the Health Impact Assessment.  So, that's

5 what they do.  They look at other areas and they compare

6 this project to risks in other areas.  So, I'm sorry to

7 say that that's part of the other study, but certainly

8 we are interacting with that.

9          MR. RADIS:  The HIA will look at the baseline

10 cancer risks and the risk rates within Hermosa Beach,

11 the surrounding communities, and other areas and make a

12 comparison at this baseline, and then they'll overlay on

13 top of that what the implemental increase and risk could

14 be.

15          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  And then my second question

16 was:  Help me understand how you got involved at this

17 point?  What was the process that led up to this?

18 Because I seem to recall voting some time ago against

19 this and that was supposed to be done, but now it's

20 resurfaced again and I'm kind of confused.  How are we

21 back here again at the same place eight years ago when

22 we had these same discussions?

23          MR. ALMANZA:  That's not how we got involved.

24 We got involved because the project got restarted in a

25 settlement agreement, which is too complex for me to
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1 explain.  If Ken wants to take that on, he can do that.

2 But we are here now because of the settlement agreement.

3 So, the project application came in as a consequence of

4 that.  The settlement agreement says that before the

5 project proceeds, it goes to the voters to repeal the

6 ban on oil.  Before it goes to the voters, the EIR is

7 done, right?  So, that's why we are here.  I can't

8 explain the history of the settlement agreement or how

9 that happened.  Someone else will have to do that for

10 you.

11          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  My name is Charles Fott

12 (phonetic).  I'm a -- excuse me if I'm sick.  I've had

13 part of a lung removed because I've had lung cancer, and

14 I live at 6th and Ardmore; so, I'm during the period of

15 the coal mine.  Now, I understood -- I saw you have gas

16 production as part of your presentation and what they

17 are intending to do.  Now, we've had -- the oil field

18 it's going into has been draining 40, 50 years ago.  So,

19 there's not a lot of cats (phonetics) you are going to

20 hit by just drilling straight into the tidelands or

21 straight into the ground underneath here.  In fact, you

22 propose cyclic steam injection, which steam is water and

23 it's going to crack -- strike the shale and release the

24 gas.

25          So, steam is water.  Water cracking shale is
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1 fracking, whether or not you inject sand or if you

2 inject chemicals.  So, whether E&B wants to run away

3 from the term "fracking," fracking is precisely what you

4 are going to do.  And I didn't see anything in your

5 analysis as to the effects of the fracking on wellheads,

6 caprock, methane release directly up through the ground

7 or blowouts.  None of that was in your analysis.  Do you

8 intend to include it?

9          MR. PEREZ:  We haven't seen anything in the

10 application presented by E&B that includes fracking --

11          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  I said cyclic steam injection,

12 which is the same thing.

13          MR. PEREZ:  Well, that's not our understanding

14 as to what fracking is.

15          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Well --

16          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Liar.

17          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Liar.  I don't trust your EIR

18 now.  You are just telling me a lie.

19          MR. PEREZ:  What they have told us is that

20 there's no fracking that will be conducted --

21          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  They are doing cyclic steam

22 injection, and they are extracting natural gas, are they

23 not?

24          MR. PEREZ:  I am not aware of them doing any

25 hydraulic fracturing in the way --
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1          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Hydraulic is water, water is

2 steam.

3          MR. PEREZ:  I understand if there's some

4 confusion about the terms --

5          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  And gas is being extracted, is

6 it not?  Gas is being extracted, yes or no?

7          MR. PEREZ:  We are going to analyze the project

8 that they have proposed, and at this point they haven't

9 proposed to do any fracking --

10          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Have they proposed to do

11 cyclic steam injection?

12          MR. PEREZ:  You know, I don't know the answer

13 to that.

14          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Oh, you'd better.  They've

15 published it.  What do you mean "no"?

16          MR. PEREZ:  What I'm telling you is that we are

17 at the early stages.  We are analyzing the project, we

18 are looking at the project description, and we are just

19 getting started.

20          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Does the project description

21 include cyclic steam injection, yes or no?

22          MR. PEREZ:  It doesn't include any of that.  I

23 didn't see that in the --

24          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Why don't you just add it to

25 the thing?
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1          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Just add it to your --

2          MR. PEREZ:  I cannot add something that has not

3 been proposed.

4          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  We are proposing it right now.

5          MR. PEREZ:  I'm not aware of it being proposed.

6          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Okay.  This whole thing is a

7 joke, then, because they have already said they are

8 going to do it.

9          MR. PEREZ:  Sir, I cannot tell you that they

10 are going to do something that they are not going to do.

11          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Well, they are telling the

12 public that they are going to do it.

13          MR. PEREZ:  Well, if they are telling the

14 public that they are going to do that, that is not part

15 of the application that we have seen --

16          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Then this is a joke.  This

17 process is a joke.

18          MR. PEREZ:  If you choose to believe so.

19          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  You are stating it.

20          MR. PEREZ:  I'm stating that there is no -- I

21 haven't seen any --

22          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Cyclic steam injection.

23          MR. PEREZ:  I haven't seen any fractions of

24 those --

25          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Cyclic steam injection.
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1          MR. PEREZ:  I haven't seen that either, no.

2          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  You haven't seen that?

3          MR. PEREZ:  I haven't seen it, no.  If it's

4 included as part of the project, we will analyze it.

5          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  That's all he was asking.

6          MR. PEREZ:  If it's included as part of the

7 project, we will analyze it.

8          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  It is.

9          MR. PEREZ:  What you are saying is that

10 something is fracking, and I'm telling you it's not.

11          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  I said cyclic steam injection.

12          MR. PEREZ:  Well, that's not part of the

13 project.  I don't understand that to be part of the

14 project.

15          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  So, then how are they going to

16 extract gas?

17          MR. PEREZ:  Gas comes out with the oil.  That's

18 part of the --

19          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  It's pumped out for years.  It

20 has to be.

21          MR. PEREZ:  Well, obviously we are just getting

22 started in the process.  We are going to analyze what

23 the applicant has proposed, and at that point we are not

24 aware of what you are talking about.

25          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  And it's a lie.
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1          MR. PEREZ:  Well, sir, I'll not trying to claim

2 what is a lie or what isn't.

3          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  I am.

4          MR. PEREZ:  Good.  We are going to move on --

5          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  You don't know what people

6 that are agitated (phonetic), they will do.

7          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Then don't vote for it.

8          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  You bet I won't.

9          MR. PEREZ:  Who do we have next on this side

10 (indicating)?

11          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Hi, my name is Jessica.  I'm

12 speaking as a home owner, a mom, and somebody very

13 involved in parks and recreation.  I noticed something

14 that I'd like to add into the scoping document.  There's

15 a couple of references to South Park, and it's

16 referenced more as a periphery as one of the parks

17 adjacent to impact areas.  But just for your personal

18 edification, I wanted you to look at it deeper.  We were

19 working the last ten years to actually turn that into a

20 community garden and a natural playground and a

21 universally-accessible playground, and we've secured the

22 funds and we are going to construction later this

23 winter.  And for those of you that understand what a

24 natural playground is, it's actually using the earth and

25 the trees and the soil and the flowers to create a
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1 recreational area for children.  So, there's no plastic

2 play structures or anything.

3          So, based on our scope unit, I believe about 15

4 of the 20 scope units would be impacted from air quality

5 to soil to esthetics to recreation and about ten others.

6 So, if you could please add that to your document, that

7 would be great.

8          MR. ALMANZA:  That's a great comment.  Thank

9 you very much.

10          MR. PEREZ:  Thank you.  Do we have any more on

11 this side (indicating)?

12          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  My name is Cheryl, and I'm a

13 resident of Hermosa Beach.  And, first of all, with

14 regards to the side (phonetic) mom, I just want to say

15 thank you.

16          MR. PEREZ:  I can't tell who you are.

17          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  I'm right here (indicating).

18          MR. PEREZ:  I'm just trying to put my eyes --

19          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Fine.

20          MR. PEREZ:  Thank you.

21          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Anyway, regardless of which

22 side I'm on, I do want to say thank you for being here

23 and for the presentation, but my question is this:  The

24 first two phases are based on viability.  So, we are

25 going to be tearing down buildings and building
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1 buildings and moving things and changing roads and doing

2 the hokeypokey basically; and then if there's no

3 viability or it doesn't pan out so that it's worth it,

4 you did a whole timeline and you were really specific

5 about "It's going to take this amount of time to do this

6 and this and this," but what happens if this thing dies

7 and you've already fracked -- because I think there's

8 fracking, but that's just my personal opinion -- and

9 you've already been drilling and you've already done all

10 kinds of crazy stuff?  How long does it take to put it

11 back and also what happens with if you've been drilling,

12 is there not going to be more contamination?  How does

13 that get cleaned up?  How long does that take?  Who pays

14 for that?  Where does that go?

15          MR. PEREZ:  Yes, and that will be part of the

16 document also; and I think, you know, partly what would

17 happen is there are a number of requirements for

18 plugging and abandoning those wells that the Department

19 of Conservation has in place, those regulations.  So,

20 there are requirements they would have to meet.  As to

21 who pays for it, the applicant would have to pay for the

22 plugging and abandonment of those wells and the

23 restoration of the site to the state that the City wants

24 it restored, to the potential future use of that once

25 that happens.
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1          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  So, how long does it take?

2          MR. PEREZ:  Well, I mean, I don't know exactly

3 how long it would take.  To do the plugging and

4 abandonment of the well doesn't take long.  It could

5 take a week or so to do the plugging and abandonment;

6 and then, you know, subsequent to that, the cleanup and

7 so on could take a few months to finalize the whole

8 process.

9          MR. ALMANZA:  You know, I would like to clarify

10 that the timeline that you are talking about is the

11 applicant's timeline.  So, that comes in with the

12 project's application.  The EIR doesn't take that as a

13 given.  It takes that as part of the description, and we

14 will be looking at the timeline to see if it's true, to

15 see if it's realistic.  The same goes for the site

16 plans.  These gentlemen are knowledgeable enough to be

17 able to read these site plans.  They know what a

18 production site looks like.  So, they are kind of

19 ground-truthing the project itself to see if it is a

20 reasonable project; and that will come out in the EIR,

21 as well.  So, there's a distinction between what the

22 applicant is proposing and we do have to present the

23 project description, as we understand it, and what will

24 be depicted finally after it's been fully addressed in

25 the EIR.
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1          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Hi, good evening, I'm

2 Ann Williams at 619 5th Street, Hermosa Beach.  Full

3 disclosure, I'm a lawyer and I'm a lobbyist and I go to

4 meetings like this all the time because I represent big

5 corporations.  And I have to say it feels very different

6 being on the receiving end, and I do not like it.  I

7 read the front page of the L.A. Times today that the

8 City of Carson is considering declaring a local

9 emergency to push the State and Shell Oil to clean up

10 oil and benzene and methane that's being blamed for

11 cancer and even tumors on people's pets.  How can we

12 feel secure that it's even possible to implement enough

13 safety measures to prevent these kinds of nightmares?

14 Are we going to be Carson in ten years?  Is it possible

15 to totally mitigate the environmental impacts of this

16 project?  I would just like to have that question

17 answered.  Thank you.

18          MR. PEREZ:  Well, you know, we haven't started

19 the environmental review process yet.  We are just

20 getting started.  So, some of those questions hopefully

21 will be answered by the time we are done with this

22 process.

23          Somebody on this side (indicating)?

24          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Hi, my name is Elma Roberts,

25 and I'm with Hilda Bank (phonetic).  Just one minor
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1 question that's a follow-up with the gentleman's

2 question over here is:  Will this report cover any

3 comments, any studies of how the technology used by E&B

4 on this drilling project -- how it's going to be

5 environmentally safe, as they say it will?

6          MR. PEREZ:  The environmental document will

7 review the proposed project by E&B and make that

8 determination.

9          Somebody on this side (indicating)?

10          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  My name is Karl Schneider, and

11 I'm a Hermosa Beach residence and also a general

12 contractor.  I'm not sure if the average person realizes

13 how high a 32-foot wall is much less an 87-foot rig, but

14 I'm wondering if there are any plans to erect a

15 temporary wall just to show the residents how high this

16 thing will be as part of the review process?

17          MR. PEREZ:  Yes, I mean, we are intending to do

18 a couple of things to try to ascertain what the actual

19 height would look like.  A couple of ideas that we had

20 had to do with balloons to show the exact location and

21 actually renting a crane that goes out to the distance

22 of the height of the rig so that we can see in place

23 what it would typically look like.  So, we are looking

24 at different ideas that would give us an accurate

25 representation of what that height is, because you are
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1 absolutely correct; it's a lot higher than you think it

2 is.

3          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Most fences in town or walls

4 are 6 feet.  So, 32 feet is higher than this ceiling,

5 just so people should realize that.

6          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  I have a question.  Sulfur

7 dioxide will be released from this project, and I wanted

8 to know if you'll be doing wind studies and how the

9 dunes will be affected and how far those chemicals will

10 carry.  There's also some benzene and some other really

11 nox and socks, we'll just call them.  There's, like,

12 12 chemicals that will come off this site that's from a

13 previous EIR that was done, and I can't imagine the

14 current one changing too much unless they encapsulate

15 the full site.  So, I want to know if they'll be

16 studying the effects of all of that.  My family lives

17 within 150 yards of the site, and I have a 3- and a

18 7-year-old.  And how will I set up a baseline 30 years

19 from now when they have cancer from these items?  Will

20 you be addressing that?

21          MR. RADIS:  What we will be doing is a wind

22 field model over the site that corrects the terrain and

23 terrain-induced flow and then do dispersion modeling for

24 all the pollutants that will be emitted and then looking

25 at subsequent exposure.
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1          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  And will you be studying the

2 effects if other people's windows are open or closed and

3 how those are blown in and out?

4          MR. RADIS:  We are just going to assume that

5 you get the maximum exposure whether or not the window

6 is open or closed.

7          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Okay.  My other question is:

8 We talked about capped wells.  There's a site on the

9 corner of Monterey and 2nd Street where there's a capped

10 oil well that was capped in the '50s.  That's just one

11 of, I think at least, three or four.  Now, there's

12 four -- three or four condominiums that are on that site

13 that was capped in the late '40s, early '50s.  How will

14 those residents and the neighbors around and across that

15 street -- how will they be protected from blowouts?

16          MR. RADIS:  From the existing wells?

17          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  From old capped wells.  They

18 are going to pressurize an oil field -- we are

19 pressurizing an oil field.  I think that's a given in

20 the application, correct?

21          MR. RADIS:  Actually they will be

22 depressurizing the field as they produce through it.

23          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Okay.  So, there will be no

24 chance of any blowouts on the capped wells?

25          MR. RADIS:  The project should not contribute
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1 to that.  I won't say there's no chance because they are

2 old, abandoned wells and --

3          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  We are going to assume they

4 weren't capped properly.  Let's just say that.

5          MR. RADIS:  I think we'll be part looking at

6 the current condition of all the old, abandoned wells --

7          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Well, my question comes up

8 because in your previous study in Whittier, you didn't

9 study those.  Will you be studying those in this case?

10          MR. RADIS:  We will be looking at those in this

11 case.

12          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  My second question is:  We've

13 discussed fracking.  Are we going to define fracking or

14 not?  I mean, I'm still not satisfied that fracking

15 hasn't been -- we need to have as a group and as a

16 town -- we need to know whether water injection is

17 fracking and we also need to know will that contribute

18 to earthquakes?  And so do you.

19          MR. RADIS:  Yeah, I think what we'll be doing

20 is providing a very good definition of what fracking is

21 and what other technologies are because there are other

22 techniques that they use for oil development that --

23          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Well, let's just assume we

24 don't call it fracking, because let's just assume they

25 win this battle.  What about the effects of extracting
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1 by breaking up sand and shale to get gas, but there's

2 that earthquake fault area, which we are surrounded by

3 five?  There's five faults within 20 miles of this

4 location.  One is less than 3 miles out across the sea.

5          MR. RADIS:  I think we'll be looking at the

6 zone of influence of what they are building and what the

7 interaction would be with existing fault lines.

8          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Okay.  My other question has

9 to do with Valley Drive.  You are studying the effects

10 of risks.  Now, are you going to be studying the effects

11 of risks if there's actually no distance between the

12 curb and the sidewalk and the sidewalk is 3 feet wide,

13 and there will be children walking down that street

14 consistently and how the effects of if a driver of an

15 18-wheeler loses control, lights a cigarette, whatever

16 he does in his car, and swerves he off a foot and a half

17 and takes out three children?  How will you address that

18 in mitigation?

19          MR. RADIS:  We will be evaluating

20 transportation risks which includes --

21          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  What about alternate routes?

22 Why can't we create alternate routes?

23          MR. RADIS:  We are going to look at all of the

24 routes possibly in and out of the city.  It's not just

25 looking at what the applicant has proposed.  We are
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1 going to look at every possible avenue to determine

2 which one is better.

3          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Maybe we should just -- the

4 mitigation would be that we don't allow the 18-wheelers.

5 They have to come in in smaller trucks.

6          MR. RADIS:  That's a possibility, that there

7 could be limits on truck size.

8          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  My other question is with

9 sound.  Sound -- so, how are you going to mitigate if

10 they collect natural gas and there's flare-outs?  How do

11 you mitigate the noise of a flare-out waking you up?

12          MR. RADIS:  You really don't.  If there's going

13 to be a flare release, then there's going to be a

14 short-term noise impact.  It could be a significant

15 impact in the EIR (phonetic).

16          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  So, how do you address

17 property value loss of residents in that neighborhood,

18 especially in the whole town?

19          MR. RADIS:  Well, you know, that's not

20 something we do in the EIR, and you wouldn't want me to

21 do that.  That's for sure.  But the City did hire an

22 economic expert to address that issue.  We will be

23 providing them with all the impacts that we identify so

24 that they can make that determination.

25          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Will you be studying the fact
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1 that this is a site that's going into the most densely

2 populated region in the area?  Will you compare this to

3 other sites that are drilled in this size and capacity?

4          MR. RADIS:  Well, really we can't compare it,

5 you know.  This is --

6          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  So, in other words, we'll be

7 the only ones?  You will be evaluating a risk on

8 something that's never been done?

9          MR. RADIS:  In a way.  You can say it that way,

10 yeah.

11          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  I just wanted to make the

12 record clear:  We will be evaluating something that we

13 don't actually know the risks?

14          MR. RADIS:  Oh, we'll know the risks.  The

15 technology itself is nothing new.  It's the proximity of

16 the population.  When we do our risk model, we include

17 population density of all around the facility --

18          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Well, what's our tolerance

19 level for risk?  I mean, zero or . . .

20          MR. RADIS:  We'll be using a fairly

21 well-established set of criteria, but that's just for

22 purposes of the classified risks in the EIR.  The

23 personal providence is up to each individual in the

24 community.

25          Somebody on this side (indicating)?
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1          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  My name is Tommy Fadden.  I'm

2 a reporter for South Bay Magazine, and I have a question

3 about has MRS ever worked directly for other oil

4 companies in California?

5          MR. PEREZ:  Has MRS ever worked for oil

6 companies in California?

7          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Yes.

8          MR. PEREZ:  Yes, we have done some work for

9 some oil companies in California.

10          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Without, like, a city or

11 municipality of a direct mediator?

12          MR. PEREZ:  Yes, yes.  And, you know, I think

13 that the -- you know, one of the things that I think all

14 of us have always said is that the question that you

15 asked, whoever it is that asked the question, the answer

16 is the same.  I mean, we don't tailor our answer because

17 it's an oil company or it's because of jurisdiction.

18 You have to, you know, protect your reputation and you

19 have to conduct adequate, accurate analysis.  And that's

20 what we do, regardless of who we do it for.

21          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  And will you be disclosing a

22 list of your current and former clients?

23          MR. PEREZ:  We haven't been asked to do that,

24 but I don't -- you know, I don't think that that is a

25 problem to do that.
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1          I have to ask for a five-minute break.  Our

2 court reporter, as you can imagine -- we are all talking

3 very fast, and she has to transcribed everything.

4          MR. ALMANZA:  Yeah, we'll get back to you; so,

5 don't worry.

6          MR. PEREZ:  So, if you guys don't mind, we are

7 going to take a five-minute break and then continue.

8          (A recess was taken.)

9          MR. PEREZ:  I know some you want to get home

10 and have small kids; so, please if we could get seated,

11 we could get restarted and get going again.

12          So, I know he has to take his girl home; so,

13 please go ahead.

14          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Can everybody hear me?  I hate

15 to come off as a bad dad and keep my daughter out late.

16 So, my humble apologies to anybody out there who may be

17 concerned about that, but my daughter really wanted to

18 come and see what was going on, believe it or not.  My

19 name is Johnny Lang.  I live at 632 Ardmore, and we've

20 colorfully refer to it as ground zero now.  I walked it

21 the other day, and it's 98 steps -- and I've got really

22 small feet -- from my front doorstep.  And this is my

23 daughter Mila.  Can you say "hi," Mila?

24          CHILD PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Hi.

25          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  She's going to be 4 in August,
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1 and we are going to Disneyland for her birth date.  Her

2 bedroom overlooks the proposed drill site.  She shares

3 that bedroom with her 2-1/2-year-old brother.  So, I'm

4 coming to you folks as a concerned father.  My questions

5 are framed in that of concern; so, I'm going to read

6 this because I want to get it accurate; so, I apologize

7 for not having everything memorized.  As a parent I'm

8 concerned with the health, safety, and education of my

9 children, specifically I'm worried about the effects of

10 air, noise, and light pollution that will surely

11 increase as a result of this project moving forward --

12 No. 1, air pollution.  I have recently read studies that

13 showed that increased exposure to our air pollution

14 leads to brain damage, depression, cell damage,

15 reduction in lung function, respiratory illness, asthma,

16 and higher mortality rates.  A recent report by the NRDC

17 points out that there are hundreds of reports

18 documenting the effects of air pollutants on children,

19 who are more susceptible than adults to adverse effects

20 of the air pollution.

21          Noise pollution:  I'm concerned about the

22 increase in noise pollution and how it will affect my

23 children's well-being and academic ability.  "It has

24 been shown that children living in the presence of noise

25 pollution can show signs of impaired cognitive function
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1 with, when chronic, leads to possible reading

2 comprehension and long-term memory problems, learning

3 disabilities, and problems with both attention and

4 communication.  Several studies point to an overall

5 delay in cognitive development for children raised near

6 noise pollution."

7          You know what?  Believer it or not, Google is

8 such an amazing tool.  Just a simple Google search led

9 me to a study by a railway noise and achievement study.

10 In this study, students identified living within an area

11 known to have noise pollution scored lower on

12 achievement tests and measured at a lower reading level.

13 Over 20 studies have been recorded in peer review

14 journals that show that noise pollution adversely

15 affects children's academic performances.  I'm seriously

16 concerned about how an increase in noise pollution might

17 hinder my child's ability to succeed at school.

18          Finally, light pollution.  Light pollution has

19 been shown to disrupt -- I have a hard time reading this

20 word, so I'm going to pass it.  They have sleep -- it's

21 a sleep rhythm, which will cause irregular sleep

22 patterns and has been linked to a higher incidence of

23 cancers.  With specific regard to concern for my

24 children, I'm immediately worried that with an increase

25 in light around my house, it will interfere with their

H-Individuals-317 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Typewritten Text
Transcript-64/LangJ-4



86

1 current sleep patterns.  There's an abundance of

2 literature studying the relationships between disruptive

3 sleep patterns and a high incidence of stress, heart

4 disease, cancer, depression, anxiety, and poor school

5 performance.  The evidence is overwhelmingly in support

6 of this cause and the effective relationship.

7          In closing, I'm concerned that an increase in

8 air, noise, and light pollution will immediately and

9 chronologically affect my children's health as well as

10 those in my surrounding neighborhood.  I want these

11 issues addressed in the EIR, and the only acceptable

12 goal for me is that none of these levels of pollution

13 that I have mentioned will increase at all.  Our current

14 level of air, noise, light pollution as it relates to

15 this project is at zero, and this is the only number

16 that I am willing to have acceptable.

17          Let me put things in perspective.  This vote is

18 for the future of our children.  Mila in nine years will

19 graduate Hermosa Valley in 2022.  She will be 13.  Time

20 does fly.  This decision will permanently alter the life

21 of any children under the age of 5.  This is Mila.  It's

22 the first generation that will have to deal with these

23 health concerns.  I've worked my entire life to achieve

24 the goal of buying a house in Hermosa Beach and thus

25 providing the quality of life that I had the good
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1 fortune of experiencing for the last 36 years, and most

2 of you in this room and you folks on the EIR board --

3 there's something you can't measure.  Nothing beats

4 waking up in the morning and smelling the ocean or even

5 better, hearing the roar of the waves in your bedroom as

6 you are sleeping.  Just hearing that, knowing that

7 there's killer swells just around the corner, and we are

8 going to go surfing in the morning.  As a surfer, it's

9 priceless, and you can't measure that.  So, that's why I

10 really wanted you guys to hear that, and the community

11 members who understand that can relate to me.  Because

12 of it, if this project goes through, I have no choice

13 but to abandon my dreams and move.  The risk is too

14 great for my kiddos.  So, thank you guys for listening,

15 and I appreciate your time as well as everybody who came

16 out.  You guys are all awesome.  Love you.  Love Hermosa

17 Beach.

18          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Yeah, that's a tough one to

19 follow up, but I am here now because I do have to go

20 pick up my son; so, I'm going to leave.  So, I too am a

21 good dad.  So, my name is Bill Fregal (phonetic), and I

22 live on Loma Drive, and I have some concerns or I want

23 to at least raise the issues and ask that they be

24 included in your scope relating to the issue area of

25 greenhouse gas emissions.  So, Item A in the area of
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1 greenhouse gas emissions states:  "Both projects

2 generate greenhouse gas emissions either directly or

3 indirectly that may have a significant impact on the

4 environment."

5          I would ask that when you evaluate that, that

6 you set the threshold for emissions -- new emissions at

7 zero.  I would also ask that you go further and look at

8 the entire life cycle of this project and the oil that

9 will be extracted from this project.  And I understand

10 that maybe this is not part of the application, but the

11 fact that that oil right now is intuned (phonetic) and

12 not released as a greenhouse gas as a result of being

13 burned as a fossil fuel has a significant -- the

14 greenhouse gases that will be -- result from that fossil

15 fuel being burned will have a significant impact on the

16 environment.  The billions -- or I'm sorry, the millions

17 of gallons or barrels of oil that will be removed that

18 are currently not greenhouse gas will be converted to

19 greenhouse gas.

20          So, when you look at this project, I ask that

21 you look at that issue regionally, not just in -- within

22 the borders of this town, because that will have a huge

23 regional statewide and even global impact.  So, that's

24 my comment about greenhouse gas emissions.

25          I also want to make sure that when you are
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1 looking at the indirect greenhouse gas emissions, you

2 look at all of the emissions resulting from the

3 transportation aspect, not just within the borders of

4 Hermosa Beach, but from the point of -- from where those

5 vehicle trip miles are starting and all the way to where

6 they are ending up, not just within the border, because

7 that does have an effect regionally.

8          I also ask that you look at the greenhouse gas

9 emissions as a result of treating and delivering the

10 reclaimed water, the huge amount of the reclaimed water

11 that is going to be used on this project.  There is a

12 residual indirect greenhouse gas emission associated

13 with processing that water, treating the water, and

14 delivering that water.  I also ask that you look at the

15 greenhouse gas emissions as a result of the potable

16 water that's going to be delivered to the site and used.

17          I also ask that you look at the greenhouse gas

18 emissions, as I think it's been mentioned, of

19 flare-offs -- that will definitely have emissions -- and

20 you include those in your report.  And, let's see, I

21 think that is it in terms of Item A, under that issue

22 area.

23          Item B states that you will be looking at

24 the -- any impacts relating to a conflict with an

25 applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the
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1 purpose of reducing the emission of greenhouse gases.

2 So, this is really a big one because the City has stated

3 as a policy a plan to be carbon neutral -- a desire and

4 a plan to be carbon neutral.  So, this project needs to

5 be looked at within that context and the -- like, you

6 know, all the planning (phonetic), that it's

7 incompatible, but just looking at the impact on the

8 ability of the City to achieve that goal.

9          Also I ask that the City look at -- well, there

10 are a number of policies and initiatives I'd like to

11 list here that I ask that you include in your

12 consideration.  The City of Hermosa Beach joined the

13 full City's initiative in 2006 that relates to quality

14 of life issues, greenhouse gas emissions, air quality.

15 So, I ask that you look at that initiative, and I also

16 ask that you look at the sustainability plan that was

17 adopted by the City Council in September 21st of 2011,

18 which has very specific goals for reduction of

19 greenhouse gas, for reduction of carbon, use of carbon

20 and other sustainable goals that this project would not

21 be compatible with, and I'm sorry for inserting my

22 opinion on that.

23          I also ask that you -- well, the City also as

24 part of Vision 2028 has made a commitment to

25 environmental sustainability with certain other goals.
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1 I ask that you consider that, as well.  I also ask that

2 you consider that the city has -- was chosen out of

3 many, many applicants, one of the very few and one of

4 only three cities in California for the Blue Zones

5 Project City.  And that -- and the City was chosen on

6 the basis of their commitment to sustainability and to

7 greenhouse gas emission reductions.  So, I ask that you

8 look at the impacts relating to that.

9          I also ask that you look at the impacts more

10 regionally and as it relates to Assembly Bill 32 and the

11 policy goals implemented or professed in AB 32 and that

12 when you are looking at that, because this project is

13 such a long-term project -- you know, it will be

14 still -- you know, it will go on roughly to 2050 -- that

15 as a target reduction, that you look -- that you

16 align -- well, I guess that you look at the impact of

17 the City's ability to achieve and align with the stated

18 goal that the State has put of an 80 percent reduction

19 below 1990 levels for greenhouse gas emissions by 2050.

20 So, don't look at it in the short-term, please look at

21 it in the long-term.  And then even broader, I ask that

22 you look at -- President Obama just came out with a

23 climate action plan that also -- although does not

24 include some specific goals, it does have a general goal

25 that states the desire to reduce carbon emissions,
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1 reduce greenhouse gas emissions as it relates to climate

2 action -- or climate change, and then has a whole slew

3 of other renewable energy goals that this is not

4 compatible with.

5          And then lastly, I also looked at -- I also ask

6 that you -- well, two things.  Sorry for taking so much

7 time.  I also ask that you look at the future impact

8 that climate change will have on this project.  Again,

9 this is a long-term project.  There are a lot of

10 studies -- scientific studies out there about the

11 effects of climate change.  We are going to be -- we are

12 at ground zero in terms of climate change here as a

13 coastal community -- so that you look at the risks

14 associated with that in relation to this project.  I

15 believe that would increase the risks of this project.

16          And then I guess the last thing is I heard --

17 it wasn't really on my list until I heard it -- the

18 impact of road wear.  The City is going to have to do a

19 lot more maintenance on its streets and its

20 infrastructure as a result of this project.  When you do

21 that, you release greenhouse gases.  I ask that you

22 include those, the increased wear and tear on the

23 infrastructure of the streets and the sidewalks,

24 et cetera.  The only thing that I saw in the report that

25 was submitted by E&B or the study that was submitted by
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1 them was just the one greenhouse gas emissions related

2 to the construction; but also of the infrastructure that

3 they are going to do, I ask that, because of the

4 increased road wear and tear on the City, you include

5 maintenance in that, as well.  So, that's it.  Thank

6 you.

7          MR. PEREZ:  Thank you.

8          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  My name is Rene Neglia.  I'm a

9 resident and property owner here.  I'd like you to

10 consider looking at on your PowerPoint presentation, you

11 said something about esthetics and the impact on views

12 from public areas.  I'd like you to look at it from

13 private areas, as well -- like, my back porch.  You

14 mention that E&B is paying for the EIR.  I can't help

15 but be concerned that perhaps there's a conflict of

16 interest there.

17          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Definitely.

18          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  I want to believe there's not,

19 but what guarantees -- can you please address that in

20 your report, that you are or any of the contractors

21 working for you -- I noticed there were five or six

22 other companies helping you with the report -- that

23 aren't tainting the report from any influences from E&B?

24 I'd also like you to look at alternative sites -- like,

25 maybe the City Hall parking lot.  They can park over in
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1 the maintenance area and take a bus back and forth.

2          My property is 156 feet from where you are

3 proposing drilling, and somebody mentioned earlier --

4 well, backing up, somebody mentioned that the noise is

5 going to be masked by this 32-foot wall and --

6 hopefully.  But with 30 electric motors driving these

7 pumps, there's a hum (indicating) all day and night.

8 It's not going to go away.  Who's going to bring back

9 the beautiful sound of the waves crashing in my bedroom?

10 This whole proposal is already bringing down the

11 property values.  I want to make sure all the residents

12 know:  I added your numbers up, and we are talking about

13 over 60, 6-0 months of construction before things kind

14 of settle down and they get into the norm of just

15 pumping oil.  60 months -- over 60.  That's five years.

16 And somebody said maybe bring some small vehicles in

17 down Valley Drive.  Well, that's a great idea, but how

18 are you going to get an 87-foot tower in a pickup truck?

19 I have a pickup.  It's not going to happen.

20          The last question is for Mr. Robertson, and

21 this is a question.  Sir, I don't understand who in the

22 City is pushing this.  Who in the City staff is pushing

23 this?  Is it our City Council?  Is it -- what

24 department?  Why are we even entertaining this?  I know

25 the history of how we got here, but why are we here this
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1 evening?  What brought us here?  And I say that

2 respectfully.

3          MR. ROBERTSON:  Well, I can tell you I'm not

4 pushing this.

5          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Well, the City is.  Who's

6 pushing this whole --

7          MR. ROBERTSON:  We are implementing the

8 settlement agreement that the City Council entered into

9 a year ago.

10          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  So, it's the City Council.

11 So, I'll find out how to vote next time.  It's the City

12 Council.  I'll vote differently next time.

13          MR. ROBERTSON:  There's plenty of information

14 about the history of the settlement agreement on our

15 website, and I don't think we really have time to

16 discuss --

17          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  No, I didn't expect it now;

18 but if it's on the website, I'll go look.  Thank you.

19          MR. ALMANZA:  Just before we go on, I just want

20 to thank everybody for sticking around past the break.

21 I know we are going to start losing folks after a while,

22 but we'll stay here as long as you want, and we'll run

23 out of time because there's so much to do.  There will

24 be other opportunities.  This is, as I said before, just

25 the kickoff.  We are getting into some stuff that we
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1 will really get into when the draft EIR is out, believe

2 me.  We are sort of talking, you know, preliminarily

3 here.

4          If you want to get ahold of me anytime, we can

5 do so.  You can make an appointment.  You can go through

6 Ken at this point, but I'm willing to meet with you

7 folks, and we can talk about the description of the EIR,

8 how the EIR will approach impacts.  I'm not inviting

9 people to leave by saying this.  So, let's continue to

10 leave until you guys are ready to stop.

11          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  My name is Kevin Cesar

12 (phonetic).  I'm a member of Keep Hermosa Hermosa.  In

13 the first ten months when they are pulling oil out,

14 there will be 10,500 truck miles of tanker trailer --

15 tanker truck trading miles.  I'd like to know if the

16 pipeline doesn't go through and they are pulling out

17 8,000 barrels a day, what are they going to do?  Are

18 they going to truck this out?  And if that happens, do

19 we have any recourse to stop and cease and desist the

20 project if things don't happen the way that they are

21 mitigated -- that they are planned out?  And my other

22 question -- can you respond to that?

23          MR. PEREZ:  That's not part of the problem.

24 So, under no circumstance will they be trucking out

25 8,000 barrels of oil a day.
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1          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  But what happens if the

2 pipeline doesn't go through, that response doesn't okay

3 it?  Then what happens?

4          MR. PEREZ:  I think it would have to shut down.

5 At this point there's no proposal to do what you

6 suggested.

7          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Okay, but you think and know

8 are two different things.

9          MR. PEREZ:  I can tell you what we know now,

10 and what we know now is that is not part of the

11 proposal.

12          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  And the second question.  You

13 said that you don't know that they are going to inject

14 anything into the ground.

15          MR. PEREZ:  No, I did not say that.  What the

16 gentleman previously was suggesting was there was going

17 to be steam -- cyclic steam injection, and that's not

18 part of the project.  They are not going to do steam.

19 There's no boilers proposed to do steam.  There's

20 nothing in the project description that we have seen,

21 and I have taken the time now to look more closely at

22 it.  I don't know where this is coming from, but the

23 reality is that this is not supposed -- we cannot

24 analyze something that is not proposed as part of the

25 project.  People have ideas in their head of things that
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1 they think are going to happen.  There's going to be

2 enforcement if this project gets approved.  It's not as

3 if E&B can go and do whatever it is that people have in

4 their minds that they can do.  Right now this is not

5 part of the project, and thank you for asking that again

6 because --

7          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Now I want to ask this:  If

8 there are four injections wells, what is going to be

9 pumped into the ground?

10          MR. PEREZ:  Well, what we pump back into the

11 ground and is part of any drilling program that is

12 approved by the Department of Conservation and the

13 Division of Oil and Gas and Geothermal Resources, there

14 is produced water that comes up when you do the process

15 of bringing up the oil and drilling and producing for

16 oil.  So, in a lot of cases, it's not just oil that

17 comes up.  Oil comes up with gas and with lots of water.

18 And, so, when the water --

19          MR. ROBERTSON:  Radioactive materials, correct?

20          MR. PEREZ:  You know, there's no way to --

21          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Naturally-occurring

22 radioactive materials in forms -- that's correct, is it

23 not?

24          MR. PEREZ:  There may be some at some low

25 levels of radioactive material --
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1          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Low levels of radon and boron,

2 and that's going to be in our neighborhood in storage

3 tanks?  Is that what you are telling me?

4          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Yes.

5          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Yes.

6          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Yes.

7          MR. RADIS:  Yes, there will be

8 naturally-occurring radiation that goes through the

9 system, and a lot will get injected and a lot will be

10 transported out with the oil.

11          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  But that will be brought to

12 the surface on the site?

13          MR. PEREZ:  Yes.

14          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  What about the viscosity when

15 you are taking that out?  When you take oil and natural

16 gas out and you pump stuff back into the ground, it's at

17 a different consistency, is it not?

18          MR. PEREZ:  Correct.

19          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  So, how do we make sure that

20 there's no subsidence that occurs or what the natural --

21 the gas -- in the oil industry what we call surface

22 obstructions or sinkholes in the ocean?  How are we

23 going to monitor that?  Who's going to let us know when

24 that happens or if it doesn't happen?

25          MR. RADIS:  Look, we are going to have to

H-Individuals-331 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line



100

1 submit a plan to the State Department of Conservation

2 that basically assures that the amount of fluids that

3 come out are replaced by an equivalent number of

4 fluids -- volume of fluids going back in so that there

5 is no surface extraction or subsidence in the area.

6          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Who's going to mon- -- well,

7 my question is this, though:  This City can't even get

8 the simple boring of soil samples properly done without

9 being cited by the County of Los Angeles.  Who's going

10 to oversee this project that we as residents are going

11 to feel comfortable with and who's paying for it?

12          MR. RADIS:  Well, I think a lot of agencies

13 have responsibility.  It depends on what the particular

14 item is, whether it's the South Coast Air Quality

15 Management District, whether it's DOGGER, whether or not

16 it's the City as part of their mitigation monitoring of

17 the project.  So, it's going to be an effort amongst a

18 lot of different agencies.

19          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Okay.  Getting back to the

20 trucks, are we going to make sure that the diesel

21 exhaust is counted, the metric tons of what that's going

22 to be?  Are the trucks going to leave their engines on

23 when they pick up the oil and the natural gas, and how

24 is the natural gas going to be trucked or taken out?

25          MR. RADIS:  Natural gas will go out through a
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1 pipeline.  So, the --

2          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  No natural gas until that

3 phase of the project?

4          MR. ALMANZA:  The flare-up, no.

5          MR. RADIS:  There will be a test in the test

6 phase.

7          MR. ALMANZA:  That's right.

8          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  And is it a flare or is it a

9 combustion chamber?

10          MR. RADIS:  It's a type of flare.  It will be

11 probably a ground shard flare.

12          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  And you told me that it's

13 going to be making a very loud noise when it goes off?

14          MR. RADIS:  No, the emergency flare is the one

15 that makes a loud noise when it goes off.

16          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  And how many days annually

17 will that be allowed to go?

18          MR. RADIS:  We haven't determined that yet.

19          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  But you will find out and let

20 us know?

21          MR. RADIS:  Absolutely.

22          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Thank you very much.  You guys

23 have a great night.

24          MR. PEREZ:  Over here (indicating)?

25          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  I apologize in advance for
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1 having to read this.  These comments are all key to

2 pages in the NOP.  The NOP identifies the project

3 location as the 1.3-acre City Maintenance Yard and two

4 pipelines for transporting processed oil and gas under

5 the various streets that have been mentioned.  It does

6 not include a description -- in the description of over

7 50 miles of boreholes and pipes that E&B propose to

8 place under the city of Hermosa Beach and Santa Monica

9 Bay.  It's my estimate that based on Page 6 of

10 Attachment C of the application, that if these -- a

11 typical directional drilling rig goes down 4,000 feet

12 and sideways another 4- to 6,000 feet, that those

13 34 proposed boreholes and pipes would constitute over

14 57 miles of boreholes and pipes under the city of

15 Hermosa Beach and Santa Monica Bay, our tidelands

16 portion of Santa Monica Bay.

17          In my opinion, the approximate site study in

18 the EIR should always analyze what I would consider to

19 be the entire project location, including what

20 constitutes basically 4/5ths of the city of Hermosa

21 Beach and almost 60 percent of the tidelands.  Again, on

22 Page 5 of the NOP, the site size is listed as the

23 1.3-acre Maintenance Yard, the 1.25-acre relocation

24 site, plus the almost 4 miles of pipe to transport the

25 processed oil and gas.  Again, this omits the size of
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1 the oil and gas recovery field, which I believe

2 underlies, as I said before, about 80 percent of the

3 land barrier of Hermosa Beach and about 60 percent of

4 the tidelands.  I'm basing that estimate, looking at a

5 map that was prepared in Appendix H to the project

6 application on Page 14, showing the location of the

7 Torrance Oil Field.  That's the oil field that the

8 applicant wants to access.  So, instead of a project

9 site that's a few acres, I believe you are looking at a

10 project site that's about 3 square miles, about -- over

11 1,900 acres.

12          On Pages 14 through 18 we see five pages of

13 aerial photographs identifying the yard and the

14 relocation site and the processed oil and gas pipeline

15 routes to the Exxon Mobil facility in Torrance, absent

16 there are any photos, maps, or diagrams of the Torrance

17 Oil Field, which again underlies most of the city of

18 Hermosa Beach and its tidelands.  I believe the EIR

19 should fully illustrate the entirety of this project

20 site, including that 3 square mile area that I mentioned

21 before.

22          Page 23 -- this is sort of getting to the point

23 of why I believe the EIR should expand its definition of

24 what it's going to study to include the entirety of the

25 project site.  This is just an example in the esthetic
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1 section.  All of the project site impacts, at least in

2 the NOP, are confined to drilling and pumping under the

3 city -- excuse me, are confined to the actual drilling

4 site.  However, drilling and pumping under the city and

5 the bay can create subsidence, according to the NOP, and

6 induced seismicity, according to Appendix H of the

7 project application.  In fact, Appendix H says that the

8 most likely epicenter for subsidence would be the

9 Hermosa Pier.  This is just a negative effect of -- any

10 effects, but including the esthetic effects could be

11 anywhere really in the city.

12          Page 31, the NOP discusses the potential for

13 earthquakes to impact the project, but in my reading of

14 the NOP, it does not study the reverse -- in other

15 words, the impact of project-induced seismicity on the

16 city.  Appendix H again to the project application

17 indicates that induced seismicity is, in quotes, rare

18 and that the probability that the project will induce

19 seismic activity is, in quotes, low, but I believe that

20 the EIR should address these potential hazards, given

21 the widespread damage that they could produce.  In

22 addition, again, EIR should be able to better quantify

23 vague words like "rare" and "low."  For example, if

24 experts know what percent of oil production operations

25 have induced earthquakes, the EIR should include those
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1 statistics.

2          Page 32, the NOP asserts that the project site

3 is not in a liquefaction zone; however, the portion of

4 Hermosa Beach roughly west of Hermosa Boulevard is in a

5 liquefaction zone, and that's according to Appendix D

6 (phonetic) of the project application.  The EIR should

7 address the potential impacts to the city and the bay as

8 a whole, including the increased hazard of induced

9 seismicity within a liquefaction zone.  Furthermore, the

10 EIR should go beyond words like, in quotes, unlikely

11 and, in quotes, seldom and include all available data on

12 oil field impacts within liquefaction zones.

13          Pages 32 and 33 of the NOP report that the

14 Wilmington Oil Field experienced a 29-foot subsidence in

15 the 1940s and 1960s, but that -- and again in quotes:

16 This amount of subsidence would not occur in Hermosa

17 Beach, end of quote.  The NOP proposes a monitoring

18 program that should minimize or eliminate the potential

19 for damaging amounts of subsidence to occur -- again,

20 that's a quote.  Hopefully the EIR will be able to do a

21 better job of quantifying less than 29 feet of

22 subsidence.  Hopefully it will also quantify what it

23 means to, in quotes, minimize subsidence, specifically

24 how much can a house sink before the doors start to

25 stick, the walls start to crack, and the foundation

H-Individuals-337 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Typewritten Text
Transcript-86

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Typewritten Text
Transcript-87



106

1 needs reinforcement?

2          The EIR should also include material from

3 Appendix H, Page 32, saying how it took ten years for

4 the subsidence in the Wilmington Oil Field to stop after

5 they started replacing the oil with water.  I apologize

6 again for the length of this.  Just a little bit more.

7          Page 34 aims to calculate the greenhouse gas

8 emissions from the drilling, extraction, and production

9 operation.  I hope that the EIR will calculate the GHG

10 produced by the burning of the recovery of the oil and

11 gas, as well.

12          Page 41 states that the project site is not in

13 a tsunami hazard zone.  True, the Maintenance Yard

14 itself is not in a tsunami hazard zone, but the

15 coastline of Hermosa Beach is.  As stated in Appendix H

16 to the project application if a subsidence occurs, the

17 most likely epicenter again is -- would be a subsidence

18 bowl centered on the pier.

19          Page 66 of that appendix also states:  "The

20 chances of subsidence are highest along the coast.  The

21 EIR should fully examine the potential impact of

22 subsidence particularly along the coastline and discuss

23 the potential for subsidence to exacerbate the impact of

24 the tsunami and sea level rise."

25          Page 42, as proposed in the NOP:  "The EIR will
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1 fully discuss the land use implications of placing a

2 drilling and corruption facility with 30 oil and gas

3 wells within a residential neighborhood.  However, if

4 approved, the project would also permit over 50 miles of

5 boreholes and oil and gas pipes to be drilled under most

6 of the city and its tidelands."

7          The EIR should certainly address the potential

8 land use issues affecting the entire city from multiple

9 standpoints, including quality of life, property values,

10 its potential impact, the property taxes, and City

11 revenues; not only that, but damaging if not

12 catastrophic events.

13          Appendix C to the project application, Page 3,

14 discusses a need for a blowout preventer at the

15 production site.  The quotes of the last report:

16 "Blowout preventers are" -- and this is in quotes.

17 "Blowout preventers are intended to be fail-safe

18 devices," end quote.

19          Yesterday another oil well in the Gulf of

20 Mexico had a blowout, presumably despite this fail-safe

21 device.  The EIR should quantify how often blowout and

22 other catastrophic events occur.  The EIR should use

23 statistics and not words like "rarely" or "seldom."  The

24 EIR should discuss whether it's common or recommended to

25 locate blowout preventers this close to residences.
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1          Appendix C of the project application,

2 Page C-4, discusses how the cement casing is installed

3 once the well is fully bored.  As I understand it, the

4 cement is forced out the bottom of the pipe; and because

5 it appears at the top of the borehole, the assumption is

6 made that the entire pipe has been encased in cement.

7 The EIR should cite any studies performed on actual

8 wells to assess how well this procedure actually works

9 in the real world.  In other words, have independent

10 experts actually gone down a mile or even a few hundred

11 feet to ensure that the cement actually seals the

12 borehole?  The EIR should discuss this so that readers

13 can form an opinion about how effective this method is

14 for preventing oil and gas from migrating throughout the

15 project's 50-plus miles of boreholes.

16          Page 45 of the NOP suggests that the noise

17 study will focus on impacts to the yard, the relocation

18 site, the truck routes, and the routes proposed for the

19 installation of pipes needed to transport 8,000 barrels

20 of processed oil and 2.5 million cubic feet of gas every

21 day, but yet actually discuss any noises or vibrations

22 that residents might hear or feel as the boreholes are

23 drilled under thousands of homes 24 hours a day for

24 1,020 days or almost three years.  The EIR should

25 include the results of any studies showing the extent to
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1 which residents will or will not hear or feel this slant

2 drilling, particularly when they are trying to sleep.

3          And my last comment has to do simply with the

4 insurance and how that will cover any risks, and I

5 understand that's going to be covered in the Cost

6 Benefit Analysis.  So, that concludes my comments.

7 Thank you.

8          MR. ALMANZA:  Sir, you are going to give us a

9 written version of that, I hope.

10          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  I need to clean it up, but I

11 will.

12          MR. ALMANZA:  Okay, thank you very much.

13          MR. PEREZ:  And just one quick comment, that

14 the NOP is a preliminary document, and we intend to

15 address the great majority of the things that you

16 mentioned and review all of the application materials

17 submitted by the applicant as part of the EIR.  The ones

18 that will be excluded will be the questions that you are

19 asking about cost benefit and property values and things

20 like that, which will be addressed in their separate

21 report.

22          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  My name is George Houser

23 (phonetic), and I'm a long-time resident of Hermosa

24 Beach and a proud member of Stop Hermosa Beach Oil, and

25 I wish I had the chance to talk after the guy with the
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1 little kid up there than following the guy that just

2 spoke over here.  It's just amazing, and I'm so happy to

3 hear.  Just a couple of observations and then a couple

4 of questions.  In terms of observations, I'm so proud to

5 be part of Hermosa Beach and the increase in the -- in

6 just the level of education, understanding, interests in

7 this community versus 25 years ago is amazing.  It's a

8 much more alert population.  They are a lot younger than

9 I am, a lot smarter than I am, and they will work a lot

10 harder than I ever did.  So, I'm feeling a lot more

11 comfortable tonight having listened to everybody.

12          The other one thing on the observation side is

13 the president of E&B, who I've had the pleasure to talk

14 with a number of times, has often mentioned the word

15 "new technology," but the gentleman sitting next to Ken

16 there has talked about the same old technology that's

17 been around.  Which is it?  We've got old technology,

18 we've got new technology.  What technology are we

19 talking about?

20          The second thing along the technology side,

21 when I've looked at the changes in technology, most of

22 them appear to increase through oil from the oil and

23 decrease costs.  I have seen no new technology that

24 addresses health and safety, and I think you guys should

25 take a look at that.  There's a big question.  All of
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1 this, an elephant in the room, of course, is the

2 revenue -- the proposed or expected a big revenue for

3 the City of Hermosa Beach, and one of the big issues

4 there has to do with how much of this oil is offshore

5 and how much is onshore?  And right now E&B is talking

6 about a 30/70 split.  Well, that makes one kind of

7 revenue projection possible, but that is definitely not

8 what their predecessors thought the split would be --

9 they talked about 1, 2, and 3 percent of onshore oil,

10 97 percent of offshore oil.  Will you guys be looking at

11 that to make a determination of where the oil is coming

12 from?  Because unlike other sites, it's extremely

13 important as it affects Hermosa Beach.

14          I'm very interested in the cumulative effects

15 of threats to health over a long period of time.  I

16 understand that the City will conduct a baseline survey

17 of health, and I would hope that any medical or health

18 issues that are identified will be measured against that

19 baseline.  I don't want to be measured against the

20 cancer rates in Detroit.  I want to be measured against

21 the cancer rates here in Hermosa Beach.  That would be

22 meaningful information, not some other part of the

23 country or even other part of the state.

24          One of the things that Mr. Laten told me also

25 was that it would be difficult but doable to come out
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1 and put a well in every 30 days.  That's where you get

2 the two and a half years.  It doesn't take a math degree

3 to recognize that a 15 percent or 30 percent error,

4 which is not unusual in these kinds of speculations,

5 will take a two-and-a-half-year project and turn it into

6 a four-year project, which really means that they are

7 working down there for six years.  Will you take a look

8 at that 30-day period to put an oil well in?

9          Subsidence:  The City of Redondo Beach settled

10 with two oil companies and within the life of the City

11 Attorney that I spoke to the other day, the breakwater

12 subsided 15 feet.  The storm that hit the city of

13 Redondo and Hermosa Beach in '84 and '85 that resulted

14 in all the damage in King Harbor resulted in an

15 out-of-court settlement of $10 million with two oil

16 companies because of the subsidence of the breakwater.

17 This subsidence question is not a theoretical one, it's

18 a real one, and I'm very glad that the previous speaker

19 brought up the impact and the possible connection

20 between it and tsunamis.  So, that has to be looked

21 into.

22          The AES plant, according to this same source,

23 subsided 12 feet during the period of time when they

24 were drilling in King Harbor, and I think that's an

25 important number and that's something that has to be
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1 addressed and I hope you will addresses it.  There are

2 all my questions.  I had 100 when I came here, but many

3 of them were asked by former speakers, and I appreciate

4 that and thank you for your time.

5          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Hello, my name is

6 Craig Pathologer (phonetic), and I'm speaking on behalf

7 of the Surfrider Foundation, South Bay Chapter.  And one

8 of the nice things in speaking later is that so many of

9 the things I wanted to talk about have been covered.

10 So, rather than repeat, I have looked at a lot of the

11 documentation, and part of the application deals with

12 monitoring subsidence.  And I saw apparently a detailed

13 plan of using GPS and other technologies to monitor

14 land-based potential subsidence and a plan of action of

15 what to do if certain conditions are encountered.

16 However, I saw nothing that directly addressed

17 monitoring subsidence possibilities offshore.  And my

18 concern is if there is subsidence offshore that's not

19 monitored, is that going to impact the surf breaks in

20 the South Bay?  And we need to consider those as a

21 natural resource that an environmental aspect that, I

22 hope, is considered, because a change in the depths and

23 the contours of the ocean floor will impact the surf

24 breaks.  And those I saw mentioned nowhere, and I don't

25 know how you'd measure the subsidence of the floor
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1 underwater and I would hope that would be included in

2 the EIR.  Thank you.

3          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Hi, I'm Ann Fender, a resident

4 of Hermosa Beach, and I want to mention the high

5 concentration of sensitive receptors in the area.  A lot

6 of people have touched on it; so, I just want to

7 specifically request that some things be featured in the

8 EIR.  Truck traffic, as people have mentioned, this is a

9 neighborhood -- lots of families, lots of young

10 children.  I have two children under the age of 5, as

11 well.  A number of trucks per day:  What are the

12 operational hours for delivery and pickup?  Are those

13 going to be, you know, when kids are walking to and from

14 school?  Types of trucks, not just size, but also what

15 products are they carrying?  Is it going to be taking

16 the oil off-site or are they transporting chemicals

17 on-site?  And on that note, what chemicals will be

18 stored and used on-site and how will they be used?  Will

19 there be pressurized chemicals, that type of thing?

20 When you do provide a list of what chemicals will be

21 stored on-site, please provide context for these

22 chemicals.  I'm an environmental engineer, and I still

23 have trouble understanding and knowing what all these

24 chemicals are and what potential effects they have.

25 Please use terms that everyone can understand.  Yes, use
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1 the full chemical name and that kind of thing, but

2 figure out a good way to categorize the chemicals so

3 that people understand "What's a carcinogen?" or "This

4 can be an irritant to skin" or, you know, whatever it

5 is, but make it meaningful and useful information.  A

6 list of chemicals is useful.

7          With that, with the chemicals -- I know this

8 was mentioned, but please include dispersion modeling.

9 If you are having anything pressurized -- or, you know,

10 pressurized chemicals for sure, if there's any sort of,

11 like, water treatment that's going to happen, I'm not

12 sure if all of the processed water is going to be

13 transported off-site or if there's going to be any local

14 treatment, like chlorine tanks, things like that, we'd

15 like to know.  We'd like to see what the potential

16 worst-case scenario to dispersion modeling is there.

17          Hazards and emergency notification standards,

18 level of notification.  What has to happen for you to

19 tell us something happened?  What is that level of

20 release?  Is it -- and specify, what are the levels of

21 release for an air release versus a liquid release and

22 where it's released?  And identify procedures --

23 recommended procedures for people in the area so that

24 they know what to do.  Is it just shutting your windows

25 or is there leaving for the day?
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1          Also, not to be redundant, but please specify

2 what releases the customer -- or the E&B will assume to

3 be or consider to be safe and not required to be

4 recordable.  I mean, I'm not asking you to itemize every

5 single thing, but a general description of what is

6 considered a safe release and does not require to be

7 reported to the community.

8          I know that the Coastal Commission is starting

9 planning with -- climate change planning, particularly

10 looking at events like Sandy, where climate change is

11 not going to happen with the sea level rise creeping up

12 generally every single day.  We are going to experience

13 sea level rise in major storm events, 100-year floods,

14 ten-year floods.  Please address how that could affect

15 operations.  I'm particularly concerned with the

16 offshore wells and their ability to withstand major

17 storms; and if there's any research or evidence that has

18 shown how they withstood a storm in the past, I'd like

19 to see that, as well, in the future.  I believe that's

20 it.  Thank you.

21          MR. PEREZ:  Thank you.

22          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Hi, I'm Lynn Hope from Hermosa

23 Beach, by a few other states, but I am very encouraged

24 by how many people have come out tonight.  This is

25 definitely proof that we are in a new day; and I agree
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1 with you, George, about that.  And I was frankly

2 worried.  I didn't know who was listening.  I felt very

3 alone, but I don't anymore.  My real concern tonight,

4 although I have been concerned about real estate,

5 because views are so important and also the whole reason

6 people want to vacation in Hermosa Beach is because we

7 have everything ocean-related and water-related.  And,

8 so, we are surrounded by AES, which everyone just loves,

9 right, in their town, and Chevron, which they are crazy

10 about, right, because they fired the City Council member

11 who told the truth about misuse of funds, that they

12 hadn't paid the taxes.  Anyway, my concern tonight is

13 accountability, period and simple -- accountability.

14          Before when I was in design and construction,

15 it was very important that we knew who to point the

16 finger at, who's responsible, and even tonight I've seen

17 this (indicating).  It's just got to be addressed.  We

18 need to know where the buck stops.  That's critical, and

19 we need to know who's in charge of what.  Tonight you've

20 mentioned that there's several different people doing

21 this and that, and we want this where the buck stops

22 right now.  We need it from you to help us be aware of

23 what we are dealing with and who we are dealing with.

24 And I feel that there's been a whole bunch of energy

25 against and for, and I want to see us realize that
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1 Hermosa is one city, not just north and south, but one

2 people, not men and women, not children, teens.  We are

3 all one; and we really, really, really, really care.

4          And last but not least, I want to say one funny

5 thing about -- well, not funny at all -- about

6 technology, and it is that years ago when the Challenger

7 went down, it was because -- was it just because of the

8 O-ring?  No, it wasn't just because of that.  It was

9 because of accountability.  The big guys wanted that

10 rocket to go off and they wanted it to go off right now;

11 and the people below who worked on those raised the

12 question -- history has already said it.  They raised

13 the question and they said, "That O-ring has not been

14 tested ever in freezing conditions."

15          And guess what?  They were not listened to,

16 they were not heard.  And believe it or not, when they

17 did that little drilling expedition the other month or

18 so ago and then they still haven't owned up to "Well,

19 those guys shouldn't have done that," you know, and they

20 passed -- they passed their permit later.  Well, they

21 didn't do it before.  But, again, we are off to a heck

22 of a bad start, and all I can think of is the O-ring and

23 the circling of our community together as one.  Believe

24 you me, I live in North Hermosa, but I love the South

25 just as much.
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1          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Wow, I really shouldn't have

2 had dinner before I came.  Rick Champel, Hermosa Drive,

3 thank you for the presentation.  Earlier on the

4 presentation slide I saw an overhead in each,

5 illustrating a single oil shafting out of the bay; and I

6 noticed some white lines, appeared to be lines of

7 demarcation.  Are those the absolute boundaries of the

8 drilling and will there be disclosure about where the

9 location of the well shafts are and their direction?

10          Another thing, you know, our bay is just

11 riddled with seismic fractures (phonetic) that are

12 currently leaching the oil and gas into the bay.  And

13 given the nature of the irregular cause of those, I'm

14 wondering if EIR is going to address the effects of the

15 potential drill on the health of the Shell EPA Superfund

16 site, which is not too far away from us.  It's the

17 reason we have all the signage on the pier, showing what

18 fish not to east.

19          Also Hermosa Beach is a designated bird

20 sanctuary.  Is the EIR going to address migratory birds

21 and birds that live here year-round?  Also what is

22 the -- the drill site is in the habitat of the dwindling

23 population of 33 of the California Legless Lizard.  The

24 forest service has that listed as sensitive.  The

25 Department of Fishing and Game shows that is a species
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1 of special concern, and we understand that sea animals

2 would be listed in the EIR.  Is that going to be also

3 listed in the EIR?

4          I notice the representative from E&B here

5 tonight.  I wanted to get a clarification if they

6 actually are going to use steam injection in their

7 enhanced extraction methods.  That's all I have.  Thank

8 you.

9          MR. PEREZ:  You know, some of your questions,

10 the majority of your issues will be addressed in the

11 environmental document.  With regards to the depiction

12 that we showed on the drilling of the well, it's the

13 depiction that was provided by the applicant.  We have

14 not yet seen where all the wells will be drilled.  So,

15 that is the depiction that they have shared with us.  We

16 have asked for the information as to where the bottom

17 hole locations are, and we are waiting to receive that

18 information so we can understand that a little bit

19 better to start -- you guys can look at it.

20          So, as far as those issues are concerned, and

21 then the majority of the issues that you have raised

22 will be looked at inasmuch as they have the potential to

23 be affected -- like, some of the biological birds and

24 other biological resources that could be affected.

25 Inasmuch as they could be affected as a result of an oil
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1 spill, they will be addressed in the environmental

2 document or any other impact that could come from the

3 project.  I don't know if E&B wants to respond to that

4 question.  I don't know if that's appropriate at this

5 point.

6          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  (Unintelligible due to no

7 microphone.)

8          THE REPORTER:  Wait, he needs a microphone.

9          MR. LAYTON:  We'll respond.  The answer to that

10 question is no, we are not doing any injection with

11 steam.

12          MR. PEREZ:  The question was whether they were

13 going to do the steam injection that somebody had

14 claimed earlier on.  You know, we have said that no,

15 they will not.  And they were asking directly from E&B

16 whether they would; and the gentleman in the back, who

17 did identify himself, has said that they will not.

18          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Who is he?

19          MR. PEREZ:  I don't know.

20          MR. LAYTON:  Steve Layton, president of

21 E&B Natural Resources.

22          MR. PEREZ:  I would suggest that you take this

23 outside of this meeting.  I think the question has been

24 answered.

25          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  They've already claimed they
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1 are going to give us an enormous amount of money.  I'm

2 sure offshore, it's all tidelands cuts.  There's no

3 benefit to the City.  So, where is the onshore revenue

4 coming from?

5          MR. PEREZ:  It sounds like this is an issue

6 that may have to be addressed separately by E&B.  Could

7 we please move on to the issue of --

8          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  (Unintelligible due to no

9 microphone.)

10          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  And I just want to ask one

11 more question.

12          MR. PEREZ:  Yes.

13          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  I'm just curious --

14          MR. PEREZ:  Can you please get a microphone so

15 that our court reporter can transcribe it?

16          MR. ALMANZA:  We need to keep this in order,

17 folks, if we could.  Sorry.  We'll come back to you.

18          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  I'm just curious, based on

19 your experience on the job, that in a case like this,

20 with all of the state and local and federal agencies,

21 when they have to get permits and stuff, and even with

22 city voters going against something like this, is it

23 likely to even go through or is this boilerplate stuff

24 through the law settlement for the oil company to end up

25 getting paid?
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1          MR. ALMANZA:  You are asking the EIR

2 consultants a question that's way beyond their scope.

3 They are doing an Environmental Impact Report to

4 address --

5          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Right, that's what I'm just

6 wondering, based off of curiosity, if they can answer

7 it -- like, your experience --

8          MR. PEREZ:  I can tell you that as I show -- as

9 I showed in the graph earlier, there are a number of

10 projects that were in that graph that we have worked on,

11 some of which have been denied, some of which have been

12 denied by voters, some of which have been denied by

13 decision makers, and some of which have been approved.

14 So, I mean, I think there is a complete gamut of things

15 that can happen in a project, depending on the

16 specifics, and what we are trying to do here is to give

17 you information on what the impacts of the project can

18 be and how they can be mitigated, if they can be

19 mitigated.

20          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  I just have one more question.

21 In your draft it said that they listed off equipment

22 that they will be using for drilling, and it goes on to

23 say it's included but not limited to.  Will your final

24 report be a final itemized thing as far as what

25 equipment will be used or is it always just some broad
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1 term?

2          MR. PEREZ:  No, the applicant will be limited

3 to whatever is finally approved, and it will include all

4 the equipment that is necessary for the project and it

5 will be limited to that.  I mean, you can't -- there are

6 some parameters and limitations as to what they can do,

7 and the City would then have to ensure that they abide

8 by those regulations and those parameters.

9          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Okay.  Thank you.

10          MR. ALMANZA:  Thank you.

11          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  I didn't finish my thoughts

12 the first time.  Good evening, again.  Patty Asuza.  I

13 live at Loma and 6th Street.  I'm very concerned and

14 scared about the short-term and long-term impacts to

15 public health as a result of this proposed E&B oil

16 project.  I want to make sure that our community members

17 are fully informed about all of the health risks

18 associated with this project.  The Notice of Preparation

19 document doesn't specifically address the

20 short-term/long-term impacts on our health from

21 hazardous materials and emissions.  It only references

22 risks associated with accidents or, quote, upset

23 conditions.  In Section 8, Item B, and, quote, adverse

24 effects to humans with no specificity, by the way, and

25 Section 18, Item C.  I don't think either one of these
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1 questions is specific enough.  For instance, one:  What

2 are all of the potentially hazardous materials and what

3 emissions will exist; two, what are the short-term and

4 long-term impacts to our health and how can you even

5 adequately identify the short- and long-term health

6 impacts for this project for the risks that might not

7 even be known yet?  Three, what will the significance

8 criteria be?  Four, what will the level of

9 insignificance be?  If the level is insignificance of

10 anything other than zero, I want to make sure that this

11 is very clear and that the public is very well informed

12 of that.  Five, I would like to see far more facts

13 documented about the risks of exposure to hydrogen

14 sulfide.  Exposure to hydrogen sulfide is, after all,

15 deadly.  In the event of an accident or an upset

16 condition, this is a very real outcome.  I don't think

17 it's sufficient enough to only answer these questions

18 generally or from an accident or upset condition

19 prospective as the scope currently seems to outline.

20          Seven years ago my husband was diagnosed with

21 papillary thyroid cancer and was treated and is

22 cancer-free.  Two years ago I was diagnosed with the

23 exact same cancer.  You mentioned the Beverly Hills

24 projects where thyroid cancer is one of the

25 incidences -- highly incidences, by the way.  I hope to
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1 be declared cancer-free, too, in the near future.  The

2 only known risk factor for papillary thyroid cancer is

3 exposure to radiation.  Since my husband and I have not

4 had high exposure radiation that we know of nor do we

5 have a history of this cancer in our family, it is a

6 mystery as to how both of us ended up with it.  Our

7 doctors are also stumped.  You won't find any Google

8 hits on husband and wife sharing the study

9 (unintelligible).  We do know, however, that the chance

10 of being diagnosed with thyroid cancer has risen in

11 recent years and is now more than twice what it was in

12 1990.  I share this with you tonight because, as I said

13 earlier, I am concerned about the impacts to the public

14 health associated with the use of hazardous materials

15 for oil drilling in our 1.5-mile-square

16 densely-populated beach community.

17          I am especially worried that the residents of

18 Hermosa Beach who are aware of this oil project but have

19 not made their way down the winding path of

20 understanding the CEQA process in the EIR, let alone the

21 health impact assessment and cost benefit assessment,

22 may not fully understand what a certified EIR actually

23 represents.  I am here tonight to share my concerns for

24 the benefit of those here in person -- still here in

25 person or watching later to raise awareness that despite
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1 how important we consider our short- and long-term

2 health, this EIR and health assessment will most

3 definitely not be required to mitigate the documented

4 risks down to zero in order for this EIR to be certified

5 and move to a vote.  This is not acceptable to me

6 personally nor do I want unnecessarily elevated health

7 risks for my fellow community members.

8          For years the oil industry has deemed their

9 practices, materials, and technology safe and do not

10 find significant risk factors to public health.  There

11 is now an overabundance of research and Google hits that

12 document how those assumptions have turned out to the

13 detriment of the health of those living near or exposed

14 to oil drilling, hazardous wastes, and toxic emissions.

15          Obviously I feel that my husband and I are

16 proof that the one in a million or other levels of,

17 quote, insignificance do, in fact, affect actual human

18 beings.  Never in a million years did I think my husband

19 would get cancer.  I especially didn't think I would get

20 the same cancer five years later.  I want our community

21 members to maintain their current level of risks from

22 exposure to hazardous materials and emissions used for

23 oil drilling.  That is zero percent risk currently with

24 the ban in place.  I think our residents and community

25 deserve to know what this EIR will deem as an acceptable
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1 chance of death.  Shouldn't the only acceptable chance

2 of death for our community members due to any risk

3 associated with oil drilling be no chance of death?

4 Thank you for your time.

5          MR. ALMANZA:  Thank you.

6          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Hello, my name is

7 Chris Miller, and I was fortunate to be raised in

8 Hermosa Beach.  I'm also the author of two books on the

9 history of Hermosa; and in the research, one of the

10 things that I think we need to go back to, in 1919 we

11 were granted the tidelands trust to protect our ocean --

12 or our beaches from erosion due to extreme storms that

13 used to come through prior to when King Harbor.  And

14 what I don't see -- and I've listened to the EIR, the

15 listing -- how will you quantify our lifestyle that

16 we've grown to appreciate and celebrate here for the

17 last 100 years that is dependent on a healthy beach and

18 a healthy environment, whether we are surfers or

19 paddlers or swimmers or junior lifeguards?  How will you

20 quantify that surf culture that has influenced why many

21 of us still reside here and continue to look forward to

22 tomorrow each and every day?

23          I don't see how this project -- and maybe it's

24 the old adage, oil and water really don't mix, but I

25 have seen with my own eyes' report the type of
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1 reinjected water into these that have caused earthquakes

2 in Colorado and Utah.  And I want to know that this

3 concern that everybody -- many people have voiced here

4 tonight about this will be addressed and regarded with

5 some importance, because this is a sensitive -- it's

6 been deemed a marine sanctuary, Santa Monica Bay, in the

7 last -- maybe somebody can clarify when that happened.

8 But we have sensitive sea life out here.  We have sea

9 bass, we have so many types of -- last year we had the

10 blue whales.  And I don't see how this is going to work

11 to keep us all happy.

12          And, you know, in closing, I just want to -- so

13 sorry, I'm a little nervous, but anyway, I think I said

14 what I needed to say.  I guess I just wanted to bring up

15 our culture and our history here has always been for the

16 last 100 years dependent on the character of who we are,

17 not, like, what we have in our bank accounts and what

18 edifices we need to build.  We don't need an opera

19 house.  We appreciate free concerts on the beach here.

20 And we don't -- I don't see the match for who we are as

21 Hermosa.  And I agree with Lynn in, you know, where we

22 live in Hermosa, we will always be residents of Hermosa;

23 and whether we live across the street where that --

24 Johnny's young daughter is or whether we live far from

25 here, we are going to be in this together and for all
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1 time, probably the rest of my life, you know, and many

2 of us will never know a day without this.  And I just

3 want us to take a moment and appreciate the days we've

4 had and really treasure it, because in my mind Hermosa

5 Beach is just about perfect the way it is and maybe the

6 way it isn't, and I thank you for your time and I

7 appreciate being able to -- for inviting me here.

8          MR. ALMANZA:  Thank you.

9          MR. PEREZ:  Thanks very much.

10          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Hi, I'm David Azusa, Stop

11 Hermosa Beach Oil, Keep Hermosa Hermosa, a resident.

12 Just a few more questions.  You guys are experts in this

13 space, are you not?  I mean, that's why you are here.

14          And, Ed, within the first five minutes of you

15 coming up, two statements:  The project is very complex.

16 The project is so complex -- those are documented.  And

17 what I'm really worried about is:  We are a small city,

18 20,000.  Do we have the skill set and expertise to

19 manage this environmentally?  What do we do?  Who's

20 there to take care of us, if it's so complex, so very

21 complex?

22          You know, the other thing and it's -- I'm going

23 out on a limb here -- and this is just really weird to

24 even think about it -- no one thought there would be a

25 terrorist act at the Boston Marathon.  We are densely
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1 populated, the 4th of July gets packed.  It's a 16-foot

2 high wall with explosive materials.  You know, what

3 happens if somebody does a terrorist act?  What impact

4 is that on the environment, the city, everything else?

5 It seems really -- I hate to think that -- but no one

6 thought somebody would do something like that at the

7 Boston Marathon, you know, and that's something that we

8 have to consider.  How will that affect the environment?

9          There's many agencies involved on the state and

10 federal level from all the different acronyms you guys

11 keep throwing around.  What happens if they lose funding

12 or people start to get laid off?  You know, how most

13 people see Government workers standing by, going really

14 slow.  What happens?  What is the response time, you

15 know?  What do we do?

16          The other thing that is -- that was really

17 cool:  We did Coffee with a Cop, and the previous

18 interim police chief did Coffee with a Cop.  I sat down

19 with him and talked to him.  He was from Huntington

20 Beach.  They had a spill.  They had a spill when he was

21 on duty.  I said, "What do you do?  What do you do?"

22          "There's nothing we can do.  It's up to the

23 Government agencies."

24          And, so, he's stuck.  We have a small police

25 force, a small fire department.  Who takes care of that?
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1 Do they get training?  Do they get training every day?

2 Who pays for that?  What kind of equipment do they have?

3 What if we get new officers?  What if we get a new

4 police chief?  What if we get new firefighters?  Who's

5 paying for the continuous training and support to

6 protect our citizens?  So, thank you.

7          MR. ALMANZA:  Thank you.

8          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Hi, everybody, my name is

9 Mike Collins.  I'm a member of Stop Hermosa Beach Oil

10 and Keep Hermosa Hermosa, but tonight I would like to

11 speak to you as a licensed clinical psychologist.  I've

12 had a private practice in Hermosa Beach now for over ten

13 years; and that's what I would like to represent

14 tonight, my professional knowledge.  It's not a doubt in

15 anybody's mind in this room that this project is going

16 to increase traffic and air pollution and noise

17 pollution and light pollution, but in addition to maybe

18 speaking about those things for a minute, I also want to

19 talk about something that's not in the scope of this

20 project, right?  The citizens of Hermosa Beach have

21 already been asked to start dealing with an existential

22 threat.  We are dealing with a threat to our livelihood,

23 to our life, to our wellness, to our well-being, and

24 this is something that living with is going to

25 exacerbate every symptom and every fear that we have
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1 about the other forms of pollution and stress that we

2 are going to deal with.  Like, Yoni said earlier -- you

3 know, air pollution, it's been linked to cancer,

4 something that Kevin and Patty are afraid of; it's been

5 linked to brain damage; it's also been linked to

6 depression; it's been linked to forgetfulness; it's been

7 linked to learning and memory problems.  I think it's

8 paramount to the health and the well-being of this

9 community that we address the increased possibility of

10 the threat.  I'm uncertain the threshold of acceptance

11 that your study is willing to utilize, but in this

12 community's opinion, increasing the likelihood is that

13 one citizen is going to be asked to suffer the symptoms

14 of depression or that one child struggles in school as a

15 result of learning problems caused by some of this

16 stuff, it's not acceptable.  There's an abundance of

17 studies that you can reference that will scientifically

18 support these facts.

19          Let's talk about noise pollution again for a

20 second.  This has been linked to impaired cognitive

21 function, reading comprehension problems, long-term

22 memory problems, learning disabilities, and problems

23 with both attention and communication.  The risk of

24 children's academic ability is something that we have to

25 include in this study.  An increase in noise pollution
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1 is also going to create high levels of stress and

2 anxiety.  Stress and anxiety bring a host of physical

3 and psychological struggles.  Increases in weight,

4 anger, community violence, substance abuse, and anxiety

5 are but a few.

6          Then there's the obvious fact that the noise

7 created by this project is going to absolutely affect

8 people's ability to sleep.  There are people in this

9 community that sleep in the daytime, Ms. Fog (phonetic),

10 and work at night.  There as some of us that sleep at

11 night and work in the daytime.  When you measure the

12 noise created by this project, are you going to use a

13 real Hermosa Beach metric?  Because here in Hermosa

14 Beach we live and sleep with our windows open.  We spend

15 time outdoors and in our community.  Please, guys, we

16 need you to utilize a metric that takes into account the

17 way we truly live our lives.

18          We don't hide behind blackout curtains; we

19 don't hide behind dual-pane vinyl windows; we don't wrap

20 our houses in sound-proof blankets.  We need you to use

21 a metric that takes into account this very obvious

22 truth.  We are very suspicious of this oil company in

23 the sense that -- at just the existential threats that

24 we are dealing with have us all frightened.  I saw a

25 whole bunch of trucks rumbling up 8th Street the other
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1 day that belonged to another new company in town, and my

2 first thought was "Whoops, they are loading up the sound

3 meters, they are making it louder in my neighborhood so

4 that they have higher metric to compare this to."

5          We are nervous.  You know, I don't if that's

6 true, but that's how I feel.  Asking us to shut

7 ourselves in as a way to mitigate noise is only going to

8 increase the likelihood of disturbed sleep, only going

9 to increase the likelihood of anxiety, only going to

10 increase the likelihood of depression and a myriad of

11 other problems associated with noise pollution.

12          And then there's the light.  Light has been

13 showed to disrupt circadian rhythms.  That's what Johnny

14 was saying earlier.  It's going to disrupt sleep

15 patterns.  It will cause irregular sleep patterns; and

16 this has been linked, again, to a higher incidence of

17 cancer.  It's an obvious, obvious stressor, and this

18 fear of an increased likelihood of cancer gets to the

19 existential threat.  There's an abundance of literature

20 studying the relationship between disrupted sleep

21 patterns and high incidences of stress, heart disease,

22 cancer, depression, anxiety, and poor school

23 performance.

24          When you look at the life that they say is

25 going to come off the project, are you going to come
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1 into my house and look out my windows at night, tell me

2 what it's going to look like?  Are you going to ask me

3 to close my blinds?  Are you going to buy me blackout

4 curtains?  Because I don't want them.  I don't want any

5 light coming into my house.  The other night there was a

6 truck parked on that lot with a tiny little low siren

7 or, you know, light going on, and I could see it.  It

8 was flashing on our walls.  I'm concerned how you are

9 going to mitigate the light for this thing.

10          And then lastly, you know, the air and noise

11 and light pollution, they are going to be a reality of

12 this project; and as you study these factors and then

13 offer us the mitigations, will we the people be asked to

14 close our windows, move our beds, stay off of our patios

15 and our roof decks?  Are you going to ask us to raise

16 the sound levels of our conversations so that we can

17 hear one another?  Are you going to ask our children to

18 alter the route that they walk to school so that they

19 are safe and so that they are not at risk of being

20 possibly hit by one of these trucks?  If the answer is

21 "yes," if you are going to ask us to change the way that

22 we live our lives -- if that the answer is "yes," then

23 the pressing reality is that the mitigation that you are

24 asking us to live with causes a threat to the way we

25 exist.  And that's an issue that we are concerned about,

H-Individuals-368 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Typewritten Text
Transcript-126/CollinsM-4



137

1 is the exact level, because we all feel like you are

2 measuring something way up here (indicating) and we are

3 living down here at, you know, ground level.  So, please

4 take us into consideration when we do this.  Thank you.

5          MR. ALMANZA:  Thank you.

6          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Thank you.  Tom Worley.  I'm

7 up from San Diego.  I lived through this process

8 20 years ago and spent a very good portion of my life

9 being obsessed with it.  One of the things I learned

10 about CEQA is that alternate sites and alternate

11 projects or modifications of the project are pretty

12 important to be considered in any EIR.  And, so, I want

13 to look at this from one end to the other, but I want to

14 start on the end of the goals of the City.  The City has

15 a goal to pay for all of these expenditures in the

16 tidelands and the City has a goal, based on the 1988

17 citizens' vote, to pay for all their parklands and

18 purchase parklands and maintain parklands.  So, there's

19 a certain amount of revenue historically spent over the

20 last ten years from each of those two goals of the City,

21 and I know that financial aspects aren't built into the

22 impact on the environment, but it isn't built into the

23 CEQA requirement to fulfill the objectives of the

24 project.  And the City is the lead of this EIR, not the

25 oil company.  So, the City's goals have to be
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1 considered.

2          So, one of the alternatives, it's a possibility

3 to change the scale of the project.  We've gone down

4 20 years' history of average spending on the tidelands;

5 and we know that the oil would come from under the

6 water, can only be spent on the tidelands.  So, there's

7 really X amount of wells required for that expenditure.

8 The same thing onshore.  The uplands of oil can only pay

9 for the ten years' average expenditure on our parks and

10 maintenance, and that will take X number of wells.  So,

11 you should consider an alternative.  There's not 30

12 wells plus 5, maybe 5 plus 3.  So, please consider that.

13          MR. ALMANZA:  Thanks.  Thanks so much.

14          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Dr. Tom Williams, Sierra Club.

15 Question:  Does anyone know about the six faults that

16 lie beneath the surface?

17          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Yes.

18          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  It's a matter that -- there's

19 is a lot of information.  (Unintelligible) has a lot of

20 information.  One of the issues that needs to be

21 addressed are all of the locations of the previous

22 wells.  Were there any wells that extended under Hermosa

23 Beach from Redondo Beach?  We don't know.  DOGGERS

24 should have the records, and those should be included in

25 the EIR.
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1          There's also a matter that -- let's talk about

2 the cost estimate, Cost Benefit Analysis, included in a

3 section called "social economics."  One of the elements

4 would be:  Is there any impact upon real estate sales by

5 disclosure that a well is going to go under your

6 property at 3,000 feet?  Is that important to disclose

7 to a prospective buyer?  Those are all social economics.

8          There's a thing usually called the mitigation

9 monitoring and reporting program.  That's only by the --

10 generally in the final EIR; so, nobody ever sees it

11 until the final is already circulated and ready for

12 certification.  Have a draft mitigation monitoring and

13 reporting profile included as an appendix.  The same

14 thing is a central issue.  Oh, by the way, about 30

15 years ago or more, I did one of -- sorry, it was 1973.

16 I did one of the first oil spill contingency beach

17 cleanups for Santa Monica Bay for the Chevron Oil

18 Company -- how to clean it up.  Now, if there are

19 spills, hey, there should be a draft spill containment

20 prevention contingency plan within the EIR draft.  Oh,

21 right now, regarding all forms of stimulation, it's a

22 subject of the notice and reporting program for the

23 South Coast Air Quality Management District Rule 1148.2.

24 They are collecting data right now.  Today they were

25 given about eight notices of various wells being
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1 stimulated within the South Coast basin.  Okay, they are

2 monitoring some of those.  So, you have real life

3 information coming from the South Coast Air Quality

4 Management District regarding emissions.  That should be

5 included.

6          The City of Carson -- you think you have it

7 bad.  The City of Carson has one project on a 6-acre pad

8 that will have 200 wells covering an area of

9 approximately 4,000 acres under Dominguez Hills College,

10 University, and the rest of Carson.  It's a big one.

11 However, they are well ahead of you, and I would highly

12 recommend that as soon as the draft EIR for Carson comes

13 out, that the mitigation monitoring reporting program be

14 also included as part of yours, because it will be

15 funded by Occidental, who has a lot more money than E&B

16 does and will do a far better job, and they are more

17 trained than E&B.  So, there's a resource probably

18 coming out in October or November that will describe

19 much of the issues that are going to occur here.

20          Alternatives, things have at least two

21 different alternatives from the proposed project and

22 then those project alternatives and with the proper

23 assessment of those.

24          Another one, in the EIR, I would presume that

25 you will give a property map for the site and perhaps
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1 where the wells are going to be ongoing.  Please include

2 a subsurface property ownership map of all subsurface

3 properties that will be involved with the 30-some-odd

4 wells.  I think that's enough for right now.  We will be

5 submitting a very large set of comments directly on what

6 needs to be in the EIR.

7          MR. ALMANZA:  Thank you.

8          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Will Cashen (phonetic),

9 Hermosa Beach resident.  A couple of points that were

10 not mentioned that I think we should consider, as well.

11 Hermosa Beach has grown over the years.  I've been here

12 for 20 years, and I've seen the tourism.  I've seen

13 people come here more and more.  I mean, they come from

14 all over the country, all over the world.  What will

15 happen when we start to have any kind of publicity, any

16 kind of issues around this?  What will be the impact to

17 our businesses, to the community itself?  How will that

18 change?  That should be factored into the EIR, because

19 there is going to be a socioeconomic impact to this

20 whole project from a tourism perspective.

21          The second point is:  I live in a townhouse,

22 and we have an earthquake coverage rider that will be --

23 that we pay for, okay, and I'd like to understand if

24 there is any seismic activity that's been now

25 artificially induced, how is that going to affect my
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1 rates, you know, with my earthquake coverage going today

2 and in the future?  I have to believe that if there's

3 any kind of increased risks, that somewhere I'm going to

4 get assessed this as a property owner, and I'm going to

5 see it.  So, help me understand how the revenue that's

6 expected to come from this project is going to offset

7 these costs that the 20,000 residents here who do or

8 subscribe to this earthquake coverage are going to have

9 to incur?

10          MR. ALMANZA:  Thank you.  Anybody else or are

11 we all used up?

12          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Hi, I just had a quick

13 question.  This is getting back to the nitty-gritty of

14 of this whole thing, and that's the mitigation issues

15 and how we categorize everything as less than

16 significant or significant impact.  Is that the open

17 house I had a discussion with some -- with you regarding

18 how we are going to assess this?  What are the

19 definitions for each -- how do we define if something is

20 a less than significant impact?  And what I understand

21 is that it's up to the lead agency and in this case it

22 would be our City to help to define how they are going

23 to -- how these things get categorized.  And I

24 understand that this hasn't been clearly defined yet;

25 and they were maybe going to work together with the City
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1 to define, you know, how we are going to come up with if

2 this report says that this sound level is going to be

3 over here, okay, do we put this in this basket or do you

4 put it in this basket?  So, I'm wondering when that's

5 going to happen, what the timing on that is, and as part

6 of the process, maybe some citizens can be in on these

7 conversations and we can kind of look at your list and

8 see "Well, wait a second, that doesn't look like, you

9 know, an impact.  Let's -- you know, let's redefine the

10 threshold here."

11          So, I was curious about that.  And I was also

12 just wondering in terms of your EIR report, how many of

13 them do you recommend?  Because you said you make a

14 recommendation on them.  How many do you recommend the

15 option of no project?  So, I was curious about that, as

16 well.  Thank you.

17          MR. ALMANZA:  Let me take a stab at those two

18 questions, and then I'll ask our team to add to that.

19 The EIR must make findings on levels of significance for

20 the impacts that it identifies.  So, it's charged with

21 making a finding that an impact is less than significant

22 or more than significant and then it takes the same

23 analysis after mitigation measures are added.  And

24 significance relies on significance thresholds, and the

25 thresholds -- this is a very complex -- everything is
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1 complex about this, but this is a very complex topic,

2 because thresholds comes from multiple sources.  Some of

3 the thresholds we inherit from other agencies -- like,

4 AQMD, the air quality threshold.  Some of the thresholds

5 we will find in City policies.  We will be combing

6 through the City's policies and its general plan.  In

7 many of the different documents that you've heard cited

8 tonight, we'll be looking for the sources of thresholds

9 that reflect local values which have been

10 institutionalized through your policies.

11          Some of the thresholds -- I want to hear what

12 Steve says about thresholds, too, because of the

13 different sort of practice that goes into the work that

14 he does.  The evolution of the thresholds that will be

15 used in this document will occur while the document is

16 in prep, and it will be -- it will evolve through the

17 analysis.  So, it will happen in stages, but you will

18 see the thresholds when you see the draft EIR, and we

19 will explain that to you.  That has to be explained.  It

20 will be transparent.  So, it's a critical thing for you

21 to understand.

22          It's also critical -- this is mentioned

23 before -- that the thresholds that the EIR uses must be

24 publicly-accepted thresholds.  They may not be

25 consistent with your personal thresholds, and that's why
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1 the community dialogue plays that role as sort of

2 bridging that gap.

3          Do you guys wants to, like, correct or amend

4 what I just said?

5          MR. RADIS:  I think one area where I had this

6 discussion with some people is that we will have

7 quantitative thresholds that are based either on

8 regulations or other agency guidance or what I would

9 consider kind of universally accepted guidance, for

10 example, on risk acceptability, but the way we are going

11 to prepare the EIR is we are not only going to state

12 what the significance is within that threshold, but we

13 are going to make it clear what the incremental risk or

14 incremental impact is so that the people in the

15 community can make their own decision.  I mean, we

16 already know that the long issue EIR (phonetic) is going

17 to be greater than zero.  It doesn't really matter what

18 we say.  I think you guys have an opinion that if it's

19 greater than zero, it's significant.  So, you know, it

20 almost doesn't really matter what we say.  I think you

21 will be able to look at each issue area and determine

22 for yourself whether or not you think that's acceptable.

23          MR. PEREZ:  Excuse me, to address your final

24 question about the no project alternative and how often

25 it's chosen as the preferred alternative, it's
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1 interesting in CEQA, when you find the no project

2 alternative to be the environmentally preferred

3 alternative, the guidance is that you must choose

4 another alternative to be the environmentally preferred

5 alternative.  So, quite often, as you can expect, the no

6 project alternative ends up being the environmentally

7 preferred alternative, and then we are tasked with

8 choosing another alternative.

9          Now, you should know also that there is nothing

10 binding about that within CEQA, but it's actually -- but

11 you would think it would be something that will be

12 replete with requirements and information about the

13 environmentally superior alternative or environmentally

14 preferred alternative, but CEQA is very vague when it

15 comes to that.  It's information that's out there that

16 is provided to you, but it's not necessarily binding.

17 There's no additional -- there's no requirement to adopt

18 that or anything like that.

19          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Hi, I'm Martha, and I live on

20 Owosso (phonetic) Avenue.  I've been there for 40-some

21 years.  This doesn't have anything to do with oil.  It's

22 more to do with I've heard a lot of seismic questions.

23 And my brother is one of these really geeky guys at Cal

24 Tech, and I hang out with him a lot and he has a lot of

25 his friends that are on the TV saying -- you know,
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1 Kate Hudson (phonetic).  I don't know if you remember

2 her.  She's retired now.  But anyway, a long story

3 short, as far as seismic activity, if you go back and do

4 some research, you'll see that the 1800s were pretty

5 massive.  There were huge or there were a lot of big,

6 strong earthquakes at that time.  The 1900s, especially

7 the last 10 to 15 years are a pretty quiet period.  I

8 just want to comment on the whole thing about drilling

9 for oil, which I think became more and more prevalent,

10 I'm sure, after the early 1900s -- I don't know that

11 there's really documentation.  Some of you might be able

12 to point out to it, but from a scientific point of view

13 from the research at Cal Tech, if you want to look at

14 really active earthquakes, turn your clock back about

15 100-and-some years.

16          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Or forward five.

17          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  It's just that I know we've

18 been doing a lot of drilling for the last 70 years here

19 in California.  So, I just don't know how many of

20 those -- of the earthquakes we've had had to do with

21 drilling for oil.  I'm saying in the 1800s, there wasn't

22 that much drilling.

23          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  My name is Arco Quan

24 (phonetic).  I look like a terrorist, but I play one

25 in -- I'm still (unintelligible).  My questions are
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1 pretty simple.  I'm a simple man with a simple question

2 and simple concerns.  When we see a water pipe, when

3 it's exposed after a certain time, it starts leaking and

4 when that thing is under the ground, it starts leaking

5 more and creates sink holes.  With oil pipes, when it's

6 starts leaking after a certain time -- they might, most

7 probably will with the help of earthquakes or other

8 things -- how are we going to find out that there is

9 actually environmental pollution happening right

10 underneath our feet and who's going to find that out?

11 How are they going to inform us, and who's going to

12 clean up that mess?  And I think I came late; so, I'm

13 not sure if that question was answered or asked.  Those

14 are my similar concerns because, you know, I've lived

15 here for eight years, and I love it.  And I hate for any

16 kind of pollution to alter the life-styles of people of

17 Hermosa.  I love Hermosa.  That's it.

18          MR. RADIS:  I'd like to partially address your

19 questions.  A lot of the pipes are internally inspected.

20 Pipelines are all -- have periodic testing using what

21 they call smart pigs that actually go though and measure

22 the wall thickness of the pipeline for the entire route

23 as well as any anomalies.  See, the idea there is to

24 detect corrosion and repair the pipeline before you have

25 a leak.  After an earthquake frequently, depending on
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1 severity of it, the pipelines are shut down and then

2 inspected prior to being operated again.

3          MR. PEREZ:  There's also requirements for leak

4 detection systems that are usually used as mitigation on

5 projects.  So, if there's a pressure differential in the

6 line, you can detect through that pressure differential

7 whether there is some sort of a spill or not.

8          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Are those similar

9 (unintelligible due to no microphone) that they have on

10 the platforms in the sea also?

11          MR. PEREZ:  Some of those are used and -- yes,

12 in platforms that bring oil to shore from pipelines,

13 yes.

14          Chris?

15          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Yes, I have another question,

16 because at home I have a copy of the Aspen Bircher

17 (phonetic) report.  It's about 2 to 3 inches thick and a

18 lot of terminology and a lot of information in there

19 that is now unusable, but in your report, are we going

20 to expect another 3-inch document that each and every

21 one of us will have to decipher and look up words in the

22 dictionary we don't know?  Because I have a concern.

23 I've been here, down this road before.  So, I may be a

24 little jaded; but I foresee this E&B coming at us with

25 short, sweet, little, you know, advertising that's going
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1 to look easier for people to digest.  And most of us

2 live busy lives and we have children and jobs and

3 animals, and how can we expect to take all of your

4 information at the end of this process and really have a

5 clear determination so that we can make a vote that is

6 based on, as you say, the things that are important to

7 us?  And can you summarize it?  Is there a way to give

8 us, you know, places or headlines or key points?

9 Because I know from the group that I've been working

10 with, we are citizens, we are not being paid.  I don't

11 have a billion dollars in the bank, and I can't turn

12 around and fight back.  All I have is my own intellect

13 and information and the help of a lot of people here.

14          But my concern is that we are going to dwell on

15 this and then it's going to be diminished because of the

16 value of it and the size and the magnitude of this

17 project.  And I'm just looking at what's -- maybe it's

18 the past repeating itself, but my question is:  Will

19 there be a smaller version or is this all it's going to

20 be, as big as the last report that --

21          MR. PEREZ:  Well, there's a couple of answers

22 to that.  One is that we will try to make the document

23 as informative and as intelligible to a normal reader as

24 possible.  In addition to that, I think, as I said

25 earlier, we are committed to doing a number of workshops
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1 with neighborhood groups, with members of the public in

2 venues such as this one so that we can provide

3 explanations for you and you have an opportunity to ask

4 questions about what's written in the environmental

5 document and what the findings of the environmental

6 document are.

7          So, there's a commitment to do that and to -- I

8 mean, the whole intent of the EIR is to give you -- and

9 in this particular case because you are the decision

10 maker -- to give you as much information as possible as

11 to what the impacts of the project are.

12          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Well, and going back to our

13 City Council, their voices aren't being heard until the

14 impact report -- this report comes out.  I've talked to

15 several people in this community that are, like,

16 following that suit, and this is very crucial.  So, I

17 guess it just came to mind that looking back on the size

18 and magnitude of what you are about to do, that I

19 appreciate the fact that we will have another

20 opportunity other than tonight to hear from you and

21 speak to you, because I'm sure I'll think of things

22 tomorrow that I haven't said tonight.

23          MR. ALMANZA:  You'll have lots of

24 opportunities.  We'll be thinking about this problem --

25 I have quite a bit -- because I don't like reading those
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1 big volumes and I sometimes write those things.  But

2 this is a challenge for us to get this information to

3 you in a digestible form.  We thought of workshops,

4 having the consultants come to the neighborhoods -- you

5 know, whatever kind of organizational structure works --

6 to just kind of unpack the things and describe to you

7 what it means.  We thought of maybe encouraging the

8 community to hold its own reading groups -- you know,

9 like, you get together and you read the EIR together.

10 Maybe we come and visit that and help you with that.  We

11 thought of doing things like -- this is a tricky idea,

12 but it's just an idea of writing what we are calling

13 CliffNotes.  Now, the attorneys are going to really,

14 like, hate that idea, but you take the EIR and the idea

15 would be that someone like I would write a summary of

16 what it says, pass it back to these guys, and they would

17 say, "Yes, that's what it says."

18          The problem with that is everything that we put

19 out, there are people out there who want to tweak it.

20 There's this kind of spin war that's going on in this

21 town about who tells the story, who describes the

22 project, how it would get worded.  So, the EIR, I want

23 to say, is not going to participate in the spin wars.

24 The EIR is speaking to a higher authority, if you will.

25 We are talking about impacts, not sensitizing ourselves
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1 to who might want to write it differently.  But once we

2 start to write some other product -- you know, like,

3 what I call the CliffNotes," it's a different world.  My

4 point is:  We want to be thinking creatively with the

5 community as to how to best get this information to you

6 in a digestible form without diluting it or

7 misrepresenting it.  So, we are interested in hearing

8 ideas from folks that you think might work.

9          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Thank you, and I just want to

10 acknowledge that I did have a conversation at the

11 community dialogue and spoke to Luis about this, and the

12 integrity of this company seems to be valid and to

13 uphold; so, to turn that into CliffNotes may not be the

14 exact, right issues to say to the lawyers (phonetic),

15 but thank you for allowing us to be here tonight to hear

16 from you and be heard.

17          MR. ALMANZA:  Thank you.

18          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Hi, I'm Tom Worley again.  I'm

19 up from San Diego.  I'm a little concerned with the

20 comment that's been made a couple of times tonight that

21 you, the people, decide.  You know, this EIR is going to

22 have an approval process at the Council, and 20 years

23 ago we had the advantage of having a Planning Commission

24 as well as the Council and we had more opportunities to

25 submit comments and probably more public hearings, but
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1 ultimately it came down to a statement of overriding

2 considerations by the Council, who was quite motivated

3 to get this project rolling 20 years ago.  And they are

4 overriding considerations, acknowledged that older

5 systems are created by an extensive EIR, and had a lot

6 of mitigating factors included in it.  But the Council

7 had to decide, being a lead agency, on a closed final

8 product on the EIR, and you did a good job and I

9 appreciate explaining what is also added to the EIR and

10 after it's final, before that Council decision.  And it

11 might be an intention to put things in a conditional use

12 permit as a direction to staff to address the mitigation

13 measures suggested, because the draft EIR is only a

14 suggestion for mitigation measures.  And 20 years ago we

15 had over 300 -- I think it was 325 suggested mitigations

16 in the EIR, and the Council only put 108 of those into

17 the CUP.  So, nobody here should believe that

18 mitigations that are found are suggested in the EIR,

19 even if they don't mitigate it at zero.  It means you

20 are going to get that mitigation as a conditional use

21 permit specific.  The Council threw out two-thirds of

22 all the suggested mitigations out of the last EIR, and

23 I'm quite concerned that that's the tendency of a

24 Council who wants the project more than they want to

25 protect the inconvenience of the neighbors; and they may
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1 have a glorious justification for the benefit of all --

2 you know, north and south and east and west in

3 Hermosa -- but really there's a few that are going to be

4 more painfully affected than the rest.  And mitigations

5 were put in the EIR last time to help those individuals,

6 not to my satisfaction, because it didn't mitigate it

7 well enough.  I want double the sound walls.  I want,

8 you know, less of the intensity of the project.  I

9 wanted less than a 24-hour-a-day drilling.  I wanted

10 less of the opinion at the City Council at the very end

11 when they are deciding to finalize, close the book on

12 this EIR.  I wanted a decision by the Council that they

13 could do more to protect us.  There's plenty of money in

14 that pool, according to the projections of the oil

15 speculator.

16          So, what I've heard tonight is that "You

17 citizens, it's up to you to decide on this.  We are just

18 going to give you facts and you are going to decide" --

19 well, that's not the truth in specifics.  The City

20 Council still has to post this EIR, close the book,

21 create their statement of considerations -- and there

22 could be overriding considerations saying that the

23 project is more valuable than the damage that it does --

24 but the City Council who makes the decision to close

25 this book, I'm disappointed with what I've seen on
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1 YouTube.  I'm not living in Hermosa now, but what I'm

2 seeing on YouTube is that the Council isn't taking a

3 position; they are trying to stay neutral.  But in the

4 end, they won't be neutral.  They'll be making a

5 statement of considerations and they could be overriding

6 considerations, overriding the mitigations for the

7 benefit of the City, and they'll close the book on EIR.

8 That's what will be presented to the citizens.  The

9 citizens are not going to decide whether this EIR is a

10 no project alternative, full project alternative,

11 mitigated project alternative.  The citizens are not

12 going to decide that, and it's misleading to tell them

13 that three times tonight.  So, really that's what I'm

14 here to say.

15          MR. ALMANZA:  Thank you.

16          MR. PEREZ:  Thank you.

17          MR. ALMANZA:  It feels like they are trying to

18 shut us down a little bit.  So, we need to -- I think we

19 need to be out of here by 11:00.  Let's do some final,

20 final comments, if we could.

21          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Stacy (unintelligible) Keep

22 Hermosa Hermosa.  I heard earlier talking about that you

23 were going to look into previous oil spills that the

24 company has had and that builds into some sort of

25 confidence that we could have with them through the
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1 report.  I want to know how far back you'll go to look

2 at that, if you'll look at their experience with other

3 companies they've been a part of.  Also is there any

4 difference if they are a publicly-traded company or not

5 and what you know about them and what you don't in the

6 item?

7          MR. RADIS:  Well, in terms of spill reporting,

8 we'll report everything that we can find basically.

9 That's always a challenge because company names change,

10 some spills are not necessarily accurately reported in

11 the databases that are available, but we'll present what

12 we can.  Our experience with other oil companies,

13 whether or not they are publicly-traded or not, doesn't

14 seem to make a whole lot of difference.  There's a lot

15 of company culture issues that we've seen both good and

16 bad publicly-traded companies and the same with

17 privately-held companies.  So, you really have to look

18 at each company at their own really face value and what

19 they represent.

20          MR. ALMANZA:  Anyone else?  Last one.

21          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Last question.  So, it has to

22 do with the fact of who hired you; and I understand it

23 looks like it was City Council, the City of Hermosa.

24 And you talked about these group meetings or these

25 opportunities for us to get educated, right, on what's
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1 going on?  But I'm trying to understand the motivation

2 or the objective to these.  Is it to really kind of help

3 us understand and get a fair assessment of it, the risks

4 and everything, or is it to really sway us and help us

5 decide or to vote in favor of this?

6          MR. ALMANZA:  I'll take that.  I was hired by

7 Ken Robertson and his staff here, the City staff, about

8 a year ago.  MRS was hired by the City Council, of

9 course, through a process, and in the year -- when I was

10 hired, we started working on such things as writing the

11 requests or proposal for this EIR.  So, we did a process

12 where we looked at the kind of consultant we would want.

13 We talked to people who had been through this kind of

14 project before, some cities who have had this kind of

15 project -- the closest, you know, approximations to this

16 kind of project.  We talked to State Lands Commission.

17 The Coastal Commission was very, very useful.  So, we

18 got a sense of which firms in the Southland but also

19 statewide that were well qualified to do this kind of

20 project.  And by "this kind of project," I mean oil

21 projects that are oil production, not just pipelines,

22 and oil projects that are in urban settings.  We were

23 looking for a specific skill set.

24          Of the folks that we knew were qualified, based

25 and the interviews we did, most of them came to us.
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1 They do their proposals.  We had a good set of the four

2 or five firms that are most qualified, and we selected

3 these folks because they were strongly recommended.  We

4 did investigations on the work that they did.  It's a

5 messy world out there in the oil world, where the

6 projects are controversial; so, there are a lot of

7 lawsuits that get thrown around.  So, people get mud on

8 them.  But we did our homework on that, and we liked the

9 recommendations we got from MRS.

10          So, we hired these folks and so far I'm pleased

11 with their work -- very pleased, in fact.  The

12 underlying question that you are asking is about what's

13 our motivation?  I can only tell you what I know.  I've

14 been working with the City for about a year and the

15 people that I work with basically are these, the

16 planning staff, Ken, Pam, the City Manager.  We've had

17 interactions with a few other people, but that's

18 basically the core.  They've asked me to manage the EIR

19 and they manage me very lightly.  In other words, they

20 don't overmanage me.  They don't tell me what to do, but

21 I've been part of the team that has shaped not just the

22 EIR but the whole approach of doing the health impact

23 assessment, the community dialogue, the cost benefit

24 studies.  And we have figured out that these studies

25 are, in fact, needed.
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1          At no time have I sensed that the City is

2 interested in influencing the outcome of the vote.  At

3 least when I say, "City," I mean the people I'm working

4 with, because that's the only experience I can speak to.

5 What I have sensed is that there's been an evolution in

6 thinking amongst the people that I work with that

7 recognizes the need to get this information to the

8 public in a way that the public is confident in their

9 vote.  There's a motivation that I've seen come from

10 staff to resolve this oil issue so that it gets resolved

11 once and for all.  And, so, it's a motivation to make

12 this work this time.  That's what I feel.  That's what

13 we are doing.  That's what we do.  We do the EIRs, and

14 as consultants, we've sort of evolved our own sense of

15 ethics; otherwise, we couldn't survive.  So, we have

16 ways of figuring out where we would draw the line.  But

17 frankly, you know, I've been working for a few decades,

18 and very rarely do we get people trying to influence the

19 outcome.  At least that's partly the result of the

20 clients that we choose to work with.

21          So, I would tell you -- I mean, you can come

22 talk to us and get to know us individually.  I encourage

23 you to do that, because at the outset of this meeting, I

24 asked for a partnership with you people, and by that I

25 mean you get to know us and we get to know you.  And I
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1 can tell you:  The interaction we've had tonight, you

2 have more than fulfilled my expectations.  This has been

3 fabulous.  The level of input and the value that we've

4 had is beyond my expectations.  So, I want to thank you

5 for that and hope that we can continue to do this in

6 other forums in small settings.  I would encourage you

7 to come, talk to me, and we will be announcing workshops

8 when the draft EIR is out, but let me know what kinds of

9 settings you feel would work for you as we proceed

10 through this.  We would like to do some small settings

11 while the draft is being produced.  So, we can talk

12 about "What is the EIR?  How do you read an EIR?"

13          We can talk about the EIR once it's out, but we

14 are here to work that through with you.  We understand

15 the challenges of dealing with this level of

16 information; and most of us on this team, I think we

17 also live in cute little coastal towns.  So, I mean, we

18 get that part, too.

19          So, with that, I would like to thank the

20 theater crew who's helped tremendously; I would like to

21 thank City staff; I would like to thank our staff who

22 have helped; I would like to thank Candace, whose

23 fingers are probably numb by now; and I would like to

24 thank all of you and hope to see you next time whenever

25 that is, pretty soon.

H-Individuals-393 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project



162

1          PUBLIC CITIZEN:  Just how do we continue to

2 give you suggestions?

3          MR. ALMANZA:  There's comment cards that's out

4 there.  It has contact information.  So, call us, write

5 us, e-mail, and you'll find us.  Thank you.

6          (Ending time:  10:58 p.m.)

7
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1                  REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE

2

3      I, CANDACE A. NICHOLS, CSR No. 12239, Certified

4 Shorthand Reporter, certify:

5      That the foregoing proceedings were taken before me

6 at the time and place therein set forth;

7      That all statements made at the time of the examination

8 were recorded stenographically by me and were thereafter

9 transcribed;

10      That the foregoing is a true and correct transcript

11 of my shorthand notes so taken.

12      I further certify that I am not a relative or

13 employee of any attorney of the parties, nor financially

14 interested in the action.

15      I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of

16 California that the foregoing is true and correct.

17      Dated this         day of                  , 2013.

18

19           ___________________________________________
          CANDACE A. NICHOLS C.S.R. No. 12239

20

21

22

23

24

25
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From:                              Yahoo!© [jepulcini@aol.com] 
Sent:                               Sunday, August 11, 2013 10:47 PM 
To:                                   Ken Robertson 
Subject:                          Scope of the Environmental Impact Report ‐ Comments and Concerns 
  
TO: Kenneth Robertson 
FROM:   June E. Pulcini 
               2230 The Strand 
               Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 
               PH: 310 376-0775 
RE: Comments & Concerns on the Scope of the Environmental Impact Report 
 
The Public meeting I attended was very discouraging.   It is painful to see so much money being spent on a report 
that I believe to be un-necessary.  As a believer of Climate Change, I do not believe that ANY additional fossil 
fuels should be removed from the earth.  Especially, here along a shore where we have an earth quake fault and 
canyon that may cause disaster, even with out any 
disturbance from oil drilling.  I will do anything possible to avoid these possibilities, and will not believe any 
promises you could make.  Our lives are on the line.  Money cannot buy our sustainable future on this 
planet....only alternative energy and sustainable life & growth will give us possibility. 
I have worked many years in International Development and Education.....and have seen disastrous results and 
many unintended consequences.  Education for Sustainable Development is the only path to a possible future of 
enjoyable, healthy life.  GNH (Gross National Happiness) not GNP 
(Gross National Product) is our measurement of the future.   Then, we still may have a huge earth 
quake and tsunami to change our coastline.  The Scope of this Environmental Impact Report is 
irrelevant to this reality.  No great promises or scientific oil drilling advancements can change it. 
June Pulcini    - Resident of Hermosa Beach since 1970  
(wife of Marvin May - property & business owner)
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From: gprod@aol.com
Sent: Saturday, July 13, 2013 10:49 AM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: EIR Scope - Resident comments

Mr. Robertson:

My name is Marc Radin. I and my family have lived in Hermosa Beach over 20 years and I am a 
multi-home owner in this city.  I am highly concerned about the Council's action to step forward in any 
manner for the consideration of oil drilling in Hermosa Beach.  Since this EIR action cannot be 
stopped, I would like the EIR scope to include a detailed analysis of the actual impact to residents 
near the sites, and in Hermosa Beach general.  This scope should include air quality impact specified 
by particulates in detail, impact on cancer rates among the population, accurate reflections of 
commercial traffic increases, noise generation, viewing conditions of the site(s) that the residents and 
people passing by will see, impact on electricity rates due to substantial increased demand of this 
commercial project, impact to the mix of people in the population that will then be frequenting the 
commercial establishments including the bars, impact on traffic and accident rates (including 
projection of those causing deaths), impact to subterranean features including anything similar to 
what "fracking" causes to the water tables and substructure involving earthquake causation, impact of 
any proposed "slant" drilling and affect on property values, overall impact of property values near the 
site(s) expressed in terms of percentage of lost value, noise levels from this operation(s), air quality in 
terms of odors being injected into the air we breath, impact to the lifecycle of the paved streets in 
Hermosa Beach due to increased heavy vehicle usage of them, impact on current residents in terms 
of how many would move out of the city (hence further affecting property values). 

This is only a partial list and I am sure you will receive other input to end up with a comprehensive list. 
 It is clear to me that oil drilling is the wrong move to make and if the city considers it due to revenue 
benefits to the city budget, then the wrong people are on the council.  Hermosa Beach has been and 
is a family community in a small setting that enjoys the quiet and clean air atmosphere of the beach. 
 Oil drilling massively changes that formula and makes the city much less desirable to live in.  The oil 
companies defense and justification of their operations means nothing to residents as the oil drilling 
people are self serving.  20 years of residency will not be a factor in my decision to remain a resident 
should this drilling ultimately be allowed to occur.  I remain highly opposed to oil drilling in Hermosa 
Beach and hope the city council quickly concludes that the residents make up the city and should be 
left alone to enjoy the community as it is now. Just to be considering this action is a very poor 
reflection on the council overall judgment and the future of the city as we know it; it is also considered 
a cruel action to put the residents through the stress that this produces. 

Sincerely,

Marc Radin 
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From:                              Rose Rocchio [rrocchio@gmail.com] 
Sent:                               Monday, August 12, 2013 1:32 AM 
To:                                   Ken Robertson 
Cc:                                   arcadiavb@gmail.com; arcadia@coolfireoriginals.com; rrocchio@oit.ucla.edu; 

Alan Olson; veronica.2911@yahoo.com; Jill Hara; Erika Cooley 
Subject:                          EIR ‐ Written Comments regarding the proposed E & B Oil & Gas Production 

Project 
  
Dear Ken Robertson, Director, Community Development Dept., Hermosa Beach, 

My name is Rose Rocchio, and I live with my husband Alan Olson and our two sons at 641 6th Street, in 
Hermosa Beach.  We are less than 1 block away from this proposed enterprise, and therefore, I would 
like to submit my comments regarding the Oil & Gas Production Project, proposed by E & B Natural 
Resources Management Corp, for a new Oil extraction plant at 555 6th Street. 

I am CC-ing my neighbors and friends who live in Hermosa, and share our concerns. 
  
Alan and I have one son with EXTREME allergies, and are very nervous about what having the OIL 
industry move in as our next door neighbor will do to our son's pre-asthma and reactive airway disease 
and overall health.  Therefore, we would like to see the following environmental issues evaluated in the 
Environmental Impact Report: 

1) What will the increased traffic be in and out of all of the E & B locations planned for Hermosa Beach, 
please list the sites out individually.  Please break this increased traffic down into the following 
categories: 
     A) How many new employees will be working for E & B? 
     B) How many of these new employees will be given parking spots on the E & B proposed properties?
     C) How many will be traveling to each of their sites, their offices and their location on 555 6th street, 
and any other location in our town on a daily basis? 
     D) How many OIL TRUCKs, will be added to our Hermosa Beach streets on a daily/weekly basis? 
    E) Will there be food trucks allowed to come into Hermosa Beach to server lunch to the new E & B 
workers? 
    F) What other products, raw materials, uniforms etc, will need to be trucked in and out of the site on a 
daily or weekly basis?  Please enumerate for each kind of service needed 
    G) How many trucks will be carrying chemical waste away from the plant on a weekly basis? 
    H) How many trucks will be transporting hazardous materials either to or from the proposed E & B 
plant on a monthly basis? 
     
2) What kind of trucks will these be?  Will they be electric trucks or Gasoline trucks or Diesel trucks?   

3) What will the pollution effects be from this additional traffic, worker vehicles, oil trucks, and supply 
vehicles?  Please enumerate for each type of vehicle 
  
4) What are the Parking impacts of this proposed project? 
      A) What parking spaces will be alotted for the new staff to work at the 555 6th Street location? 
      B) How many street parking spots will this staff need to utilize on a daily and weekend basis ( the 
plant and drilling will be going on continuously, correct?)  

5) What will the Pollution impact be from the oil fracking process itself? 
    A) What will the Air Pollution be, please given PERFECT plant performance a LOW and a HIGH 
estimate on a daily basis, please assume NO WIND, to disperse the pollution.
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   B) What will the Air Pollution be given POOR operational performance, such as has happened with E 
& B's operations previously? 
   C) What will the ocean pollution be, given PERFECT performance? 
   D) What will the ocean pollution be in the case where a LEAK or Mistake occurs  
  
6) What would an explosion at the site do to the neighbors? 
     A) What is the probability of a fire breaking out at the site 
     B) What kind of impact would a chemical fire have in the densely populated area of the 5th block of 
6th Street be? 
  
7) What kind of chemicals will be used at the plant? 
     A) Where will these chemicals be taken once used? 
     B) Will any of these chemicals be "Dumped" in Hermosa?   
     C) Will any of these chemicals be "Dumped" at South park? 
  
8) What would happen if there was a spill of these chemicals?   
      A) Are any of them lethal?   
      B) Are any of them Radioactive? 

9) What kind of electricity will the plant require?  What will happen we have rolling shut downs, due to 
high heat?  Will the plant require it's own power plant and generator?  If yes, what kind of pollution will 
that be generating? 

10) What amount of Wireless bandwidth will the employees and corporate operations be utilizing?  This 
concerns me, as I work from home some of the time, and need to know that this company won't be 
taking all of the local wireless bandwidth. 

11) What kind of impact on the sewage system will this proposed E & B plant have? 

12) What amount of water will this proposed E & B project require, will they be taking water flow from 
the city water? 

13) What is the track record of E & B on Employee Safety and Community Safety? 
      A) Has E & B ever had a failure of operations ? 
      B) If E & B has ever had a failure, how did they manage the clean-up of the community? 

14) What is the calculated probability of a pollution issue arising from all of these factors? 

15) What is the probably "drop" in property values to the surrounding streets in Hermosa Beach? 
 
Thanks very much, I look forward to learning the answers to these and many more questions in the EIR 
report. 
 
Best Regards, 

 Rose Rocchio 
--  
Rose Rocchio 
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Director, Community Development Department 
City of Hermosa Beach 
(310) 318-0242 
 

From: Barbara Sabo [mailto:bsabo@jsaboassoc.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, September 10, 2013 5:24 PM 
To: Ken Robertson 
Cc: Kelly@SaferHermosaBeach.com; Darylmcclusky@aol.com; Mark Leafstedt; Ryan Jarus; Sharon Arey; Kaye Thomas; 
Kaye Thomas; Bryan Robertson/Classic Propt Mgmt 
Subject: IMPT: Oil Production Project - Mtg Agenda, Questions 
Importance: High 
 
Hi, Ken, 
I understand that you are currently seeking public input regarding your studies on the Oil Production Project. As the HOA 
Secretary for Beachside Condominiums (corner of Valley Drive & Herondo Street), I would like to be able to share your 
responses to the following questions with our 30 homeowners. I will not be in town again until the end of November, so I 
shall relay your responses to our HOA Members. 
  
1. Will there be significant ground vibrations either from the excavation project itself or the movement of heavy 
equipment? 
  
2. If we experience damage to our property (structure or landscaping), who is liable (the City of HB and/or the 
contractors)? What is the statute of limitations with regard to placing a claim for damages resulting from the Oil Production 
Project? 
  
3. As Valley Drive is part of the “safe route” for our HB students, what provisions will be made to protect them from 
increased truck traffic before and after school hours? 
  
4. Will there be increased air pollution in the form of fumes and particulate matter, other than the heavy equipment and 
truck exhaust? 
  
5. Will there be increased pollution by oil by-products on our beach? 
  
6. Who is liable for the physical effects of the increased air pollution and tar pollution of the beach? 
  
7. How much insurance will the contractor be required to carry, and who is their insurance carrier? 
  
8. If there is a noticeable increase in tar accumulation on the beach, will the City require that the oil production team cease 
operation and/or clean up all oil debris in the sand? 
  
Thank you in advance for your consideration and response. 
  
Best regards, 
Barbara Sabo, Beachside HOA Secretary FY 2013-14 
447 Herondo Street #305 
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 
(310) 379-8455 
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From: Susan Sarno [sjsarno@verizon.net]
Sent: Sunday, August 11, 2013 11:30 AM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: E&B EIR

Mr. Robertson, 
 
My husband and I have been residents of Hermosa Beach for 35 years, and we are extremely concerned about all of the 
effects of E&B's proposed drilling project on our small beach town. 
 
Since Marine Research Specialists is tasked with preparing the EIR and determining the impact of the E&B drilling project 
on the environment, I think it is important for them to include a separate category listing any positive effects.  Residents 
of Hermosa Beach will then be able to readily determine if the drilling project will result in even one positive impact to 
our environment. 
 
Susan Sarno 
1040 10th Street, Hermosa Beach 
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From: Frederic Scheer [fscheer@cereplast.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 23, 2013 4:51 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Scope of the Environmental Impact Report - Comments and Concerns

Dear Sir 
 
I am a resident of Hermosa Beach since 2002 after being 9 years in Manhattan Beach, I am in complete opposition to 
your project that I retain to be absurd. Hermosa is not an industrial city and frankly depreciating real estate value, 
creating air pollution, pushing away tourism will be the result of your current endeavor. 
 
Be assured that I will do everything to oppose the project and I am asking you to reconsider your position. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Frederic Scheer 
330 Hollowell Avenue 
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 
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From: kjschlottig1 [kjschlottig1@verizon.net]
Sent: Monday, August 12, 2013 4:54 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Scope of the Environmental Impact Report - Comments and Concerns

Dear Director Robertson, 
 
I am a ten year resident and homeowner in Hermosa Beach, and I am against drilling for oil 
within the bounds of the city. The added traffic, unsightly presence of oil rigs and 
potential environmental damage posed by allowing oil drilling and associated activities is 
not beneficial to the city, it's residents or tourists. 
 
In addition, fueling additional development of the oil industry in our city is not a 
desirable development. It is high time for a shift away from oil to clean energy! 
 
Please act to keep Hermosa Beach oil industry free and promote instead a clean, healthy 
environment for the families, children and visitors of Hermosa Beach. 
 
Karl John Schlottig 
162 Hermosa Avenue 
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 
 
Sent from my iPad 
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From:                              Polly schneider [seachange4@verizon.net] 
Sent:                               Monday, August 12, 2013 5:47 AM 
To:                                   Ken Robertson 
Subject:                          Scope of the Environmental Impact Report ‐ Comments and Concerns 
  

 Why are they proposing a 32' wall when city regulation has a height limit of 
30'?  

 Do you take into consideration E&B's other projects where they have had at 
least 16 toxic spills of almost 16,000 gallons of crude oil and diesel fuel in 
California alone over the past 6 years?  

 How will increased truck traffic during the initial phase along already densely 
populated streets affect our health and safety?  

 Who oversees safety operations and do they have adequate 
knowledge/ability to handle emergency situations?  

 How do you mitigate earthquakes and their effects on the wells and pipes?  
 How do you mitigate both chronic and acute exposure to undisclosed toxic 

materials in our land, air, and water?  

Page 1 of 3
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From:                              Rochelle Schneider [rjsconsult@aol.com] 
Sent:                               Monday, August 12, 2013 1:38 PM 
To:                                   Ken Robertson 
Subject:                          Comment on Oil Project 
  
Dear Mr. Robertson:   
 
I have lived in Hermosa Beach for over four years having moved there from very far north, 
Manhattan Beach.   My residence is located at 2416 Park Avenue.  I lived in the area for over 
30 years because it has the best air quality in the basin and gorgeous ocean water.  I believe 
this is the comment period for the EIR for the project.  I am unsure whether I should also be 
commenting on the proposed financial projections, which I consider almost as important as 
environmental impact of the project in assessing whether to go forward.   
 
I have reviewed the list of various authorities among which review and regulation of the 
proposed project would go forward.  I note the Hermosa Beach voters are ultimately making 
the decision on the project and whose revenues are being spent to collect the decision making 
data.  On this basis I strongly suggest a seismic assessment should be made of the equipment 
site and along the entire route from the ocean side to the end of the proposed pipeline.  I do 
not see any authority who has specific identifiable oversight of this very significant issue should 
drilling begin.  The problem with so many entities having oversight of so diverse pieces of the 
project is that I am afraid no one is actually authorized to direct in the best interests of the 
residents and generations who are not yet registered voters.   
 
Thank you for in advance for your reply.   
 
Rochelle Schneider 
  
  
  
  
Rochelle Schneider 
Attorney at Law, Executive MBA 
RJS Legal and Business Consulting 
921 Manhattan Beach Boulevard 
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266-5119 
 
(310) 546-9989 
 
 
National Women's Political Caucus-WLA 
2006 U.S. Small Business Administration Region 9 Women Business Owner Champion 
National Association of Women Business Owners 
2010 National Nominating Committee 
Past:  National Board and National Advisory Board Member 
          Chair NAWBO National Presidents Assembly 
          President NAWBO-OC 
          Legal Counsel Los Angeles 
          Vice Chair VEDC 
 
 
PLEASE CONSIDER THE ENVIRONMENT BEFORE PRINTING THIS EMAIL.   
 
This is a confidential transmission which may be protected under the attorney/client privilege or work product doctrine and is intended for 
the addressed recipient(s) only. Should you receive this in error, or otherwise not be the addressee, you should contact me immediately and 
permanently delete the message and any attachments.
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From: Amber Scott [ambercscott@gmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, July 27, 2013 11:21 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Scope of the Environmental Impact Report - Comments and Concerns

Mr. Robertson: 
 
I am writing to express concerns about the Environmental Impact Report for the E&B Oil 
Development Project. 
 
Before settling in Hermosa Beach, I lived in oil‐centric Louisiana and coal‐addicted 
Kentucky. I understand the economic temptation that energy industries bring to a community. 
But I've also seen the aftermath. While the short term benefit is tempting, especially in 
times of economic stress, the long term consequences are far more serious and lasting than 
even the most well‐researched studies can anticipate. 
 
Beaches in Louisiana are useless because of the wrath of off shore drilling, and fishing is 
literally hazardous to your health since the BP disaster of 2010. Homes in Kentucky are 
collapsing years after mines were abandoned by coal companies who promised people a way out 
off poverty and left them with black lung and no hope. 
 
Hermosa Beach is a beautiful place to call home, a place that my husband, a physician at 
Harbor UCLA, and I hope to stay for a very long time. We are willing to overlook the power 
plant that looms to the immediate South because of the beautiful view from the 2nd Street 
Lifeguard Station. When steam erupts from the plant at 2am and startles us out of bed, we 
breathe a sigh of relief knowing it's not spewing toxic gases or dangerous chemicals. I can't 
say we'd rest so easy if alarms from an oil development using toxic chemicals sounded off in 
the middle of the night. 
 
To tarnish this community with towering drilling rigs, noise reduction walls, and a pipeline 
would not only be offensive to the people who call it home today but also to the people who 
could enjoy it for two generations. 
 
The economic advantage promised by this type of project is simply not worth it, even if the 
anticipated gains were twice what is projected. Put simply, Hermosa Beach is too important to 
squander. 
 
Amber Scott 
660 2nd St., Apt. C 
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 
859‐333‐1857 
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From: steve seal [steveseal@msn.com]
Sent: Saturday, August 10, 2013 10:50 AM
To: Ken Robertson
Cc: joe distante; steve seal
Subject: Hermosa Oil EIR

Dear Mr. Robertson, 
  
I am a resident on 2nd street and my wife is a Hermosa Beach native.  We have some concerns about the oil 
project that is slated to happen in this community.  Some of these concerns and questions are: 

 What percentage of the money is actually going to be coming to Hermosa Beach from this venture?  
How much is the oil company slated to earn? 

 What kind of emergency procedures are in place and being developed for this project‐‐particularly in 
the case of a catastrophic earthquake or a major break in the line that could cause a major oil spill? 

 What is the track record of t his company using this process or any other process in extraction of oil in 
California as well as in other states? 

 What would be the impact of new industrial traffic into the region over the span of the project? 
 What kind of voice does the community have on the panel that is investigation this project? 
 Who is involved in the project locally and who is slated to make a large amount of money from this 

project personally? 
 What are other local governments saying about this project, particularly those who have had dealings 

with the company before and those where this process of oil extraction is being utilized? 

  
Please know that we will be watching the process very closely and hope that everyone in the community has a 
voice in the process. 
  
Thank you  for your interest 
  
Steve Seal 
705 2nd St 
Hermosa Beach, CA  90254 
steveseal@msn.com 
310‐740‐7350 
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From:                              Rena Joy [renajoy@sootheyoursoul.com] 
Sent:                               Monday, August 12, 2013 1:42 PM 
To:                                   Ken Robertson 
Subject:                          Scope of the Environmental Impact Report ‐ Comments and Concerns 
  
Importance:                   High 
  
As a Hermosa Beach resident I am opposed to oil drilling in Hermosa Beach.  The effects noise, fumes, 
pipelines, toxic chemicals and possible spills would be Disastrous to our quality of life, the city revenue 
in the long run, and the property values. 
  
Thank you, 
  
Rena Joy Shamie 
501 Herondo Street, #73 
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 
310 374‐2153 
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Ron Siegel Comments
 From: Ron Siegel [ronsiegel@verizon.net]
 Sent: Monday, August 12, 2013 11:38 AM

 To: Ken Robertson
 Subject: EIR - Written comments regarding proposed E&B oil & gas project

Dear Ken Robertson, Director, Community Development Dept., Hermosa Beach

My name is Ron Siegel and I live at 2906 Hermosa View Drive with my wife and 3 
kids. While we live on the North End of Hermosa Beach, we have may concerns 
about our South Hermosa neighbors who live in the immediate area of E&B 
Natural Resources proposed oil and gas project located at 555 6th Street. I 
would appreciate if the below questions can be answered in a timely fashion 
and taken into account for the EIR.

1 - How will the green belt be affected or modified to allow oil tankers in 
and out of the city?

2 - Since the green belt is considered "open space" will there have to be a 
different ballot measure approved by the voters for this potential 
modification?

3 - Will the city re evaluate it's "safe schools route" and at what cost to 
taxpayers?

4 - Will the city continue to promote children walking past this heavy 
industrialized site everyday on their way to school and how will this health 
affect be measure over the course of 35 years? Who will pay for this study?

5 - Will the current location of the city's farmers market be moved or will 
the city allow air pollution, not only from the E&B project, but pollution 
from the oil tankers driving past the location to spread cancer causing 
particulates on the food our community purchases and eats?

6 - What safety measures, from the oil tanker trucks, if any, will be put into 
place to safeguard our children who walk from Valley school to the farmers 
market and to the library?

7 - How will the city and E&B mitigate the potential risk for children being 
hit by a tanker truck driving past the library and farmers market?

8 - Will there be a safety wall built or will the sidewalk be widened from the 
corner of Pier Ave and Valley Dr all the way to the proposed site?

9 - If there is a major gas explosion, does the city or E&B have an evacuation 
plan for the immediate residents as well as the entire city?

10 - How would residents be evacuated?

11 - Where would 20,000+ residents be taken in the event of a worst case 
scenario explosion?

12 - What is the potential for Hermosa Beach's water supply to become 
contaminated and unfit to drink?

13 - Will the city or E&B pay to have water tanks installed at each home in 
the city and have fresh, clean water delivered on a weekly or monthly basis?

14 - Who would pay for water tanks and the delivery of fresh water for the 
unforeseeable future?

15 - If residents choose to sell their homes in Hermosa Beach, will E&B 
reimburse homeowners for the difference in their current property values and 
the decreased values if the proposed ballot measure passes?
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Ron Siegel Comments

16 - If so, will there be a cap on that payment?

Thank you.

Ron Siegel
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From: Ron Siegel [ronsiegel@verizon.net]
Sent: Monday, August 12, 2013 4:27 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: E&B has wrong email address
Attachments: Screen shot 2013-08-12 at 4.16.36 PM.png

Hi Ken, 
        Thank you responding to my earlier email with regard to the EIR comment deadline. I 
just noticed that the E&B web site has your email incorrect. Could this be a coincidence 
since today is the last day for comments? How long have they had your email address 
incorrect? As a Hermosa resident, I find this mistake as irresponsible as when E&B decided to 
drill for water samples without a permit. I look forward to your response. 
 
Ron Siegel 
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From: Dan [silver4@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 2:39 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Oil eir concerns 

Recent studies have shown that waste water injection wells can increase the chance of 
earthquakes.  I believe this type of well will be used.  I'd like the eir to determine the 
increase earthquake risk to HB. 
 
Thanks, 
Dan Silverman 
629 7th st 
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From: Letricia Soto [Letricia.Soto@freshandeasy.com]
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 3:52 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Scope of the Environmental Impact Report - Comments and Concerns

Mr. Robertson, 
 
Please do not allow any on‐shore oil drilling in the city of Hermosa Beach. Hermosa is a treasured community and many 
of the residents want to keep it the way it is; naturally beautiful, free of smoke stacks (although already surrounded by 
stacks in Redondo & El Segundo), and with no large oil trucks passing through neighborhoods.  
 
If you allow on‐shore oil drilling I will be very disappointed with the city of Hermosa Beach and will move away.  
 
Please do what is best for the residents of Hermosa Beach. 
 
Many Thanks, 
Letricia Soto 
Hermosa Beach Resident 
 
 

 

------------ Disclaimer -------------- 
This is a confidential email. 
Fresh and Easy may monitor and record all emails. The views expressed in 
this email are those of the sender and not Fresh and Easy. Fresh & Easy 
Neighborhood Market, Inc. 2120 Park Place, El Segundo, CA 90245 
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EIR QUESTIONS 
 

SousaK-1: During the construction and demolition phase of this project, Phase 1, 
what steps will be taken to secure the safety of residents and specifically school 
children that walk to and from school?  
 

SousaK-2: How many and what kind of vehicles will be brought into the city and how 
much air and noise pollution will occur from these vehicles during this phase? What 
effects would the pollution from these vehicles have on the health and safety of 
members of the community that use the green belt and South park, the beaches and 
the surrounding neighborhoods? 
 

SousaK-3: What kind of specific emergency response equipment and technicians will 
be needed in the event of an emergency or disaster? Where will the equipment be 
housed and will a new facility be required, how will this be paid for? Who is going to 
have oversight?  
 

SousaK-4: Who is going to monitor what happens on and under the sea floor and 
what happens in cases of subsidence or a surface expression?  
 

SousaK-5: Is there a danger of injected produced water from seeping up through the 
ocean floor and into the ocean? 
 

SousaK-6: What is viscosity and how will the hydrocarbons that are removed from 
the ground be replaced as to assure no seismic activity, micro or induced 
earthquakes?  
 

SousaK-7: Who will determine if seismic activity is induced by this project or is a 
naturally occurring event? 
 

SousaK-8: If it is determine that seismic activity was induced and structures are 
damaged who is fiscally responsible and who will enforce? 
 

SousaK-9: If fines are levied against the company who is responsible for collection 
and where does that money go?  
 

SousaK-10: What will happen to insurance premiums for homeowners?  
 

SousaK-11: What is brine water and will residents be told what is being injected into 
the ground under our homes and the ocean?  
 

SousaK-12: Where will all of the water necessary for this project come from? What 
happens in the event of a water shortage?  
 

SousaK-13: Where will all of the power for this project come from, what happens in 
the event of an outage?  
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SousaK-14: Has this company ever drilled on sand before?  

 
SousaK-15: What is going to be processed in the sewer system hook up?  

 
SousaK-16: Where will the naturally occurring radioactive materials or NORMS that 

are produced from the drilling be stored and how will they be removed from the site? 
Who will oversee this?  
 

SousaK-17: When an issue arises be it an odor, a noise or a light how will it be 
resolved, what is an expected time frame and who will oversee this?  
 

SousaK-18: Who is financially responsible for an environmental event, in the city? out 
at sea? underground?  
 

SousaK-19: Who is fiscally responsible for the release of substances in the event of a 
natural disaster; an earthquake, flood, hurricane, Tsunami?  
 

SousaK-20: What type of equipment is required by the city to deal with the results of 
an environmental disaster, where will this equipment be stored, who will staff this?  
 

SousaK-21: What is involved in the Underground Injection Control (UIC) permitting 
process for injection/disposal wells? What are the construction standards for a 
disposal well? How are these wells monitored and inspected? Will the fluid be 
recycled, disposed of or re-injected? 
 

SousaK-22: Who will track illness in the community and how will we know if 
members of the community are becoming sick due to the chemicals that are released 
during the drilling process such as; Arsenic, Hydrogen-Sulfide, Mercury, Polycyclic 
Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAHs), Acetone, Benzene, Toluene, Xylene, Radium and 
Boron? 
 

SousaK-23: How much waste and produced water will be produced during the life of 
this project?  
 

SousaK-24: What steps are being taken to make sure that subsidence does not happen 
and if it does and affect homes and businesses whom will be fiscally responsible?  
 

SousaK-25: How and who will monitor emergency releases of gas or the burning off of 
materials from the site? What is an emergency burn off? When is an emergency burn 
off necessary and how often will emergency burn offs occur? What is burned off and 
will it affect the health and safety of residents?  
 

SousaK-26: Who is going to monitor the light pollution coming from the site and what 
is considered an acceptable level?  
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SousaK-27: Will this company report the locations and quantities of certain chemicals 
stored, released, or transferred and where will this information be made public? 
 

SousaK-28: What type of evacuation plan is necessary in the event of a disaster and 
how will residents be notified?  
 

SousaK-29: Is land able to be acquired by this company without compensation if they 
need it? Can they just take land that the city owns and use it for this project; the green 
belt, South Park? Can the company take privately held land?  
 

SousaK-30: During phase one and the prepping of the city yard what will become of 
the 9,000 cubic yards of leaded soil and what type of risk is involved in removing 
this? What are the dangers of transporting this soil to Kettleman 190 miles away and 
what communities will be affected? Who will monitor the removal and what agencies 
are involved?  
 

SousaK-31: How will the pipeline be maintained and where will the pipeline go? 
 

SousaK-32: Will there be another EIR for the pipeline phase of this project?  
 

SousaK-33: What will the pipeline be made of?  
 

SousaK-34: According to the Quantitative Risk Assessment There will be 10,500 laden 
tanker truck miles within a10 month duration in Phase 2. What affects will this have 
on the community and what are the risks associated with the operation of this heavy 
equipment coming through town. Specifically how much time and noise and air 
pollution will occur for each truck and the total? If a pipeline is never made will this 
become a permanent part of the operation? What about the removal of natural gas, 
will it be in trucks? This is not addressed in the QRA? How much oil seeps from each 
tanker truck, on average? 
 

SousaK-35: What information will be available to the public concerning the substances 
contained and chemical additives used in the oil and gas exploration and production? 
What chemicals used in these activities pose a risk to the health and safety to 
members of our community?  
 

SousaK-36: How significant will the release of Hydrogen Sulfide be from these wells? 
 

SousaK-37: What danger/risk is there to existing capped wells? 
 

SousaK-38: What technology will be used in the controlling of noise, air and water 
pollution and what incentives will be in place for this company to maintain and keep 
up with the latest technology, who will they report to and who will monitor this?  
 

SousaK-39: This company claims it will never frack; what is fracking and why will 
they not frack, who will monitor this and is there a penalty if they do frack?  
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SousaK-40: Will there be a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan outlining 

precautions that the company will take to reduce the discharge of pollutants and 
impacts to receiving waters and eliminate the discharge of toxic substances?  
 

SousaK-41: Will any runoff from the site go into existing storm drains, how will this 
be monitored and who will oversee? 
 

SousaK-42: What are the issues that would have to be addressed involving a ‘100 year 
storm’ as they seem to be happening every 20 years or so?  
 

SousaK-43: What impact will this project have on our pets, and the wild life that is 
indigenous to the community?  
 

SousaK-44: Where will this company put their waste, who will oversee and monitor 
this? 
 

SousaK-45: What is bioremediation and will this technique be used on this project?  
 

SousaK-46: What will be held in the storage tanks on the site, what will the storage 
tanks be made of, how large will the tanks be and how will they vent in case of an 
emergency? What will be under the storage tanks and what will happen to the soil 
below? Is there a danger of leakage around the tanks? 
 

SousaK-47: If the ground below the storage tanks becomes contaminated who will 
clean it up?  
 

SousaK-48: Who will oversee and monitor the maintenance on equipment, pumps, 
valves, and engines on the site? 
 

SousaK-49: Where will the new city yard be placed and who will pay for the 
relocation? 
 

SousaK-50: What is the value of the land where the city yard sits now and what will be 
its value be 30 years from now? Is this company going to purchase the land or lease 
it? 
 

SousaK-51: What will become of the land at the end of this project, who will oversee 
and monitor the land upon completion and in the future? What happens if there are 
any issues that arise after the project is completed; the contamination of soil or water, 
pollution or any chemicals that emerge after completion, who would clean it up and 
pay for it?  
 

SousaK-52: Where has a project like this successfully been accomplished; 34 wells on 
a site of 1.6 acres, with a closed loop system, and over 8,000 barrels of oil and 2.5 
million cubic feet of natural gas processed daily in a densely populated area? If it has 
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been done have there been any significant negative long-term health effects by 
residents of the community? If it has been achieved how much revenue has the 
community seen from a project like this?  
 

SousaK-53: How will the release of Hydrogen Sulfide be monitored? 
 

SousaK-54: Will this company be required to report to the Toxic Release Inventory 
and provide information to the public regarding chemicals that may pose a risk to the 
health of this community? 
 

SousaK-55: Will this company be held to the National Emission Standards for 
Hazardous Air Pollutants? 
 

SousaK-56: Who will independently monitor the site and where the drilling is 
occurring and who will pay for it?  
 

SousaK-57: What are the risks of Cyclic Steam Injection into a seismically sensitive 
area with surrounding Palos Verdes Fault Zone, The Redondo Canyon Fault and The 
Newport-Inglewood Fault? Are there consequences from injecting and drilling in 
these areas?  
 

SousaK-58: What is casing shear and what are the dangers of this happening, is this a 
concern of this project?  
 

SousaK-59: Will Steam Flooding be used to extract oil and gas? 
 

SousaK-60: What methods will be used in the extraction of oil and gas and can the 
company decide to change those methods without oversight from the city or notifying 
residents without a discussion? 
 

SousaK-61: What specific type of crude oil is being extracted? 
 

SousaK-62: Will surface vibrations be felt in residences in the city?  
 

SousaK-63: How loud will this project be?  
 

SousaK-64: Will I need to keep my windows closed due to noise and air pollution?  
 

SousaK-65: What will happen to property values not today or five years from now but 
in 25 years? Who is responsible for the difference in that value and what 
measurement will be used?  
 

SousaK-66: Is there a risk of injury or death due to human error during the lifetime of 
this project, on the site, a block away, 1/4mile away, half-mile away, mile away?  
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SousaK-67: How many parking spots will be needed for the staffing of this project 
daily and will they be using private or public parking? 
 

SousaK-68: What is the risk of developing cancer or a neurological disorder by living 
in close proximity to the project?  
 

SousaK-69: What are the psychological effects on this community of having to address 
the prospect of oil drilling yet again? 
 

SousaK-70: What effects will this project, specifically light, noise, water and air 
pollution have on the cognitive functioning of children’s development?  

	
SousaK-71: What will become of the mineral rights? How do we end our leases and 

take our rights back so that we never ever have to face the prospect of having to go 
through this again? 
 

SousaK-72: How will this project impact the view of the community and will this hurt 
property value?  
 

SousaK-73: How will the city yard relocation affect the residents where the relocation 
is to happen and their aesthetics? 
 

SousaK-74: How will this affect the character of the City of Hermosa and specifically 
the historical aspects of the surf industry and some of the shaping bays located 
adjacent to the city yard?  
 

SousaK-75: What will this project do to the view from the green belt looking from 
below the street up at a 32’ sound attenuation wall and an 87’ derrick?  
 

SousaK-76: Stadium lighting and glare will be a specific problem with residents that 
live and surround the site, what can be done to make sure that these residents are not 
affected?  
 

SousaK-77: How many trees will be destroyed during the construction and life of the 
project?  
 

SousaK-78: How will this affect the community garden in South Park?  
 

SousaK-79: How will the odors emanating from this project affect businesses 
downtown and in the 2nd street area?  
 

SousaK-80: Is it feasible to assume that the city yard is the only space necessary for 
this project, will they need more land to achieve the full capacity of 8,000 bbls a day?  
 

SousaK-81: Will there be an emergency swift response team? Where will the 
emergency swift response team be placed geographically? 
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SousaK-82: How many people will be displaced or are going to move due to this 

project? 
 

SousaK-83: How many people have not moved to South Hermosa due to the threat of 
this project?  
 

SousaK-84: What about the old Stinnett well on the site and how will that be cleaned 
up and dealt with?  
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From:                                         Lael [lael.stabler@verizon.net] 
Sent:                                           Monday, August 12, 2013 3:16 AM 
To:                                               Ken Robertson 
Subject:                                     Scope of the Environmental Impact Report ‐ Comments and Concerns 
  
Lael Stabler 
66 – 18th Street 
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 
310 379-3300 
Lael.stabler@verizon.net 
  
Questions for EIR: 
  
Please provide an exact and detailed description of the oil and gas recovery method and process(es) to 
be utilized by E & B Natural Resources and/or any other entity for the extraction of any and all 
hydrocarbons from the properties commonly known as Hermosa Beach Uplands and Tidelands, 
including the use of any chemicals, substances and/or additives to effectuate or facilitate same. 
  
How does MRS evaluate and address “grey areas?”  What slant, bias or weight does MRS give to 
identified risks associated with the hydrocarbon recovery project? 
  
Who will be responsible for monitoring compliance of all conditions required by the City, State Lands 
Commission, California Coastal Commission and/or any other agency?  In other words, if the oil drilling 
project is approved, who will insure that E & B or any other producer does what they say they are going 
to do? 
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Renee Stauffer Comments
 From: Renee Stauffer [reneestauffer@verizon.net]
 Sent: Monday, August 12, 2013 12:32 PM

 To: Ken Robertson
 Subject: EIR - Written comments regarding proposed E&B oil & gas project

Who is going to pay for the damages to individual homes in the event of an oil 
spill, gas explosion, chemical leak or contamination, loss of property value, 
etc.

Will the city get current (2013) real estate values of each home to compare to 
real estate values after oil drilling is passed (and construction has begun) 
and everyone wants to leave because the 87 ft. tower and the smell and the 
noise and the vibrations are killing their way of life?  Who will pay for 
their loss??????

Page 1
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Brittney

From: ej_stemig@juno.com
Sent: Sunday, August 04, 2013 4:39 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: E&B Proposed Drilling Project

Ken Robertson, Director 
Community Development Department 
City of Hermosa Beach 
 
I attended the July 24 community forum on the E&B Oil Production Project and have the 
following questions.  I would appreciate your acknowledgement and advise if I will receive a 
direct response or if my questions will be included in a "community pool".  Thank you for the 
opportunity to be heard. 
 
E. J. Stemig, Resident and Owner 
900 Loma Drive 
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 
 
‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ 
‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ 
 
1.  Who votes, residents or land owners?  (Please describe voter eligibility verification). 
 
2.  Please provide a study of land value impact, depending on proximity to the drilling and 
traffic sites. 
 
3.  Regarding air quality standards, does CEQA consider proximity to residential versus "open 
field" for operations such as oil wells in establishing acceptable standards? 
 
4.  Are proposed pipelines through other municipalities pre‐approved? 
How will oil and gas  be transported up to the time of pipeline completion (if approved and 
built)? 
 
5.  Regarding Project Risks, will there be sufficient Bonding/Insurance to cover ANY 
POTENTIAL RISKS for the life of the operation (so Hermosa Beach does not find itself in a 
"Carson Community" dilemma where nobody stands up to take the responsibility for contaminated 
soil in a large residential area) 
 
6.  Information provided so far shows one drilling path, versus 30 planned.  Will a depiction 
of the TOTAL PLAN be presented to be authorized as the maximum scope? 
 
7.  Questions were raised at the July 24 meeting concerning "Fracking". 
Please obtain from E&B a binding description of any input into the drilling site, (water, 
steam, chemicals, other), all under what degree of pressure and for what purpose, along with 
expert analysis regarding potential hazards resulting from the subterranean operation. 
 
8.  Information at the July 24 community event did not disclose any financial detail which 
must be provided before the public vote: 
 
    (1)  What cost to the City if voters reject the plan 
    (2)  What costs to the City if the plan is approved, including Charges to E&B, Cost to 
assist E&B in developing the operation, Costs of roadway changes required , Costs of moving 
storage yard, Any other?). 
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9.  What is the projection of funds gain and how distributed over the life of the plan ‐‐ 
show the projection by year and the distribution: 
     ‐‐  What percentage goes to the City (or how determined if not a specific percentage 
     ‐‐  What restrictions if any on the City's usage of the funds 
     ‐‐  What percentage goes directly to landowners in Hermosa (Years ago, the oil company 
solicited drilling rights directly from landowners) 
     ‐‐  What percentage to the Coastal Commission or otherwise (I believe there was a 
question some time ago challenging the City's right since the source is offshore). 
 
10.  What portion of the projected funds due to the City will be paid in advance as a gesture 
of confidence that this very intrusive operation will be viable? 
 
11.  Will the City obtain and provide a comprehensive history of operations, both by E&B and 
it's major management personnel?  (Rumors have it that it's CEO was involved in another 
drilling operation that had a major blowout, filed bankruptcy and walked away.  True?) 
 
12.  I have heard that the City will owe $17 million to E&B if the voters decline to approve, 
based on two council members negotiation. 
     ‐‐  Is this a "given" or only a potential? 
     ‐‐  Do two council members have the legal authority to negotiate a 
$17 million debt to the City when a previous Council concluded that drilling in a highly 
dense residential area was unsafe? 
     ‐‐  Will the City take the issue to court or mediation to settle the matter at a 
reasonable sum if the voters reject the plan? 
 
____________________________________________________________ 
Stand With Our President 
Show your support for raising the minimum wage. Sign the petition! 
http://thirdpartyoffers.juno.com/TGL3141/51fee67144d0966713e4est04vuc 
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Brittney

From: Safety Works - Stephen Stepaniuk, DC, QME [Stephen@safetyworks.org]
Sent: Tuesday, July 30, 2013 2:44 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Objection to Oil & Gas Production Project

Ken, 
 
I am a Hermosa Beach resident, home owner and exorbitant tax payer (income, business, property and otherwise).  I 
firmly object to any drilling projects in my home town.   
 
If this plan moves forward and they strike oil, I may consider your assistance in obtaining a drilling permit at my own 
residence of 2311 Park Ave, Hermosa Beach, CA 90260.   
 
With regards to my neighborhood, 

Stephen A. Stepaniuk, B.Sc., D.C., Q.M.E. 
 

President, Safety Works, Inc.  

Author of The Physician's Guide to Functional Capacity Evaluations, approved by the U.S. Federation of 
Chiropractic Examiners, California Board of Chiropractic Examiners, Canadian Memorial Chiropractic College 
and the California Division of Workers' Compensation, Medical Unit. 

Right-click here to download pictures.  To help protect your privacy, Outlook prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
office

 
Right-click here to download 
pictures.  To help protect your  
privacy, Outlook prevented 
auto matic downlo ad o f this  
picture from the Internet.

 

14623 Hawthorne Boulevard  
Suite 406 
Lawndale, CA 90260 
 

(877) 204-5682 Phone  
(310) 356-7910 Fax  

stephen@safetyworks.org 

www.safetyworks.org 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic message is intended to be viewed only by the individual or entity to whom it is 
addressed. It may contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. Any 
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited without our prior permission. If the reader 
of this message is not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended 
recipient, or if you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by return e-mail and delete the 
original message and any copies of it from your computer system. 
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CONFIDENTIAL HEALTH INFORMATION:  Protected Health Information is personal and sensitive information related to a 
person's health care.  If Protected Health Information is being e-mailed or faxed to you, it is being e-mailed or faxed to you 
after appropriate authorization from the patient or under circumstances that do not require patient authorization.  You as the 
recipient are obligated to maintain it in a safe, secure and confidential manner.  Re-disclosure without additional patient 
authorization or as permitted by law is prohibited.  Unauthorized re-disclosure or failure to maintain confidentiality could 
subject you to penalties under federal and state law. 
 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic message is intended to be viewed only by the 
individual or entity to whom it is addressed. It may contain information that is 
privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. Any 
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited 
without our prior permission. If the reader of this message is not the intended 
recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to the 
intended recipient, or if you have received this communication in error, please notify us 
immediately by return e-mail and delete the original message and any copies of it from 
your computer system. 
 
CONFIDENTIAL HEALTH INFORMATION:  Protected Health Information is personal 
and sensitive information related to a person’s health care.  If Protected 
Health Information is being e-mailed or faxed to you, it is being e-mailed 
or faxed to you after appropriate authorization from the patient or under 
circumstances that do not require patient authorization.  You as the 
recipient are obligated to maintain it in a safe, secure and confidential 
manner.  Re-disclosure without additional patient authorization or as 
permitted by law is prohibited.  Unauthorized re-disclosure or failure to 
maintain confidentiality could subject you to penalties under federal and 
state law.  

H-Individuals-441 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project



1

Brittney

From: Jim Stevens [jimstevenswriter@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 4:27 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Scope of the Environmental Impact Report - Comments and Concerns

I sent this e-mail once before but your server rejected it.  
 
Let's hope this time is the charm. 
 
1. Due to increased dangers of a major drilling operation, what city services will have to increased or expanded 
in order to protect the residents? Two examples:  Our present fire department would be quite inadequate in 
fighting an oil or chemical fire. What else would we need and who would be paying the tab?  The narrow streets 
of Hermosa are not made to withstand the constant abuse of major semi-trailers, freight haulers, and heavy 
equipment. Who will maintain the streets? 
 
2. The price of natural gas has gone from $13 three years ago to $4 today.  With the present boom in oil 
production both in the US and worldwide, the changeover to natural gas in the utility industry, and the increased 
mpg laws to go into effect; the price of oil is set to follow the trend of natural gas. If this happens, and the lofty 
profit forecasted turns negative, then what happens? 
 
 
Jim Stevens 
 
501 4th Street 
HB 90254 
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From: Jack Tracy [jacktracy@me.com]
Sent: Monday, August 12, 2013 11:29 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Comment on Oil Drilling.

Hello Mr. Robertson, 
 
I hope that I may have not missed the deadline for public comment. 
 
I have an idea for a campaign in Hermosa Beach called, "Keep Hermosa Congenial," or Let's 
Stay Friends After It Ends." 
 
I believe that the animosity that may be building over the issue may ultimately be more toxic 
and more enduring than any future, possible oil disaster.  However, the effect of animosity 
is already being noticed. 
 
"I'd like to teach the world to sing, in perfect harmony, I'd like to buy the word a (drink), 
and keep (good) company." 
 
Thank you. 
 
Here's to life, 
 
Jack Tracy 
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From: Brandi Turnbow [bturnbow@newwestcharter.org]
Sent: Monday, August 12, 2013 5:02 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Hermosa beach environmental concerns

Brandi Turnbow  
520 pine street  
Hermosa beach 90254 
Resident 8 years 
 
My entire family is clearly against any and all oil related projects in the southbay and Hermosa beach. Please 
fight to stop this from happening.  I am concerned for health, community, environmental perspectives, etc. 
please contribute my thoughts to your report.  
Sincerely, Brandi Turnbow 
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Brittney

From: Ray Waters [raywaters35@gmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, August 10, 2013 4:29 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Fwd: Drillling for oil in Hermosa Beach

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Ray Waters <raywaters35@gmail.com> 
Date: Sat, Aug 10, 2013 at 4:26 PM 
Subject: Drillling for oil in Hermosa Beach 
To: Ken Robertson <krobertson@hermosabch.org> 
 

Is there any guarantee that the wells casings will not leak methane or oil into our environment.  I have been told 
that about 5% of the wells in other areas will leak from the beginning and more will leak over time.  What 
penalties will be assessed if the wells do leak or that the pressurized water injected into the well will cause other 
problems when encountering the fractures that cause the seepage of tars that currently exist. 
 
Ray Waters 
615 24th Place,  Hermosa Beach, CA 
310-374-4744 
    
 

H-Individuals-453 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Typewritten Text
WatersR-1



H-Individuals-454 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Typewritten Text
WheelerS-1

Brittney
Typewritten Text
WheelerS-2

Brittney
Typewritten Text
WheelerS-3

Brittney
Typewritten Text
WheelerS-4



1

Brittney

From: webecreative.co [bradley@webecreative.co]
Sent: Monday, August 12, 2013 7:29 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Oil Worker's Perspective

Hey K, 

I worked briefly in Williston, North Dakota and enjoyed the boom supplied by fracking technology.  I, myself, 
with my background in biochemistry, was being trained to be a "frack tech" with FracTech just west of 
Williston.  My job was to mix the secret fracking chemicals, and yes, I know what is in there.  I just found out 
today that today is the deadline for concerns to be submitted. 

My concern is that the oil boom may destroy Hermosa Beach.  I love Bakersfield, CA.  And I love all of wild 
North Dakota.  I have spent considerable time in both places.  And they are worlds apart from Hermosa. 

I'll never forget driving into Williston, the setting sun silhoetting the immense, well-lit work over rigs along the 
highway into town.  A beautiful site for the numerous job seekers trekking to desolate North Dakota.  Big rig 
doubles and water tankers rumbled past traveling 80 mph on the two-lane highway like angry beasts.  It was 
exciting and dangerous.  The town of Williston was filled with oil workers on the weekends, in from the rigs.  It 
felt like the Wild West.  There were 80 men for every 1 woman.  There were fights. Thefts. Guys yelling from 
their truck windows. It was crazy.  Absolutely crazy. 

And then my background in chemistry attracted the attention of many companies including FracTech. 

I have seen with my own eyes the problems that come along with drilling and fracking.  I must say, that I 
respect the technology and do not want to diminish the industry.  I only want to say that Hermosa is not the 
right place for the industry.  I actually believe fracking is a wise use of natural resources and chemical 
technology- WHEN CORRECTLY APPLIED.  The problem is that mistakes occur and these mistakes could 
destroy the physical integrity and thus reputation of Hermosa and thus the land value and thus the community. 
 The big rigs hauling the water and other chemicals can have accidents and will do some damage to the integrity 
of the streets they drive on.  The proposed route from Artesia to PCH to Pier to Valley passes right past a 
skatepark!  And right through heavily trafficked pedestrian cross walks!  This is a horrible idea, and will greatly 
diminish the reputation of Hermosa Beach.  Also, the concrete barriers used to secure the frack water are much 
thinner in real life and it is not uncommon for them to crack.  Perhaps this rig will be different... But I wouldn't 
count on it.  Any leak and you have any variety of toxic chemicals floating around beneath the city.  That is not 
going to bode well for property values.  Then the noise issue.  And, lastly, the unpredictable nature of drilling 
into the earth.  So much can, and has, gone wrong.  It's ridiculous to think everything will go perfectly.  It 
almost never does. 

In North Dakota and Bakersfield there is PLENTY of space for mistakes.  You can drive for hours and pass 
hundreds of rigs and not see a single house.  Lots of empty land.  Not so in Hermosa. 

The problems associates with fracking are chemical, auditory, logistical and unpredictable.  Anyone who knows 
anything about oil knows I am 100% right.  My motives are pure and balanced.  Each of these problems has 
consequences.
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I simply find myself working and living in Hermosa and Redondo Beach respectively and happen to have a 
little background in the oil fracking business and feel responsible to share my perspective which empathizes 
with both parties. 

I would like the opportunity to share my perspective. 

Thank you. 

Brad Wiebe
Senior UX Developer
(310) 717-3401

IMPORTANT WARNING:  This message is intended for the use of the 
person or entity to whom it is addressed and may contain information 
that is privileged and confidential, the disclosure of which is 
governed by applicable law.  If the reader of this email is not the 
intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible to deliver it 
to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any 
dissemination, distribution or copying of this information is strictly 
prohibited.
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From: sidra [ladysoul2@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 7:44 PM
To: Ken Robertson

i have expressed much of this already.  first, E&B has minimal 
insurance in case of  
problems, accidents, or, catastrophes. (we know the city has no 
liability here.) 

worked 35+ yrs in a high stress, high profile career. my home 
here in HB is a life long dream that i was able to accomplish.  
ting.he thought that thru some idiots' decisions 30+ yrs ago 
could/might result in my loosing all i have terrifies me. 

i  live on Monterey and 6th. i couldn't get any closer to the 
drilling site.  
the noise, smells, drilling, air that will impact me horrify's me. 

all the technical issues are known. go to the Stop Oil facebook 
site and you will see how i feel. so i am expressing my emotional 
issues here. 
 
daily we see spills in the news. just a few days ago in Thailand. 
what in the hell will we 
do if/when that happens here. wipe up the mess with mops ? 
G-d help us. 
why screw up this "dream come true" city.  the folks that live 
here are passionate about this city. think of what it will be like 
if something happens here.  it's always about money. 
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how can anyone possibly believe an oil company ?  we all know 
this exact company already screwed up. what the F--K else do 
we need to know. it's not like E&B has never failed, they have. 

it is incomprehensible to me that we would even be considering 
this. what a huge waste of time, money, energy, spirits this has 
been. altho i must say i have met more of my neighbors. isn't 
that how people unite, when they have a common enemy ? 

please do whatever your job requires you to do. i understand 
you will be develoing th 
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From: sidra [ladysoul2@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 7:53 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Fwd:

 
PART 2 

my 
computer is on its last legs and sent this before i was finished. 
 
 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: sidra <ladysoul2@gmail.com> 
Date: Fri, Aug 9, 2013 at 7:43 PM 
Subject:  
To: krobertson@hermosabch.org 
 

i have expressed much of this already.  first, E&B has minimal 
insurance in case of  
problems, accidents, or, catastrophes. (we know the city has no 
liability here.) 

worked 35+ yrs in a high stress, high profile career. my home 
here in HB is a life long dream that i was able to accomplish.  
ting.he thought that thru some idiots' decisions 30+ yrs ago 
could/might result in my loosing all i have terrifies me. 

i  live on Monterey and 6th. i couldn't get any closer to the 
drilling site.  
the noise, smells, drilling, air that will impact me horrify's me. 
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all the technical issues are known. go to the Stop Oil facebook 
site and you will see how i feel. so i am expressing my emotional 
issues here. 
 
daily we see spills in the news. just a few days ago in Thailand. 
what in the hell will we 
do if/when that happens here. wipe up the mess with mops ? 
G-d help us. 
why screw up this "dream come true" city.  the folks that live 
here are passionate about this city. think of what it will be like 
if something happens here.  it's always about money. 

how can anyone possibly believe an oil company ?  we all know 
this exact company already screwed up. what the F--K else do 
we need to know. it's not like E&B has never failed, they have. 

it is incomprehensible to me that we would even be considering 
this. what a huge waste of time, money, energy, spirits this has 
been. altho i must say i have met more of my neighbors. isn't 
that how people unite, when they have a common enemy ? 

please do whatever your job requires you to do. i understand 
you will be develoing th  
e verbiage for the ballot. kindly deep us in mind. i realize you 
must be unbiased, but in some way you will and do have 
influence.  
PLEASE USE YOUR INFLUENCE WISELY. 
thank you for your time. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

Sidra Wieder 
618 Monterey Blvd 
310-937-9770 
ladysoul2@gmail.com  
 
 
 

H-Individuals-461 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project



H-Individuals-462 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Typewritten Text
WilliamsA-1

Brittney
Typewritten Text
WilliamsA-2

Brittney
Typewritten Text
WilliamsA-3

Brittney
Typewritten Text
WilliamsA-4

Brittney
Typewritten Text
WilliamsA-5

Brittney
Typewritten Text
WilliamsA-6

Brittney
Typewritten Text
WilliamsA-7

Brittney
Typewritten Text
WilliamsA-14

Brittney
Typewritten Text
WilliamsA-8

Brittney
Typewritten Text
WilliamsA-9

Brittney
Typewritten Text
WilliamsA-10

Brittney
Typewritten Text
WilliamsA-11

Brittney
Typewritten Text
WilliamsA-12

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Line

Brittney
Typewritten Text
WilliamsA-13



H-Individuals-463 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Typewritten Text
WilliamsJ-1

Brittney
Typewritten Text
WilliamsJ-2

Brittney
Typewritten Text
WilliamsJ-3

Brittney
Typewritten Text
WilliamsJ-4



From:                              Tom Williams [ctwilliams2012@yahoo.com] 
Sent:                               Monday, August 12, 2013 7:38 AM 
To:                                   Philip Friedl; Ken Robertson; staceyarmato@gmail.com; g.j.schmeltzer@att.net 
Subject:                          Re: E&B Application EIR Scoping 
  
pdf.pic version become a waste of time if you want comments on it 
  
can you send a doc file or a copiable pdf?? 
  
Can help some 
  
Tom 
  
From: Philip Friedl <p_friedl@yahoo.com> 
To: Ken Robertson <krobertson@hermosabch.org>  
Sent: Sunday, August 11, 2013 10:47 PM 
Subject: E&B Application EIR Scoping 
 
Ken, 
 
Please submit to the record for the EIR scope.  
 
Thanks, 
Phil Friedl 
 
 
 
 
 

Page 1 of 1

8/29/2013file://I:\Hermosa Beach\NOP\Comments on NOP\Tom Williams, Phil Friedl.htm

H-Individuals-464 E&B Oil Drilling & Production Project

Brittney
Rectangle

Brittney
Typewritten Text
WilliamsT-1



1

Brittney

From: 3103396290@vzwpix.com
Sent: Monday, August 12, 2013 11:26 PM
To: Ken Robertson
Subject: Scope of the Environmental Impact Report - Comments and Concerns

Please Mr. Robertson I want Hermosa Beach to thrive as a beautiful beach city for our 
children's well being and the well being of this planet. I'm outraged by this possible action 
that will allow the ability for an oil pipe to reside in my city Hermosa Beach. I've been so 
stressed worried thinking how our future would be if there ever were an accident that could 
or maybe would can occur in our Pacific Ocean with our children our fish our beautiful marine 
birds. Please Mr. Robertson help keep our beautiful beach healthy and beautiful by now 
allowing any company to bring in danger or possible harm to our beach. 
Thank you 
Sandra Yokoo 
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Hermosa Beach NOP Comments and Responses 
August 2013 

NOP Commenters 
Code Author Date 

Applicant 
E&B E&B August 12, 2013 

Government Agency 
CRB City of Redondo Beach August 5, 2013 
DOC Department of Conservation August 5, 2013 
CSDLAC County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County August 5, 2013 
CLAFD County of Los Angeles Fire Department August 7, 2013 
CCC California Coastal Commission August 14, 2013 
DOT Department of Transportation August 13, 2013 
AQMD South Coast Air Quality Management District August 14, 2013 
NAHC Native American Heritage Commission July 23, 2013 
CSLC California State Lands Commission August 9, 2013 

Organization 
EW Earthworks August 15, 2013 
CCSC Citizens Coalition for a Safe Community August 12, 2013 
NRDC Natural Resources Defense Coucil August 12, 2013 
STOP STOP Hermosa Beach Oil August 12, 2013 
LAWK Los Angeles Waterkeeper August 12, 2013 
SRF Surfrider Foundation August 12, 2013 
CWS California Water Service Company August 15, 2013 
CBD Center for Biological Diversity August 12, 2013 
SCG Southern California Gas Company August 12, 2013 
SIERRA Sierra Club August 12, 2013 
HTB Heal the Bay August 12, 2013 

Private Citizen 
AlleyR Robb Alley July 25, 2013 
AnonymousA Anonymous A  Date not legible 
AnonymousB Anonymous B July 24, 2013 
AnonymousC Anonymous C August 8, 2013 
AnonymousD Anonymous D Unknown 
AnonymousE Anonymous E Unknown 
AnonymousF Anonymous F Unknown 
AnonymousG Anonymous G August 13, 2013 
AnonymousH Anonymous H August 13, 2013 
AnonymousI Anonymous I August 13, 2013 
AnonymousJ Anonymous J August 13, 2013 
AndersonB Becher Anderson August 11, 2013 
AndrewsD Dave Andrews August 10, 2013 
AriasJ Joan (and Ronald) Arias July 31, 2013 
AvolE Ed Avol August 9, 2013 
BarraganN Nanette Barragan August 12, 2013 
BacallaoJ Jose Bacallao August 12, 2013 
BarronK Kathy Barron July 31, 2013 
BasuP Pratik Basu August 11, 2013 
BehmM Matthew Mehm August 13, 2013 
BeiselM Myra Beisel August 3, 2013 
BerjonneauA Arcadia Berjonneau July 11, 2013 
BermanC Claudia Berman August 9, 2013 
BoughtonT Taiisa Boughton August 9, 2013 



BuchananW William Buchanan  July 24, 2013 
BurgerR Rachel Burger July 15, 2013 
CarolloS Steve Carollo August 5, 2013 
CasadyC Cort Casady August 3, 2013 
ClaarT Tim Claar July 24, 2013 
CobleJ Jack Coble August 10, 2013 

CoarC Celeste Coar 
July 24, 2013, 
August 9, 2013 

CollinsD Doug Collins July 28, 2013 
CollinsM Michael Collins August 11, 2013 

CoxA 
Anna Cox, also see Public Scoping Meeting 
Transcript 

August 8, 2013 

CuljatR Roman Culjat August 13, 2013 

DarcyS Susan Darcy 
July 30, 2013, 
August 11, 2013 

DavidsonJ Joan Davidson August 12, 2013 
DoboshR Ron Dobosh August 9, 2013 
DohertyC Charles Doherty  July 24, 2013 
EhsanM Monique Ehsan August 7, 2013 
Elizabeth Elizabeth [last name not given] July 29, 2013 
EllmanB Barbara Ellman August 11, 2013 
EnoM Mary Eno August 13, 2013 
EvansS Suzanne Ackerman-Evans August 1, 2013 
FACT Fact Sheet (unknown submission) August 12, 2013 
FeltonM Melissa Felton July 17, 2013 
FischerH Heather Fischer July 19, 2013 

FortunatoR Robert Fortunato 
July 31, 2013, 
August 7, 2013 

FraenkelS Stacy Fraenkel August 9, 2013 
FrancoisD Dean Francois August 12, 2013 
FrantzS Scott Frantz Unknown 

FriedlP Phil Friedl 
August 11, 2013, 
August 13, 2013 

FritchJ Jan J. Fritch July 24, 2013 
Gary Gary [last name not given] July 24, 2013 
GellerM Michelle Geller October 10, 2013 
GenelO Oscar Genel August 12, 2013 
GerberK Kathleen Gerber August 9, 2013 
GrayG Gordon (and Alison) Gray  August 5, 2013 
GrossmanK Karl Grossman October 10, 2013 
HarnerA Andrew Harner August 9, 2013 
HeblS Scott Hebl August 5, 2013 
HegenE Emily Hegenberger  August 11, 2013 
HempelmannA Ann Hempelmann August 8,2013 
InskeepD Dan Inskeep July 29, 2013 
KersgardM Mike Kersgard July 24, 2013 
KielyS Susan Kiely August 13, 2013 
LaemmleA Alyse Laemmie August 8, 2013 
LaMonicaD David LaMonica August 9, 2013 
LandisC Catherine Landis Date not legible 
LangeJ Judy (and John) Lange August 9, 2013 
LangeJA Jani Lange August 12, 2013 
LauzonD Dylan Lauzon Unknown 
LeeI Ian Lee-Leviten August 12, 2013 



LongacreH Howard Longacre August 12, 2013 
MarchantV Vince Marchant August 11, 2013 
MasonA Allan Mason August 8, 2013 
MayM Marvin May August 11, 2013 
McGinityT Tim McGinity August 12, 2013 
MidstokkeK Kathleen Midstokke August 12, 2013 

MillerJ John Miller 
July 12, 20, 27, 
August 2, 2013, 
August 6, 2013 

MillerL Linsey Miller Date not legible 
MillerS Susan Miller July 24, 2013  
MorganJ Johnnie Morgan July 24, 2013 
MorleyT Tom Morley August 11, 2013 
MorrisL Lou Morris August 10, 2013 
NavinC Craig Navin August 12, 2013 
NelsonD Dency Nelson August 11, 2013 
NelsonM Moira Nelson August 11, 2013 
NorthupT Thomas Northup July 17, 2013 
OkadaK Kayoko Okada August 11, 2013 
PallaM Marci Palla August 6, 2013 
PaulS Sharon Paul August 9, 2013 
PerrottiS S. Perotti July 24, 2013 
PizerL Lauren Pizer August 12, 2013 
PopeL Lynne Pope August 9, 2013 
Power Power Family July 16, 2013 
PrenterC Chris Prenter Unknown 
PrenterCl Claudia Prenter August 11, 2013 
PruetzR Rick Pruetz July 24, 2013 
PulciniJ June Pulcini August 11, 2013 
RadinM Marc Radin July 13, 2013 
RasmussenR Robert Rasmussen October 10, 2013 
Robert Robert Unknown 
RocchioR Rose Rocchio August 12, 2013 
RosenbergerJ Jim Rosenberger July 24, 2013 

SaboB Barbara Sabo 
September 10, 
2013 

SarnoS Susan Sarno August 11, 2013 
SaxeM Mary Saxe  July 24, 2013 
ScheerF Frederic Scheer July 23, 2013 
SchlottigK Karl John Schlottig August 12, 2013 
SchneiderP Polly Schneider August 12, 2013 
SchneiderR Rochelle Schneider August 12, 2013 
SealS Steve Seal August 10, 2013 
SeymourR Raul Seymour August 14, 2013 
ShamieR Rena Joy Shamie August 12, 2013 
SiegelR Ron Siegel August 12, 2013 

SilvermanD Dan Silverman 
August 9, 2013, 
August 13, 2013 

SotoL Letricia Soto August 9, 2013 
SousaK Kevin Sousa Unknown 
SowersD Dennis Sowers September 5, 2013 
StablerL Lael Stabler August 12, 2013 
StaufferR Renee Stauffer August 12, 2013 
StemigE E.J. Stemig August 4, 2013 



StepaniukS Stephen Stepaniuk July 30, 2013 
StevensJ Jim Stevens August 9, 2013 
SwinehartS Shad Swinehart August 12, 2013 
TeerB Bob Teer July 24, 2013 
TongS Saetia Tong August 13, 2013 
ValcourtA Andrea Valcourt August 5, 2013 
VillegasV Vanessa Villegas August 12, 2013 
VottoR Rebecca Votto Date not legible 
WarrenZ Zachary D. Warren July 21, 2013 
WatersR Ray Waters August 10, 2013 
WheelerS Sara Wheeler Unknown 
WiederS Sidra Wieder August 9, 2013 
WilliamsA Anne Williams July 24, 2013 
WilliamsJ John C. Williams, PhD August 14, 2013 
WilliamsT Tom Williams August 12, 2013 
TaniguchiA Ann Taniguchi August 11, 2013 
Transcript Public Scoping Meeting Transcript July 24, 2013 

MorganY 
Yoni Morgan (see Public Scoping Meeting 
Transcript) 

July 24, 2013 

AvilarJ 
Jose Avilar (see Public Scoping Meeting 
Transcript) 

July 24, 2013 

OaksJ 
Julie Oaks (see Public Scoping Meeting 
Transcript) 

July 24, 2013 

CutraroM 
Matt Cutraro (see Public Scoping Meeting 
Transcript) 

July 24, 2013 

AndrewsD 
Dick Andrews (see Public Scoping Meeting 
Transcript) 

July 24, 2013 

AsuzaP 
Patty Asuza (see Public Scoping Meeting 
Transcript) 

July 24, 2013 

FottC 
Charles Fott (see Public Scoping Meeting 
Transcript) 

July 24, 2013 

Jessica Jessica (see Public Scoping Meeting Transcript) July 24, 2013 
Cheryl Cheryl (see Public Scoping Meeting Transcript) July 24, 2013 

RobertsE 
Elma Roberts (see Public Scoping Meeting 
Transcript) 

July 24, 2013 

SchneiderK 
Karl Schneider (see Public Scoping Meeting 
Transcript) 

July 24, 2013 

FaddenT 
Tommy Fadden (see Public Scoping Meeting 
Transcript) 

July 24, 2013 

LangJ 
Johnny Lang (see Public Scoping Meeting 
Transcript) 

July 24, 2013 

FregalB 
Bill Fregal (see Public Scoping Meeting 
Transcript) 

July 24, 2013 

NegliaR 
Rene Neglia (see Public Scoping Meeting 
Transcript) 

July 24, 2013 

CesarK 
Kevin Cesar (see Public Scoping Meeting 
Transcript) 

July 24, 2013 

HouserG 
George Houser (see Public Scoping Meeting 
Transcript) 

July 24, 2013 

PathologerC 
Craig Pathologer (see Public Scoping Meeting 
Transcript) 

July 24, 2013 

FenderA 
Ann Fender (see Public Scoping Meeting 
Transcript) 

July 24, 2013 

HopeL Lynn Hope (see Public Scoping Meeting July 24, 2013 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Transcript) 

ChampelR 
Rick Champel  (see Public Scoping Meeting 
Transcript) 

July 24, 2013 

MillerC 
Chris Miller (see also Public Scoping Meeting 
Transcript) 

July 24, 2013, 
August 12, 2013 

AzusaD 
David Azusa (see Public Scoping Meeting 
Transcript) 

July 24, 2013 

CollinsM 
Mike Collins (see Public Scoping Meeting 
Transcript) 

July 24, 2013 

WorleyT 
Tom Worley (see Public Scoping Meeting 
Transcript) 

July 24, 2013 

WilliamsT 
Tom Williams (see Public Scoping Meeting 
Transcript) 

July 24, 2013 

CashenW 
Will Cashen (see Public Scoping Meeting 
Transcript) 

July 24, 2013 

Martha Martha (see Public Scoping Meeting Transcript) July 24, 2013 

QuanA 
Arco Quan (see Public Scoping Meeting 
Transcript) 

July 24, 2013 

ScottA Amber Scott July 27, 2013 
Stacy Stacy (see Public Scoping Meeting Transcript) July 24, 2013 
TracyJ Jack Tracy August 12, 2013 
TurnbowB Brandi Turnbow August 12, 2013 
KeeganK Kristine Keegan August 12, 2013 
WiebeB Brad Wiebe August 12, 2013 
YokooS Sandra Yokoo August 12, 2013 



 
 
 

NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
 Applicant  

E&B-1 
Section 2.4.2.2, Phase 2 Construction and Drilling Activities, 

Subsection: Phase 2 Installation of Temporary Production 
Equipment; Section 4.2.4.1, Design Features 

Closed-loop system, air 
quality, odor 

E&B-2 Section 2.4.5.1, Phase 4 Processing and Operations, Subsection: 
Phase 4 Safety and Security Systems; Section 2.4.2.2, Phase 2 

Construction and Drilling Activities, Subsection: Phase 2 
Installation of Temporary Production Equipment; Section 

4.8.1.2, Risk Assessment Methodology, Subsection: Facility 
Quantitative Risk Assessment Approach. 

Plant safety, emergency 
isolation valves, hazards 

E&B-3 Section 2.4.2.2, Phase 2 Construction and Drilling Activities, 
Subsection: Phase 2 Installation of Temporary Production 

Equipment 

Operations, safety 
devices, monitoring 

E&B-4 Section 2.4.2.2, Phase 2 Construction and Drilling Activities, 
Subsection: Drilling, Casing and Completion of Wells; Section 
4.8.4.4, Release Scenarios at the Proposed Oil Project Site and 

Pipeline Route, Subsection: Drilling Releases 

Blowout prevention 

E&B-5 Applicant design features discussed in each related issue area 
section. 

Exceeding requirements 
of onshore facilities 

E&B-6 Section 4.8.4.7, Risk Analysis of the Proposed Oil Project Site 
and Pipelines, Subsection:Past Risk Assessment Studies 

Bercha QRA 

E&B-7 Section 2.4.5.1, Phase 4 Processing and Operations, Subsection: 
Phase 4 Safety and Security Systems; 

Monitoring 
Plans/Programs 

-- Section 4.2, Mitigation Measure 4.2-5d and Residual Impacts Air Monitoring Program 
-- Section 4.2, Mitigation Measure 4.2-5c and Residual Impacts Odor Minimization Plan 
-- Section 4.7.3.2, Proposed Project Design Features, Subsection: 

Phase 4 
Subsidence Monitoring 
Program 

-- Section 4.7.3.2, Proposed Project Design Features, Subsection: 
Phase 4 

Induced Seismicity 
Monitoring Program 

-- Section 4.11.4.1, Proposed Oil Project Noise Impacts & 
Mitigation, Subsection: Project Phase 2- Drilling and Testing 

Noise Monitoring 
Program 

-- Section 4.11.4.1, Proposed Oil Project Noise Impacts & 
Mitigation, Subsection: Project Phase 2- Drilling and Testing 

Drilling Quiet Mode Plan 

E&B-8 Section 4.2.4.1, Design Features Closed-loop design, odor 
E&B-9 Section 4.13.6.2, Project Trip Generation Traffic 
E&B-10 

See Section 4.7 
Storm water collection, 
erosion, siltation 
(geology) 

E&B-11 Section 4.9.4.4, Impacts, Subsection: Drainage Patterns Flooding (hydrology) 
E&B-12 Section 2.4.2.2, Phase 2 Construction and Drilling Activities, 

Subsection: Drilling, Casing and Completion of Wells; Section 
2.4.5, Drill Remaining Wells 

Drilling mud 

E&B-13 Section 2.4.2.2, Phase 2 Construction and Drilling Activities, 
Subsection: Drilling, Casing and Completion of Wells 

Drilling mud 

 Organization  
EW-1 *Noted General 
EW-2 Section 4.8, Safety, Risk of Upset and Hazards Hazards 
EW-3 Section 4.2, Air Quality and GHGs Air quality 
EW-4 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic Traffic, hazards 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
EW-5 

*Noted 
General, summation of 
comments 

CCSC-1 

The terminology and contents are finalized in the DEIR 

Inconsistent information, 
request for Scoping 
Report by 9/16/13 and 
monthly updates through 
12/23/13. 

CCSC-2 The distribution of the DEIR will be after 1/6/14. DEIR release date 
CCSC-3 State clearinghouse requires an executive summary.  All other 

documents will be available at the City 
Electronic availability 

CCSC-4 Review period has been set at 60 days Review period extension 
CCSC-5 

Documents will be electronic and searchable 
Digitally searchable 
DEIR 

CCSC-6 Alternatives are discussed in the EIR section 5 and 6 Scoping materials 
CCSC-7 The administrative record will be available at the City Bibliography 
CCSC-8 See section 6 Controversies 
CCSC-9 CEQA does not require a COST VS. BENEFIT ANALYSIS.  

The HIA and COST VS. BENEFIT ANALYSIS are available 
under separate cover 

Incorporation of HIA and 
Cost vs. Benefit Analysis 

CCSC-10 
The project application is available at the City 

Inclusion of articles in 
appendices 

CCSC-11 
Technologies are discussed under each issue area as applicable 

Inclusion of latest 
technologies 

CCSC-12 
The project application is available at the City 

Comment period 
extension 

CCSC-13 See section 2 of the DEIR Applicant objectives 
CCSC-14 See section 5 and 6 of the DEIR Alternatives 
CCSC-15 See section 5 and 6 of the DEIR Alternatives, sites 
CCSC-16 See section 4.7 Local economy 
CCSC-17 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis report Local economy 
CCSC-18 Any changes to the project description would require additional 

CEQA review 
Prohibiting activities 
outside of PD 

CCSC-19 See section 2 and individual issue areas for a discussion of 
scoping area 

Assessments over entire 
project area 

CCSC-20 Both drilling and operations have been kept in Phase 4. Addition of fifth phase 
CCSC-21 *Noted PD disapproval 
CCSC-22 This level of detail is not available from the Applicant and is not 

needed to conduct a CEQA assessment. 
Preliminary draft plan 
request 

CCSC-23 Mineral rights parcels have not been addressed as they are not 
needed to conduct a CEQA analysis 

Properties 

CCSC-24 Section 2.4.7, Project Life and Decommissioning Abandonment 
CCSC-25 See DEIR section 5 and 6 Alternatives 
CCSC-26 Additional information sources, including DOGGR and CSLC, 

were utilized and referenced in the DEIR 
Sector setting, 
assessment, mitigation 

CCSC-27 See section 2 and 4.2, Air Quality Air, odors 
CCSC-28 

See section 2 and 4.2, Air Quality 
Odor and gaseous 
emissions control 
programs 

CCSC-29 See section 2 and 4.2, Air Quality Air Resources Sector 
CCSC-30 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases GHGs 
CCSC-31 See Section 4.9, Hydrology Water resources 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
CCSC-32 See Section 4.7, Geology Geology 
CCSC-33 

See Section 4.9, Hydrology 
Physiography and 
bathymetry 

CCSC-34 This information will be developed by DOGGR as appropriate 
and under the existing State rules and regulations.   

Statigraphy 

CCSC-35 
See Section 4.7, Geology.  Many of these items are beyond the 

scope of the DEIR 

Structure, faults, 
seismicity, ground 
movements 

CCSC-36 
See section 4.2, air quality.  DOGGR would establish casing and 

sub-surface requirements. 

Mineral resources, 
regulations, ground 
movement response and 
monitoring 

CCSC-37 
See Section 4.7, Geology and subsidence issues and mitigation, 

and section 4.2, air quality 

Mineral resources, 
regulations, ground 
movement response and 
monitoring 

CCSC-38 See section 4.8, Safety and Risk Hazards 
CCSC-39 See section 4.3, Biology, and section 4.9, Hydrology Biological resources 
CCSC-40 See section 4.4, Cultural.  Seafloor items would not be impacted 

by the project. 
Cultural resources 

CCSC-41 See section 4.10 Land Use. Land Use 
CCSC-42 See section 4.10 Land Use. Recreation, tourism 
CCSC-43 Socioeconomic issues are discussed under the Cost vs. Benefit 

Analysis under separate cover 
Socioeconomics 

CCSC-44 
See section 4.8, Safety and Risk, and section 4.6, Fire Protection 

Other infrastructure 
utilities and services 

CCSC-45 
See section 7 

Cumulative effects, 
growth inducement 

CCSC-46 Socioeconomic issues are discussed under the Cost vs. Benefit 
Analysis under separate cover 

Environmental justice 

CCSC-A 
*Noted 

Public statements by 
E&B 

CCSC-B 
*Noted 

Scoping and EIR process 
disapproval 

CCSC-C 
*Noted 

Public statements by 
applicant 

CCSC-D 
*Noted 

General summation of 
comments 

NRDC-1 *Noted General 
NRDC-2 See Sections 2.0, 4.2, 4.3, 4.4, 4.7, 4.13, 4.14, 5.0 Scope of work 
NRDC-3 Section 2.4.2.1, Phase 2 Site Geology and Drilling Objectives Method of drilling 
NRDC-4 

See section 2, project description.   
Well stimulation, 
production methods 

NRDC-5 
*Noted 

General, project 
description clarification 

NRDC-6 *Noted General, summation 
STOP-1 *Noted General 
STOP-2 *Noted EIR preparation process 
STOP-3 

*Noted 
Applicant public 
announcements 

STOP-4 *Noted General 
STOP-5 The terminology and contents are finalized in the DEIR Request for new scoping 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
report 

STOP-6 The distribution of the DEIR will be after 1/6/14. DEIR circulation date 
STOP-7 

State clearinghouse requires an executive summary.  All other 
documents will be available at the City 

Electronic availability 
through CA 
Clearinghouse  

STOP-8 Review period has been set at 60 days Extended review period 
STOP-9 

Documents will be electronic and searchable 
Digitally searchable 
DEIR 

STOP-10 
Alternatives are discussed in the EIR section 5 and 6 

Alternatives not 
referenced in Scoping 
materials 

STOP-11 
The administrative record will be available at the City 

Bibliography made 
available prior to DEIR 

STOP-12 
See section 6 

List controversies and 
differences of opinion 

STOP-13 CEQA does not require a Cost vs. Benefit Analysis.  The HIA 
and Cost vs. Benefit Analysis are available under separate cover 

Applicant public 
announcements 

STOP-14 The project application is available at the City.  Technologies are 
discussed under each issue area as applicable 

Applicant PR claims 

STOP-15 The project application is available at the City Scoping/CEQA process 
STOP-16 See section 2, 5 and 6 of the DEIR Project purpose and needs 
STOP-17 

See section 2, 5 and 6 of the DEIR 
More specific terms than 
“maximize”/”minimize” 

STOP-18 
See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis report 

Production/injection 
altering economic 
benefits to city 

STOP-19 
See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis report 

Socioeconomic 
consideration 

STOP-20 
Any changes to the project description would require additional 

CEQA review 

Prohibition of activities 
not within project 
description 

STOP-21 See section 2.  Worst case operational parameters are used 
throughout the EIR 

Worst-case considered 

STOP-22 
See section 4.3, Biology.   

Evaluation of entire 
project area 

STOP-23 Both drilling and operations have been kept in Phase 4. Add Phase 5 
STOP-24 

*Noted 
Project description 
incomplete 

STOP-25 This level of detail is not available from the Applicant and is not 
needed to conduct a CEQA assessment. 

Engineering designs 

STOP-26 This level of detail is not available from the Applicant and is not 
needed to conduct a CEQA assessment. 

Preliminary drafts 

STOP-27 Mineral rights parcels have not been addressed as they are not 
needed to conduct a CEQA analysis 

Property boundaries 

STOP-28 Section 2.4.7, Project Life and Decommissioning Abandonment 
STOP-29 See DEIR section 5 and 6 Alternatives 
STOP-30 See DEIR section 2 NOP/IS 
STOP-31 Additional information sources, including DOGGR and CSLC, 

were utilized and referenced in the DEIR 
Bias 

STOP-32 Other information sources are utilized in addition to the 
Applicant studies.   

Sources for inclusion 

STOP-33 See each issue area for the thresholds used. Methodology, 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
significance criteria 

STOP-34 
See section 7 for a discussion of issues of known controversy 

Controversy, difference 
of opinion 

STOP-35 
See each issue area for the thresholds used. 

Significance criteria, 
mitigation 

STOP-36 See section 2 and the table of contents glossary Terminology, glossary 
STOP-37 

The application and administrative record is located at the City 
Applicant public 
statements included in 
DEIR 

STOP-38 
See section 8 

Draft mitigation 
monitoring and reporting 
plan 

STOP-39 See section 4.2, Air Quality.   Significance of project 
STOP-40 

See section 4.2, Air Quality.   
Odor and gaseous 
emissions 

STOP-41 See section 4.2, Air Quality.   Air resources 
STOP-42 See section 4.2, Air Quality.   Odor, air 
STOP-43 See section 4.2, Air Quality.   GHGs 
STOP-44 See section 4.3, Biology, and section 4.9, Hydrology Water, groundwater 
STOP-45 See section 4.9, Hydrology Wastewater 
STOP-46 See section 4.9, Hydrology Full water balance model 
STOP-47 See Section 4.7, Geology Geology bibliography 
STOP-48 This level of detail is not available from the Applicant and is not 

needed to conduct a CEQA assessment. 
Applicant geology 
information  

STOP-49 
This level of detail is not needed to conduct a CEQA assessment. 

Topography, barythmetry 
modeling 

STOP-50 This information will be developed by DOGGR as appropriate 
and under the existing State rules and regulations.   

Stratigraphy 

STOP-51 This information will be developed by DOGGR as appropriate 
and under the existing State rules and regulations.   

Stratigraphy 

STOP-52 See Section 4.7, Geology Geology 
STOP-53 See Section 4.7, Geology Geology 
STOP-54 See Section 4.7, Geology Geology 
STOP-55 See Section 4.7, Geology.  Many of these items are beyond the 

scope of the DEIR 
Barythmetry/elevation 

STOP-56 See Section 4.7, Geology.  Many of these items are beyond the 
scope of the DEIR 

Elevation 

STOP-57 See Section 4.7, Geology Geology 
STOP-58 

See Section 4.7, Geology 
Non gradation as basis for 
significance 

STOP-59 See Section 4.7, Geology Geology 
STOP-60 This information will be developed by DOGGR as appropriate 

and under the existing State rules and regulations.   
DOGGR 

STOP-61 Noted Regulations 
STOP-62 

See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis report under separate cover 
Mineral resources, 
financial effects 

STOP-63 
See section 4.7, Geology 

Migratory pathway, 
DOGGR 

STOP-64 This information will be developed by DOGGR as appropriate 
and under the existing State rules and regulations.   

Mineral resources 

STOP-65 See section 4.2, Air Quality Odor, air 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
STOP-66 This information will be developed by DOGGR as appropriate 

and under the existing State rules and regulations.   
Enhanced oil and gas 
recovery plan 

STOP-67 
See Section 4.7, Geology 

Seismic monitoring 
station 

STOP-68 This information will be developed by DOGGR as appropriate 
and under the existing State rules and regulations.   

Well for disposal 
purposes 

STOP-69 This information will be developed by DOGGR as appropriate 
and under the existing State rules and regulations.   

DOGGR 

STOP-70 See section 4.2, Air Quality NORMs 
STOP-71 This information will be developed by DOGGR as appropriate 

and under the existing State rules and regulations.   
Regulations 

STOP-72 See section 2 Project Description, and 4.7, Geology.   Tidelands, hazards 
STOP-73 See section 4.2, Air Quality and Section 4.8, Safety Hazards 
STOP-74 See section 4.3, Biology, and section 4.9, Hydrology Biology 
STOP-75 See Section 4.7, Geology Biology 
STOP-76 See section 4.3, Biology and Section 4.7, Geology Biology 
STOP-77 See section 4.4, Cultural.  Seafloor items would not be impacted 

by the project. 
Cultural resources 

STOP-78 See section 4.10 Land Use. Land use 
STOP-79 See section 4.10 Land Use. Land use 
STOP-80 Socioeconomic issues are discussed under the Cost vs. Benefit 

Analysis under separate cover 
Land use 

STOP-81 Mineral leases are not a CEQA issue and are not discussed in the 
EIR 

Land use 

STOP-82 Subsurface abandonment requirements are managed by DOGGR Subsurface properties 
STOP-83 See section 4.10 Land Use. Recreation 
STOP-84 See section 4.8, Safety, for the significance thresholds Recreation/tourism 
STOP-85 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis report under separate cover Recreation/tourism 
STOP-86 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis report under separate cover Socioeconomics 
STOP-87 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis report under separate cover Socioeconomics 
STOP-88 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis report under separate cover Socioeconomics 
STOP-89 See section 4.8, Safety Utilities 
STOP-90 See section 4.8, Safety, 4.6 Fire Protection and 4.9 Hydrology Utilities 
STOP-91 

See section 7 
Applicant transfer of 
property 

STOP-92 
See section 7 

Promotion of oil 
production in other 
cities/offshore 

STOP-93 
See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis report under separate cover 

North vs. south city 
image 

STOP-94 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis report under separate cover Environmental justice 
STOP-95 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Costs vs. benefit analysis 
LAWK-1 See section 2, section 4.7 Geology and section 4.8, Safety General 
LAWK-2 

See section 4.8, Safety. DOGGR manages abandoned wells. 
Abandoned wells, 
hazards 

LAWK-3 See section 4.7, Geology Geology, hazards 
LAWK-4 

See section 4.7, Geology 
Geology (onshore and 
offshore) 

LAWK-5 See section 4.7, Geology and 4.9 Hydrology Pollution of aquifers 
LAWK-6 Section 4.14.1.2, Water Supply Water supply 
LAWK-7 See 4.9 Hydrology Water quality standards 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
LAWK-8 See section 2.  DOGGR manages down-hole activities. High rate gravel packing 
LAWK-9 Section 4.3.1.2, Rare, Endangered, and Special Status Species, 

Subsection: Western Snowy Plover 
Biology 

SRF-1 
See section 4.3, Biology and 4.9 Hydrology 

Biology (Marine 
Protected Areas) 

SRF-2 
Section 3.0, Cumulative Projects 

Cumulative Project 
Impacts 

-- 
Section 6.0, Impacts and Comparison of Alternatives 

Impacts from pipeline 
and well construction 
onshore/offshore 

-- Section 4.3.4, Project Impacts and Mitigation Measures; Section 
4.9.4.4, Impacts 

Oil Spill Impact to SMB 

SRF-3 
*Noted 

Concerns encapsulated in 
project application 

SRF-4 See section 4.9 Hydrology Grading and erosion 
SRF-5 Appendix A, Remedial Action Plan Contaminated soil 
SRF-6 See section 4.1 Aesthetics Construction impacts 
SRF-7 Section 4.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources; Section 4.11, 

Noise and Vibration, Land Use section 4.10 
Noise, aesthetics 

SRF-8 Section 4.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources Aesthetics 
SRF-9 

Section 2.4.6, Parking Requirements 
Recreation, aesthetics, 
parking 

SRF-10 
Section 2.4.6, Parking Requirements 

Public overcrowding of 
areas (parking) 

SRF-11 Section 4.9, Hydrology Water 
SRF-12 Section 4.9, Hydrology Groundwater 
SRF-13 Section 2.4.2.2, Phase 2 Construction and Drilling Activities, 

Section 4.14, Water Resources 
Water reinjection 

SRF-14 Section 2.4.2.2, Phase 2 Construction and Drilling Activities, 
Section 4.14, Water Resources 

Water reinjection 

SRF-15 
See section 4.7, Geology and 4.9 Hydrology Section 4.14, Water 

Resources, Discussion of Impacts WR.3, WR.4 

Seepage Water-
reinjection causing 
subsidence 

SRF-16 Section 4.14.1.2, Water Supply Projected supply of water 
SRF-17 Section 4.14.1.2, Water Supply Recycled water supply 
SRF-18 Section 2.4.2.1, Phase 2 Site Geology and Drilling Objectives; 

Section 2.4.2.2, Phase 2 Construction and Drilling Activities; 
Section 4.14, Water Resources.  The Applicant indicates in 
Application materials that some acidizing may take place. 

Well stimulation method 

SRF-19 
See section 2 

Drill muds (chemicals 
used) 

SRF-20 
See section 4.7 Geology 

Geology- subsidence 
onshore/offshore 

SRF-21 See section 4.7 Geology Geology 
SRF-22 See section 4.7 Geology Geology 
SRF-23 See section 4.7 Geology Geology 
SRF-24 See section 4.7 Geology Geology 
SRF-25 See section 4.7 Geology Geology 
SRF-26 See section 4.7 Geology Directional drilling 
SRF-27 Section 4.3, Biological Resources, Discussion of Impact BIO.2; 

Section 4.8, Safety, Risk of Upset and Hazards, Section 4.9 
Dispersants, hazards 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
Hydrology 

SRF-28 *Noted. The distribution of the DEIR will be after the 2013 
holiday season. 

General, DEIR 
distribution dates 

CWS-1 *Noted General 
CWS-2 

See section 4.9 Hydrology 
Produced water, 
hazardous chemicals, 
groundwater 

CWS-3 See section 4.9 Hydrology Groundwater 
CWS-4 

Section 4.14.1.2, Water Supply 
Potable and recycled 
water 

CBD-1 
*Noted 

General disapproval, 
introduction to comments 

CBD-2 See Section 2.  Section 2 will define the project and will become 
a limit on the activities that can be performed.  No steam 

injection, gas lift, etc, has been proposed.  Some acidizing may 
be performed as per the Applicant. 

Fracking 

CBD-3 See section 2.  The site would be self-contained and DOGGR 
regulates well installations to prevent fresh water contamination. 

Acidization 

CBD-4 See section 2.  No steam injection is proposed.  CEQA requires 
the examination of the proposed project. 

Steam injection 

CBD-5 See section 2.  CEQA requires the examination of the proposed 
project. 

Enhanced recovery 
techniques 

CBD-6 
See section 2 

Potential characteristics 
of wells (depths, 
horizontal lengths, etc.) 

CBD-7 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases Air quality 
CBD-8 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases Air quality (VOCs and 

NOx) 
CBD-9 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases Air quality (VOCs) 
CBD-10 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases Air quality (NMHCs) 
CBD-11 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases Air quality (particulate 

matter) 
CBD-12 

Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases 
Air quality (hydrogen 
sulfide) 

CBD-13 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases Air quality (methane) 
CBD-14 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases Climate change 
CBD-15 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases Methane, climate change 
CBD-16 

Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases 
NOx, VOCs, climate 
change 

CBD-17 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases GHGs 
CBD-18 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases Climate change 
CBD-19 See section 4.9 Hydrology  Water 
CBD-20 

See section 2 
Water, Drilling fluids, 
drill cuttings 

CBD-21 See section 2 Water, Hazardous wastes 
CBD-22 See section 2.  Surface pits are not part of the proposed project. Water, Hazardous wastes 
CBD-23 See section 2 and section 4.14 Water Resources Water consumption 
CBD-24 See section 4.9 Hydrology Water impacts 
CBD-25 Section 4.3, Biological Resources Biology 
CBD-26 Section 4.3, Biological Resources Biology 
CBD-27 Section 4.3, Biological Resources Biology, hazards 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
CBD-28 Section 4.3, Biological Resources, Discussion on Impact BIO.1 Biology: Noise pollution 
CBD-29 See section 4.7 Geology Biology, geology 
CBD-30 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases. See Health 

Impact Assessment. 
Public health 

CBD-31 Section 2.4.2.1, Phase 2 Site Geology and Drilling Objectives; 
Section 4.7.1.3, Geologic Hazards 

Fracking, geology 

CBD-32 Section 4.7.1.3, Geologic Hazards Geology 
CBD-33 Section 3.0, Cumulative Projects and each issue area; Section 

5.0, Alternatives 
Cumulative impacts 

CBD-34 These issues are outside the scope of the EIR.  See section 1.0 
for discussion. 

CEQA compliance, 
voting procedure 

SCG-1 Issues related to ROW and existing utilities would be examined 
as part of the permit details and design documents.  Standard 

construction methods would be utilized as required by existing 
regulations. 

Relocation of existing 
natural gas 
pipelines/regulation 
stations 

SCG-2 
Mitigation measures and impacts associated with the gas pipeline 

are addressed under 4.2 Air Quality, 4.8, Safety and Risk, 4.3 
Biological resources. 

Field 
monitoring/environmental 
mitigation during 
construction of natural 
gas facilities 

SIERRA-1 
*Noted 

General disapproval, 
hazards, health, air,  

SIERRA-2 Impact Summary Tables, Class I Impacts Non-mitigatable impacts 
SIERRA-3 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis.  Also, section 4.2, Air Quality, 

section 4.8, Safety and Risk 
Cost analysis 

SIERRA-4 *Noted. The distribution of the DEIR will be after the 2013 
holiday season. 

DEIR release date 

SIERRA-5 Section 4.2, Aesthetics and Visual Resources and Section 2 Aesthetics 
SIERRA-6 Section 4.2, Aesthetics and Visual Resources and Section 2. 

Comparable/typical sites and light levels were assessed to 
determine impacts 

Aesthetics 

SIERRA-7 Section 2.4.5.1, Phase 4 Processing and Operations; Section 
4.1.5.6, Proposed Oil Project Impacts 

Aesthetics- workover rig 

SIERRA-8 Section 2, Section 4.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources Aesthetics 
SIERRA-9 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases Air quality 
SIERRA-10 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases Air quality 
SIERRA-11 

Diesel specifications are set by CARB 
Low-sulfur diesel fuels 
used? 

SIERRA-12 Section 4.3, Biological Resources Biology 
SIERRA-13 

Section 4.9, Hydrology, and 4.3, Biology, provide mitigation 
measures to address spill risk. 

Biology, identify oil 
projects that have not had 
spills 

SIERRA-14 Section 4.9, Hydrology, and 4.3, Biology, provide mitigation 
measures to address spill risk. 

Monitoring/maintenance, 
hazards, aesthetics 

SIERRA-15 See section 4.7 Geology Oil seepage 
SIERRA-16 

See section 4.7 Geology and 4.8 Safety and Risk 
Geology- request for 
simulation video 

SIERRA-17 
See section 4.7 Geology 

Geology- replacing water 
at a 1:1 ratio 

SIERRA-18 
See section 4.7 Geology 

Geology- project 
comparisons 

SIERRA-19/20 See section 4.2, Air Quality  GHGs 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
SIERRA-21 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic Project impacts on transit 
SIERRA-22 Appendix A, Remedial Action Plan Hazards 
SIERRA-23 See section 4.2, Air Quality.  SCAQMD Guidelines have been 

used for all air quality assessments. 
Hazards- comparable 
projects 

SIERRA-24 Section 2.4.2.2, Phase 2 Construction and Drilling Activities, 
Subsection: Phase 2 Installation of Temporary Production 

Equipment; Section 4.2.4.1, Design Features; Section 4.2.4.4, 
Operational Criteria Pollutant Emissions 

Closed-loop system, 
enclosed ground flare 

SIERRA-25 Section 4.8.1.2, Risk Assessment Methodology, Subsection: 
Security Risk 

Hazards- terrorism 

SIERRA-26 
Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases. See Health 

Impact Assessment. 

Hazards- emissions’ 
effect on climate change 
and subsequent effect on 
health/wildlife 

SIERRA-27 
 

See Section 2 and Drilling Chemicals 
Hazards- drilling mud 
makeup 

SIERRA-28 Carbon dioxide would not be measured.  Fire protection 
requirements are discussed in section 4.6, Fire Protection 

Hazards 

SIERRA-29 See Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases Hazards 
SIERRA-30 See section 4.14 Water Resources Water 
SIERRA-31 See section 2 and 4.9 Hydrology Water 
SIERRA-32 See Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases Water 
SIERRA-33 See section 4.10 Land Use and Recreation Land use 
SIERRA-34 See section 4.10 Land Use and Recreation, section 4.13 

Transportation 
Land use 

SIERRA-35 See section 2 Noise 
SIERRA-36 See section 2 Noise 
SIERRA-37 See section 2 and 4.11 Noise Noise 
SIERRA-38 See section 2 and 4.11 Noise Noise 
SIERRA-39 See section 2 and 4.11 Noise Noise 
SIERRA-40 

See section 4.8 Safety and Risk 
Public services- instances 
of fires during drilling at 
other project sites 

SIERRA-41 Section 2.4.6, Parking Requirements Public services 
SIERRA-42 Section 4.10, Land Use/Recreation/Policy Consistency Analysis Recreation 
SIERRA-43 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic Traffic 
SIERRA-44 Section 4.14.1.2, Water Supply Utilities, water 
SIERRA-45 Section 4.14.1.2, Water Supply.  Also see Cost vs. Benefit 

Analysis 
Recycled water 

SIERRA-46 
See Section 4.14, Water Supply 

Water supply may not be 
consistent with 1:1 
replacement of fluids 

SIERRA-47 

See section 4.3 Biology and 4.9 Hydrology 

Tertiary disinfected 
recycled water, toxins to 
water through shale 
cracks 

SIERRA-48 
See Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases 

Effects as stand-alone 
project vs. cumulative 
effects 

SIERRA-49 See section 8 Regulation 
SIERRA-50 *Noted General disapproval 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
HTB-1 

*Noted 
General, revoking 
moratorium on oil, 
alternatives 

HTB-2 
*Noted 

General- Alternatives, 
hazards 

HTB-3 
See section 4.2 Biology and 4.9 Hydrology 

Worst-case scenarios, 
mitigation 

HTB-4 Section 2.0 (see descriptions and figures of Project Site, 
Pipelines, wells, etc.). Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse 

Gases; Section 4.7, Geological Resources/Soils; Section 4.8, 
Safety, Risk of Upset and Hazards and sections 4.2 Biology and 

4.9 Hydrology 

Entire project area, 
hazards, air, geology 

HTB-5 
Appendix A, Remedial Action Plan, section 4.2 Air Quality 

Site prep (cleanup of 
soils) 

HTB-6 
The PV Shelf DDT site is not in the project area   

Cumulative impacts, 
releasing contaminants 
from the sea floor 

HTB-7 
Test well sites have been included.  No other locations are 

available from the Applicant. 

Phase 2 Drilling and 
Testing- bottom-hole 
details, disposal and 
waste 

HTB-8 Table 2.9, Phase 3 and 4 Processing Equipment Listing; Section 
4.2.4.4, Operational Criteria Pollutant Emissions; Impact AQ.3 

Gas flaring, Phase 3, 
health, biology 

HTB-9 Section 4.3, Biological Resources; Section 4.8, Safety, Risk of 
Upset and Hazards 

Hazards, biology 

HTB-10 Section 4.3, Biological Resources; Section 4.8, Safety, Risk of 
Upset and Hazards 

Hazards, biology 

HTB-11 Section 4.7, Geological Resources/Soils and 4.8 Safety and Risk Geology- earthquakes 
HTB-12 Section 4.7, Geological Resources/Soils Geology- subsidence 
HTB-13 Section 4.9.4.4, Impacts; Subsection: Project Site and section 2.  

The site would be designed to not be discharging stormwater 
Storm-water- permitting 

HTB-14 Section 2.4.2.2, Phase 2 Construction and Drilling Activities, 
Subsection: Drilling, Casing and Completion of Wells 

Water, drilling muds, 
hazards 

HTB-15 Section 4.2.1.3, Existing Air Quality Greenhouse Gas Emissions, 
Subsection: Hermosa Beach GHG Emissions 

Climate change- sea level 
rise 

  



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
 Government Agency  

CRB-1 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic 
Significant impacts of 
project-related traffic and 
required truck routes 

CRB-2 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic 
Roadway segments that 
require 24 hour counts 

CRB-3 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic 
Intersections that require 
peak hour turning movement 
counts 

CRB-4 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic and Appendix D 
Traffic counts must be taken 
during a K-12 school 
day/week 

CRB-5 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic 
Components of a significant 
increase in traffic 

CRB-6 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic 
Analyses must be provided 
within 3,000 ft of parcels 

CRB-7 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic 
Weekday morning, 
afternoon and peak hour 
conditions considered 

CRB-8 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic Nonsignalized intersections 

CRB-9 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic 
Traffic analysis component 
requirements 

CRB-10 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic Lane capacities per hour 

CRB-11 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic Ambient growth rate 

CRB-12 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic 
Calculating project-
generated traffic 

CRB-13 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic 
Owner/developer 
responsible for counts. 
Hours and days for counts. 

CRB-14 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic 
24-hour count hours and 
days 

CRB-15 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic Traffic study report tables 

CRB-16 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic Truck route notice 

CRB-17 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic 

5 year moratorium on 
trenching of Anita 
Street/190th Street from PCH 
to Prospect Ave. 

CRB-18 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic 
Engineering encroachment 
permits 

CRB-19 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic 
Scope of study and 
mitigation plus fees 

CRB-20 
Section 4.11, Noise and Vibration; Section 4.2, Air Quality 

and Greenhouse Gases 
Noise and odors 

CRB-21 Section 4.6, Fire Protection and Emergency Response Public safety services 

CRB-22 
Section 4.7, Geological Resources/Soils; Section 4.9, 

Hydrology and Water Quality 
Hydrology, water quality 
and subsidence 

CRB-23 See section 4.10 Land Use and Section 2 
Project approvals and 
entitlements 

DOC-1 See section 2 
Mapped wells outside the 
project boundary 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 

DOC-2 See section 2 and section 4.8 Safety and Risk 
Authority of supervision and 
regulation of project 
activities 

DOC-3 
See section 2 and section 4.8 Safety and Risk 

Sources of Division’s 
responsibility 

DOC-4 See section 2 and section 4.8 Safety and Risk Abandoned well plugging 
DOC-5 See section 2 and section 4.8 Safety and Risk Required bond on file 
DOC-6 

See section 2 and section 4.8 Safety and Risk 
Written approval 
requirement (prior to 
operations) 

DOC-7 
See section 2 and section 4.8 Safety and Risk 

Division notification to 
witness operations 
requirement 

DOC-8 See section 2  Safety measures 
DOC-9 

See section 2 and section 4.8 Safety and Risk 
Remedial plugging 
operations 

CSDLAC-1 Project plans would be provided in detail once permits are 
applied for. 

Trunk sewers 

CSDLAC-2 
See section 2 

Permit for industrial 
wastewater discharge 

CSDLAC-3 
Section 4.14, Sanitary Sewer Wastewater 

Sewer lines used by the 
project not maintained by 
the Districts 

CSDLAC-4 
Section 4.14, Sanitary Sewer Wastewater 

Wastewater treatment 
location 

CSDLAC-5 
*Noted 

Web link for Districts’ 
average wastewater 
generation factors 

CSDLAC-6 *Noted Connection fee 
CSDLAC-7 *Noted Interagency cooperation 
CLAFD-1 

*Noted 
Project out of planning 
division jurisdiction 

CLAFD-2 
*Noted 

Project out of land 
development jurisdiction 

CLAFD-3 Section 4.3, Biological Resources; Section 4.4, Cultural 
Resources; Section 4.6, Fire Protection and Emergency 

Response; Section 4.7, Geological Resources/Soils; Section 
4.9, Hydrology and Water Quality 

Forestry Division concerns 
to be addressed 

CLAFD-4 Section 2.4.5.1, Phase 4 Processing and Operations, 
Subsection: Phase 4 Hazardous Materials; Table 2.5, Table 

2.6, Table 2.12 

Hazardous materials types 
and quantities to be 
stored/used at facility 

CLAFD-5 
See section 4.8 Safety and Risk 

Required permits from 
CUPA 

CLAFD-6 Section 4.8.2.3, Local Laws and Regulations, Subsection: Los 
Angeles County Certified Unified Program Agency 

Hazardous materials 
inventory to CUPA 

CLAFD-7 Section 4.6.2.1, Codes and Standards; Section 4.8, Safety, 
Risk of Upset and Hazards 

Hazardous materials ERP 

CLAFD-8 
See section 4.8 Safety and Risk 

Remediation of onsite soil 
and groundwater 
contamination 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
CLAFD-9 

See section 4.8 Safety and Risk 
CUPA included in local 
agencies table 

CCC-1 *Noted General 
CCC-2 Section 4.10.7.3, City of Hermosa Beach Local Coastal Plan Coastal development permits 
CCC-3 Section 4.10.4.1, Land Use. *City will determine whether or 

not to have additional ballot measure on CCC imposed 
conditions. 

City LUP 

CCC-4 See sections 1 and 2 Development agreement 
CCC-5 Section 2.4.6, Parking Requirements Free parking replacement 
CCC-6 

See section 1 and 4.10, Land Use 
DEIR used for CCC 
evaluation 

CCC-7 *Noted. These issues are evaluated throughout the EIR. Potential Coastal Act issues 
CCC-8 *For all issue areas, Coastal Act and LUP policies have been 

included for analysis of the project’s conformity with the 
identified policies. Mitigation measures have been identified. 

Policy considerations 

CCC-9 
See section 1, Introduction 

CDP, Development 
Agreement 

CCC-10 
See section 1, Introduction 

CDP from City of Redondo 
Beach 

CCC-11 
Noted 

Santa Barbara County LCP 
as model for LUP analysis 

CCC-12 The spill plan is preliminary at this point and was therefore not 
assessed in detail.  See section 4.9 Hydrology 

Oil spill prevention and 
response plan 

CCC-13 Section 2.4.2.1, Phase 2 Site Geology and Drilling Objectives Fracking 
CCC-14 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Hydrogen sulfide, hazards 
CCC-15 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk.  Utilities would be identified 

during the permit process. 
Hazards, mapping of 
utilities/pipelines 

CCC-16 See section 2 and 4.8 Safety and Risk Remedial Action Plan 
CCC-17 Section 5.0, Alternatives Alternatives 
CCC-18 Section 2.4.6, Parking Requirements Parking 
CCC-19 Section 4.11, Noise and Vibration Noise 
CCC-20 Story poles are being considered during the DEIR review 

period 
Aesthetics- “story poles” 

CCC-21 See section 4.3 Biology Light pollution, biology 
CCC-22 *Noted General 
DOT-1 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic. *HCM methodology 

used 
Highway Capacity Manual 
methodology 

DOT-2 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic. See figures and 
tables. 

Traffic exhibits 

DOT-3 Section 4.13.6.6, Proposed Oil Project Impacts; Section 
4.13.10, Mitigation Monitoring Plan 

Mitigation measures for 
state facilities 

DOT-4 
Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic 

Major 
intersections/ramps/freeways 

DOT-5 Section 4.9, Hydrology and Water Quality Stormwater run-off 
DOT-6 Table 2.15, E&B Oil Development Project Permits/Approvals Encroachment Permit 
DOT-7 

See section 2 and Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic 
Permit for oversized-
transport vehicles 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
AQMD-1 

*Noted 

General, submission to 
SCAQMD vs. State 
Clearinghouse, Timely 
submission 

AQMD-2 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases. *CEQA 
handbook and CALEEMOD used in section preparation. 

CEQA Air Quality 
Handbook, CalEEMod 

AQMD-3 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases Air quality impacts 
AQMD-4 

Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases 
Standardized significane 
thresholds 

AQMD-5 
Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases 

Mobile source health risk 
assessment 

AQMD-6 
Noted 

CARB’s Air Quality and 
Land Use Handbook 

AQMD-7 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases Mitigation measures 
NAHC-1 *Noted General 
NAHC-2 Section 4.4, Cultural Resources Cultural resources- APE 
NAHC-3 

Section 4.4, Cultural Resources 
Cultural resources, 
additional arachaeological 
field survey 

NAHC-4 Section 4.4, Cultural Resources Native American Contacts 
NAHC-5 Section 4.4, Cultural Resources Mitigation 
CSLC-1 Section 2.1, Project Overview Project description 
CSLC-2 Section 2, Project Description and Section 1 Introduction Project permits 
  



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 

 Individuals  

AlleyR-1 Section 4.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources Aesthetics 
AlleyR-2 Section 2.4.6, Parking Requirements; Section 4.13, 

Transportation and Traffic 
Traffic 

AlleyR-3 Section 4.11, Noise and Vibration; Section 4.2, Air Quality and 
Greenhouse Gases 

Noise, odor 

AlleyR-4 Section 4.10, Land Use, Recreation and Policy Consistency Recreation 
AnonymousA-1 Section 4.8, Safety, Risk of Upset and Hazards Safety 

AnonymousA-2 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases 
Smoke stack 
(aesthetics/air quality) 

AnonymousA-3 *Noted General 

AnonymousB-1 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis 
Real estate value 
deterioration 

AnonymousC-1 
Section 4.8, Safety, Risk of Upset and Hazards; See Health 

Impact Assessment 
Health/safety 

AnonymousC-2 The EIR provides extensive disclosure under CEQA Full disclosure 
AnonymousC-3 Section 4.7, Geological Resources/Soils Geology 
AnonymousC-4 Section 4.3, Biological Resources; See Health Impact Assessment Toxins, health 
AnonymousC-5 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases; Section 4.14, 

Water Resources; Section 4.9, Hydrology; Section 4.7, 
Geological Resources/Soil 

Air, water, soil 

AnonymousC-6 *Noted General, public meetings 
AnonymousD-1 See Health Impact Assessment Health 
AnonymousD-2 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic Traffic 
AnonymousD-3 Section 4.3, Biological Resources Biology 
AnonymousD-4 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Air 
AnonymousD-5 Section 4.7, Geological Resources/Soil Geology 
AnonymousD-6 *Noted General 
AnonymousD-7 *Noted General 

AnonymousE-1 *Noted 
Full disclosure, Drilling 
maps (subterranean) 

AnonymousE-2 Experience at other facilities was used, amongst others, in section 
4.1 Aesthetics, 4.2 Air Quality, 4.6 Fire Protection, 4.8 Safety 

and 4.11 Noise. 
Similar projects 

AnonymousE-3 No conflicts exist between the EIR preparers and E&B E&B paying for EIR 
AnonymousE-4 *Noted General 

AnonymousF-1 
See Health Impact Assessment; Section 4.13, Transportation and 

Traffic; Section 4.8, Safety, Risk of Upset and Hazards 
Health, traffic, hazards, 
pollution 

AnonymousF-2 Table ES-2, Summary of Environmental Impacts for the 
Proposed Project 

Environmental impact 
general 

AnonymousF-3 *Noted General disapproval 

AnonymousG-1 See Health Impact Assessment; Section 4.3, Biological Resources 
General 
environmental/health 
impacts 

AnonymousG-2 *Noted General 
AnonymousG-3 

EIR is available online.  Extra time of 60 days is allocated. 
EIR online availability, 
extension of review 
period 

AnonymousH-1 
Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic; See Health Impact 

Assessment; See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis 

Infrastructure, 
population, traffic, 
housing, health, social 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
services, teen pregnancy, 

AnonymousH-2 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases; Section 4.14, 
Water Resources; Section 4.9, Hydrology; Section 4.7, 

Geological Resources/Soil; Section 4.13, Transportation and 
Traffic; Section 4.8, Safety, Risk of Upset and Hazards 

Air quality, soil, water, 
vibration, traffic, City 
staffing, hazards, 
geology 

AnonymousH-3 Section 3.0, Cumulative Projects Cumulative impacts 
AnonymousI-1 *Noted General 
AnonymousI-2 *The Executive Summary is a shorter version of the EIR General, shorten EIR 
AnonymousJ-1 See section 4.7 Geology and 4.8 Safety and Risk Tar on beach 
AndersonB-1 Well locations for test wells only are included in Appendix A Fact Sheet-Injections 
AndersonB-2 

Section 4.8, Safety, Risk of Upset and Hazards 
Injection pressures and 
chemicals 

AndersonB-3 The Fire Department and City Staff Monitoring 

AndrewsD-1 Section 4.6, Fire Protection and Emergency Response 
Emergency response 
training 

AndrewsD-2 
Section 4.6, Fire Protection and Emergency Response 

Emergency response 
equipment 

AndrewsD-3 
See section 4.8 Safety and Risk.  Various bonding and insurance 

requirements would be a part of the development agreement 

Applicant history, 
bankruptcy, spills 
allowed 

AndrewsD-4 
Section 4.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources 

Aesthetics, tower height 
and timeline 

AndrewsD-5 We are unaware of any California requirements for disclosure 
related to oil well proximity, although advisories for the possible 

presence of abandoned wells is often provided. 
Real estate disclosure 

AndrewsD-6 Mineral rights are separate from surface rights and we are not 
aware of any disclosure requirements. 

Real estate disclosure 

AndrewsD-7 Pavement would be monitored by the City. Traffic maintenance 
AndrewsD-8 Section 2.4.6, Parking Requirements Traffic, parking 
AndrewsD-9 Section 4.8, Safety, Risk of Upset and Hazards Hazards 
AndrewsD-10 Violations of air quality or safety regulations could cause facility 

shut-down and loss of permits. 
Hazards leading to 
project termination 

AndrewsD-11 
See section 2 

Chemicals for drilling 
and water 

AndrewsD-12 See section 4.7 Geology Hazards 
AndrewsD-13 See section 4.7 Geology Geology 
AndrewsD-14 Section 4.8, Safety, Risk of Upset and Hazards Leaks, pipe sensors 
AndrewsD-15 Figure 2.15, Proposed Pipeline Routes Subterranian pipelines 
AndrewsD-16 Violations of air quality or safety regulations could cause facility 

shut-down and loss of permits. 
Geology- shut down of 
Project 

AndrewsD-17 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Applicant insurance 
AndrewsD-18 Outside the scope of the EIR Liability 
AndrewsD-19 Section 4.8, Safety, Risk of Upset and Hazards. *See Discussion 

on Public Safety Thresholds 
Hazards, death 

AndrewsD-20 Section 4.8, Safety, Risk of Upset and Hazards. *See Discussion 
on Failure Frequencies 

Releases, fines 

AndrewsD-21 Meeting occur with the Applicant for exchange of information.  
All information received is part of the Application on file at the 

City. 

Documentation of 
meetings 

AndrewsD-22 
See Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic; Section 4.8, Safety 

Pedestrian, skateboard, 
bicycle traffic 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
AndrewsD-23 Studies are prepared and peer reviewed for accuracy.   Report accuracy 
AndrewsD-24 Section 4.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources, Subsection: Views 

Surrounding the Proposed City Maintenance Yard Project Site 
Aesthetics 

AndrewsD-25 See section 4.6 Fire Protection and Section 8 Employees 
AndrewsD-26 Section 4.8.1.2, Risk Assessment Methodology, Subsection: 

Security Risk 
Terrorism, hazards 

AndrewsD-27 Section 4.8, Safety, Risk of Upset and Hazards. See Cost vs. 
Benefit Analysis.  

Finances, monitoring 

AndrewsD-28 
Numerous agencies are involve.  See section 2 

Number of agencies 
involved, accountability 

AndrewsD-29 All comments are published in the EIR appendices. Confidentiality 
AndrewsD-30 The City Council can provide comments on the EIR as part of the 

public record. 
City elimination of 
questions for mitigation 

AriasJ-1 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic Traffic 
AvolE-1 *Noted Assumptions 
AvolE-2 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases Air monitoring 
AvolE-3 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases Air monitoring 
AvolE-4 

Section 2.0, Project Description 
Sensitive receptors 
(recreation) 

AvolE-5 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases; Section 4.11, 
Noise and Vibration 

Air quality, noise 

AvolE-6 
Specific oversight and shutdown authority would be a part of the 

development agreement.  See section 8 
Information availability 
(how, when) 

BaccallaoJ-1 *Address corrected 
Incorrect email address 
posted 

BarraganN-1 *Noted Population density 
BarraganN-2 See Health Impact Assessment. section 4.2 Air Quality Chronic health risks 
BarraganN-3 Multiple workshops and hearings are planned during the DEIR 

comment period. 
Additional scoping 
meetings 

BarraganN-4 See section 4.13 Transportation. Recreation, traffic 
BarraganN-5 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases Air, odors 
BarraganN-6 See Health Impact Assessment. section 4.2 Air Quality Health risks 
BarraganN-7 See Health Impact Assessment. section 4.2 Air Quality Mitigation of health risks 
BarraganN-8 See Health Impact Assessment. section 4.2 Air Quality addresses 

SCAQMD thresholds for health risk.   
Project comparison 

BarraganN-9 See 4.8 Safety and Risk Applicant history 
BarraganN-10 Section 4.9, Hydrology Groundwater 
BarraganN-11 Impact Summary Tables, Class I Impacts Non-mitigable impacts 
BarraganN-12 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic; Section 4.8, Safety, 

Risk of Upset and Hazards; See Health Impact Assessment 
Traffic 

BarraganN-13 
Section 4.6, Fire Protection and Emergency Response 

Monitoring, emergency 
response 

BarraganN-14 Section 4.7, Geological Resources/Soils Geology 
BarraganN-15 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases; See Health 

Impact Assessment 
Toxic materials in land, 
air, water 

BarraganN-16 *The Executive Summary is a shorter version of the EIR Easy to read EIR 
BarraganN-17 Historical AQMD data has been requested for the Huntington 

Facility but has not been received as of the DEIR publication.  It 
will be in the final. 

Project comparison 

BarraganN-18 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases GHGs 
BarronK-1 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases; Section 4.11, Recreation 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 
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Noise and Vibration; Section 4.1, Aesthetics and Visual 

Resources; Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic 

BasuP-1 
Executive Summary, Subsection: Project Background and section 

4.10 Land Use.  Allowable wall heights vary by zoning. 
Aesthetics, city 
regulations 

BasuP-2 Section 4.8, Safety, Risk of Upset and Hazards Applicant history 

BasuP-3 
Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic; Section 4.2, Air Quality 

and Greenhouse Gases; See Health Impact Assessment 
Traffic 

BasuP-4 Section 4.6, Fire Protection and Emergency Response 
Monitoring, emergency 
response 

BasuP-5 
Section 4.7, Geological Resources/Soils and section 4.8 Safety 

and Risk 
Geology 

BasuP-6 
Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases; Section 4.9, 

Hydrology and Water Quality; Section 4.8, Safety, Risk of Upset 
and Hazards 

Toxic materials in land, 
air, water 

BehmM-1 See section 4.7 Geology Oil on beach 
BehmM-2 *Noted General 
BeiselM-1 *Noted General 
BerjonneauA-1 Executive Summary, Subsection: Project Background General 
BerjonneauA-2 Section 4.8, Safety, Risk of Upset and Hazards General, hazards 
BerjonneauA-3 Section 4.8, Safety, Risk of Upset and Hazards Hazards 
BerjonneauA-4 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic Traffic 
BerjonneauA-5 Section 4.7, Geological Resources/Soils Geology 
BerjonneauA-6 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases; See Health 

Impact Assessment 
Health, general pollution 

BerjonneauA-7 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases Air quality, health 
BerjonneauA-8 Section 4.10.4.2, Recreation General, Recreation 
BerjonneauA-9 Section 4.12, Public Services and Utilities; See Cost vs. Benefit 

Analysis 
Revenues, general 

BermanC-1 Section 4.11, Noise and Vibration Noise 
BermanC-2 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic; Section 4.8, Safety, 

Risk of Upset and Hazards; Section 2.4.6, Parking Requirements 
Traffic 

BermanC-3 Section 4.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources Aesthetics 
BermanC-4 Section 4.8, Safety, Risk of Upset and Hazards; Section 4.6, Fire 

Protection and Emergency Response; Section 4.7, Geological 
Resources/Soils; See Health Impact Assessment 

Health, hazards 

BermanC-5 Section 4.8, Safety, Risk of Upset and Hazards Applicant 

BoughtonT-1 
Section 4.8, Safety, Risk of Upset and Hazards and 4.2 Air 

Quality 
General, Applicant 
history 

BuchananW-1 See the Cost vs. Benefit Analysis report  
City funds set aside for 
project since 1995 

BuchananW-2 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis 
Public fund distribution 
if project approved 

BuchananW-3 
Section 4.8, Safety, Risk of Upset and Hazards; See Health 

Impact Assessment 
Health and safety 

BurgerR-1 *Noted General disapproval 
CarolloS-1 *Noted General disapproval 

CasadyC-1 
Section 4.8, Safety, Risk of Upset and Hazards; Section 4.9, 

Hydrology 
Injection wells, water 
resources, hazards 

ClaarT-1 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis 
Royalty payments to 
residents 

CobleJ-1 See section 2 Injection well chemicals 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
CobleJ-2 See section 2.  The oil company may consider some items 

confidential. 
Chemical exemption 
rules 

CobleJ-3 
Section 4.9, Hydrology and Water Resources 

Injection well location, 
depth, proximity to water 

CobleJ-4 See 4.8 Safety and Risk.  Previous soil testing has been utilized. Testing of VOCs 
CobleJ-5 See 4.8 Safety and Risk and Section 2.  the RAP (Appendix A) 

discusses final testing of soils after remediation. 
Monitoring 

CobleJ-6 See section 8 Monitoring 
CobleJ-7 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Production 
CobleJ-8 Section 4.8, Safety, Risk of Upset and Hazards, Section 4.9 

Hydrology 
Hazards 

CobleJ-9 
Section 4.8, Safety, Risk of Upset and Hazards, Section 4.9 

Hydrology and 4.3 Biology 
Emergency response, 
hazards 

CoarC-1 Section 4.7, Geological Resources/Soils 
Oil drilling and 
earthquakes 

CoarC-2 See Health Impact Assessment 
Hazard zones and health 
risk by location 

CoarC-3 See Health Impact Assessment 
Hazard zones and health 
risk by age 

CoarC-4 
Section 4.2.2.2, GHG Regulatory Setting, Subsection: California 

Air Resource Board Cap-and-Trade Regulation 

Carbon offsets and 
promoting alternative 
transportation 

CoarC-5 Section 3.0, Cumulative Projects Global impact of project 

CoarC-6 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis 
Lost tax revenue from 
decreased property 
values 

CollinsD-1 
Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic; Section 4.11, Noise and 

Vibration; Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases 

General disapproval, 
traffic, air, noise, 
property values 

CollinsD-2 Section 4.8, Safety, Risk of Upset and Hazards Hazards 
CollinsD-3 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Financial 
CollinsD-4 *Noted General disapproval 

CollinsM-1 
Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases; Section 4.11, 

Noise and Vibration; Section 4.1, Aesthetics and Visual 
Resources; See Health Impact Assessment 

Air, traffic, noise, light 
(aesthetics), psychology 

CollinsM-2 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases Air 
CollinsM-3 Section 4.11, Noise and Vibration Noise 
CollinsM-4 Section 4.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources Light (aesthetics) 
CollinsM-5 See Health Impact Assessment Psychology 

CollinsM-6 
Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases; Section 4.11, 

Noise and Vibration; Section 4.1, Aesthetics and Visual 
Resources 

Air, noise, light 

CoxA-1 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Property values 
CoxA-2 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic Traffic/Road conditions 
CoxA-3 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases; See Health 

Impact Assessment 
Air quality/health 

CoxA-4 See section 2.  Project unsuccessfully after Phase 2 discussion Project abandonment 
CoxA-5 Section 2.4.7, Project Life and Decommissioning End of project term 
CoxA-6 Section 4.11, Noise and Vibration Noise 
CoxA-7 Section 4.11, Noise and Vibration Noise 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
CoxA-8 

Story poles are being considered by the City 
Aesthetics- general 
request 

CoxA-9 Section 4.11, Noise and Vibration Noise 
CoxA-10 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Local economy 
CoxA-11 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Tourism 
CoxA-12 Workers are not anticipated to be local and impacts would be 

nominal. 
Population growth, 
safety, crime 

CoxA-13 
No impacts to ocean acoustics from subsurface drilling. 

Noise, biological 
resources 

CoxA-14 See section 4.2 Air Quality Air quality, traffic, health 
CoxA-15 Section 4.11, Noise and Vibration Noise 
CoxA-16 Section 4.11, Noise and Vibration Noise 
CoxA-17 See 4.7 Geology Environmental impact 
CuljatR-1 See section 4.2 Air Quality Health, hazards 
CuljatR-2 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic Traffic 
CuljatR-3 Section 4.7, Geological Resources/Soils Geology 
CuljatR-4 See section 4.2 Air Quality Chemicals, hazards 
CuljatR-5 Section 4.7, Geological Resources/Soils Geology 
CuljatR-6 Section 4.11, Noise and Vibration Noise 
DarcyS-1 Section 4.11, Noise and Vibration Noise 
DarcyS-2 Section 4.11, Noise and Vibration Noise 
DarcyS-3 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases Air quality, odors 
DarcyS-4 Section 4.11, Noise and Vibration Noise, vibration 
DarcyS-5 Section 4.11, Noise and Vibration Noise, vibration 
DarcyS-6 Figure 4.7-1, Regional Fault Map; Section 4.7.1.3, Faulting and 

Seismicity; See discussion on impact GEO.1 
Geology 

DarcyS-7 Figure 4.7-1, Regional Fault Map; Section 4.7.1.3, Faulting and 
Seismicity; See discussion on impact GEO.1 

Geology 

DarcyS-8 Section 4.7, Geological Resources/Soils Geology, Hazards 

DarcyS-9 See section 2 
Drill Rig- Geology, 
Hazards 

DarcyS-10 Section 4.11, Noise and Vibration Noise 

DarcyS-11 Pipelines would be below streets, not lawns. 
Pipeline heat effect on 
land above 

DarcyS-12 All pipelines are proposed to be new 
Existing pipeline 
condition 

DarcyS-13 See 4.1 Aesthetics, 4.11 Noise City yard relocation 
DavidsonJ-1 *Noted General 
DavidsonJ-2 Section 5.0, Alternatives Alternatives 
DavidsonJ-3 Section 4.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources Aesthetics 
DavidsonJ-4 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic; See Health Impact 

Analysis 
Transportation, 
health/safety 

DavidsonJ-5 Section 2.4.2.1, Phase 2 Site Geology and Drilling Objectives Fracking 
DavidsonJ-6 Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic Transportation 
DavidsonJ-7 Section 2.4.6, Parking Requirements Parking 
DavidsonJ-8 Section 4.2, Air Resources and Greenhouse Gases; Section 4.11, 

Noise and Vibration; Section 4.5, Energy and Mineral Resources; 
Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic 

Air, noise, energy 
resources 

DavidsonJ-9 Section 4.8, Safety, Risk of Upset and Hazards; Section 4.3, 
Biological Resources; Section 4.2, Air Resources and 

Biology 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
Greenhouse Gases 

DavidsonJ-10 Section 4.2, Air Resources and Greenhouse Gases Gas types 
DavidsonJ-11 

See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis 
Liability, applicant/city 
insurance 

DavidsonJ-12 Section 4.10, Land Use/Recreation/Policy Consistency Recreation 
DavidsonJ-13 Section 4.7.1.3, Geologic Hazards, Subsection: Liquefaction Geology 
DavidsonJ-14 Section 2.4.3, Phase 3 Final Design and Construction; 

Subsection: Implementation of Remedial Action Plan 
Soil contamination 

DavidsonJ-15 Section 4.4, Cultural Resources Cultural resources 
DavidsonJ-16 *Noted General 
DavidsonJ-17 Impact Summary Tables, Class I Impacts Significant impacts 
DavidsonJ-18 

See section 8 
Sensitive receptors 
(children at nearby 
school) 

DoboshR-1 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases Odor 
DoboshR-2 Section 4.11, Noise and Vibration General disapproval 
DoboshR-3 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases; Section 4.11, 

Noise and Vibration; Section 2.4.6, Parking Requirements 
Equipment, parking, 
noise, odor 

DoboshR-4 Section 2.4.2.1, Phase 2 Site Geology and Drilling Objectives Fracking 
DoboshR-5 *Noted General 
DoboshR-6 Section 2.4.6, Parking Requirements Parking 
DoboshR-7 See Health Impact Assessment Health 
DohertyC-1 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Property values 

DohertyC-2 
Section 4.8, Safety, Risk of Upset and Hazards; Section 4.7, 

Geological Resources/Soils 
Probability of disasters, 
earthquakes, oil spills 

EhsanM-1 
See section 2, which would become part of the operating/design 

parameters under the development agreement. 
Applicant adherence to 
proposal 

EhsanM-2 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Applicant insurance 
Elizabeth-1 *Noted General support 

EllmanB-1 
Many of these issues are outside the scope of the EIR.  See Cost 

vs. Benefit Analysis 

Applicant 
subcontracting, history, 
bankruptcy, law suits 

EnoM-1 See Health Impact Assessment Health 
EnoM-2 Section 4.8, Safety, Risk of Upset and Hazards Hazards 
EnoM-3 Section 4.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources Aesthetics 
EnoM-4 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Property values 
EnoM-5 Section 4.11, Noise and Vibration Noise 
EnoM-6 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases Air 
EnoM-7 Section 4.9, Hydrology Water 
EnoM-8 Section 4.7, Geological Resources/Soils Soils 
EnoM-9 Section 4.11, Noise and Vibration Noise 

EvansS-1 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis 
City profits, negative 
media, project success 

EvansS-2 Noted Climate 

EvansS-3 
Section 4.13, Transportation and Traffic; Section 4.1, Aesthetics 

and Visual Resources 
Traffic, aesthetics 

EvansS-4 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases Air 

EvansS-5 *Noted 
Aesthetics, beach 
pollution 

EvansS-6 *Noted General disapproval 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
FeltonM-1 *Noted General disapproval 
FischerH-1 *Noted General 
FischerH-2 Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases Air quality (smell) 
FischerH-3 Section 4.1, Aesthetics and Visual Resources Aesthetics 
FischerH-4 Section 4.9, Hydrology and Water Quality Water pollution 
FischerH-5 *Noted General 
FortunatoR-1 There are no plans to baseline tar seepage Tar seepage, tourism 
FortunatoR-2 See section 4.1 Aesthetics and 4.2 Air Quality Noise, odors 
FortunatoR-3 See section 4.2 Air Quality Utilities 
FraenkelS-1 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Applicant history 
FraenkelS-2 

See section 4.7 Geology and 4.8 Safety and Risk 
Location of uncapped 
wells, geology, hazards 

FraenkelS-3 
See section 4.2 Air Quality 

Mitigation of toxic 
materials, air, land, water 

FraenkelS-4 Noted General disapproval 

FrancoisD-1 Noted 
Environmental group 
support 

FrancoisD-2 See section 5 and 6 Alternatives 
FrancoisD-3 See section 4.1 Aesthetics Aesthetics 
FrancoisD-4 

See section 4.13 Transportation 
Transportation, 
health/safety 

FrancoisD-5 Section 2.4.2.1, Phase 2 Site Geology and Drilling Objectives Fracking 
FrancoisD-6 Section 2.4.6, Parking Requirements and section 4.13 

Transportation 
Transportation, parking 

FrancoisD-7 
See section 4.2 Air Quality and section 4.8 Safety and Risk 

Air, noise, energy, 
hazards 

FrancoisD-8 See section 4.10 Land Use and Recreation Recreation 
FrancoisD-9 See section 4.7 Geology Water, Geology 
FrancoisD-10 See section 4.4 Cultural Cultural Resources 
FrancoisD-11 See section 8 Significant impacts 

FrantzS-1 See section 2 
Pipeline routes and 
contracts 

FrantzS-2 See section 5 Traffic 
FrantzS-3 See section 2 City yard relocation, cost 
FrantzS-4 

See section 2 
Aesthetics, timeliness of 
project 

FrantzS-5 See section 4.6 Fire Protection and Emergency Response Hazards, evacuation plan 
FrantzS-6 See section 4.6 Fire Protection and Emergency Response Hazards, emergency plan 
FrantzS-7 Outside the scope of the EIR City insurance costs 
FrantzS-8 See section 4.2 Air Quality Air quality, odor 
FrantzS-9 See section 4.11 Noise Noise 
FrantzS-10 See section 4.11 Noise Noise 
FrantzS-11 See section 4.11 Noise Noise 
FrantzS-12 See section 4.2 Air Quality Air quality 
FrantzS-13 

See section 4.11 Noise 
Noise, vibration during 
slant drilling 

FrantzS-14 See section 4.11 Noise 
Noise, vibration during 
slant drilling 

FriedlP-1 See section 4.2 Air Quality Air, GHGs 
FriedlP-2 See section 4.10 Land Use and Recreation GHG policies 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
FriedlP-3 See section 4.11 Noise Noise 
FriedlP-4 See section 4.1 Aesthetics Aesthetics 
FriedlP-5 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk, 4.2 Air Quality Health/safety 
FriedlP-6 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk, 4.2 Air Quality Quality of life 
FriedlP-7 See section 8 Mitigation 
FriedlP-8 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk, 4.2 Air Quality Quality of life 
FriedlP-9 Noted EIR accuracy, limitations 

FritchJ-1 See section 4.2 Air Quality 
Long-term and short-
term health risk 

Gary-1 See section 4.2 Air Quality Air quality 
Gary-2 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Property values 
Gary-3 See section 4.11 Noise and section 4.13 Transportation Noise and traffic 
Gary-4 See section 4.2 Air Quality Health risks 
Gary-5 

Note 
Switching to electric 
vehicle as offset 

Gary-6 See section 4.2 Air Quality Toxicity over time 

GellerM-1 See section 4.2 Air Quality and 4.3 Biology 
Biodiversity, air, 
Applicant spill history 

GenelO-1 Noted General 
GenelO-2 See section 2 Aesthetics 
GenelO-3 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Applicant history 
GenelO-4 See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic, health/safety 
GenelO-5 

See section 8 
Monitoring, emergency 
response 

GenelO-6 See section 4.7 Geology Geology, hazards 
GenelO-7 

See section 4.2 Air Quality 
Health, toxic materials: 
land, air, water 

Gerber-1 See section 4.1 Aesthetics 
Light pollution 
(aesthetics) 

Gerber-2 See section 4.11 Noise Noise 
Gerber-3 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Hazards 
Gerber-4 See section 4.2 Air Quality Odors 
GrayG-1 Noted General disapproval 
GrayG-2 

See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis 
Property values, general 
disapproval, significant 
impacts 

GrayG-3 See Executive Summary Significant impacts 
GrayG-4 

Noted 
Project length, property 
values, noise, general 
disapproval 

GrossmanK-1 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis 
General disapproval, 
financial, hazards 

HarnerA-1 See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic 
HarnerA-2 See section 4.2 Air Quality Air quality 

HeblS-1 
See section 4.1 Aesthetics, 4.2 Air Quality, 4.13 Traffic.  Some 
studies were used and peer reviewed (traffic, aesthetics), some 

were performed independently (safety and air quality). 

MRS independent 
studies 

HeblS-2 
See section 4.11 Noise 

Mitigation effectiveness, 
noise 

HeblS-3 See section 4.1 Aesthetics Worst-case scenario 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 
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HeblS-4 See section 4.6 Fire Protection and Emergency Response and 

section 4.9 Hydrology 
E&B personnel as first 
responders 

HeblS-5 See section 4.1 Aesthetics Light pollution 
HeblS-6 See section 4.2 Air Quality Odors 
HeblS-7 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Real estate values 
HeblS-8 

See section 4.8 Safety and Risk 
Effect of directional 
drilling on abandoned 
wells 

HeblS-9 
See section 4.8 Safety and Risk 

Heavy well 
concentration 

HeblS-10 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Hazards 
HegenE-1 See section 2 Utilities 
HegenE-2 See section 4.6 Fire Protection and Emergency Response Evacuation 
HegenE-3 Models have been compared to real-life events for accurancy. EIR accuracy 
HegenE-4 See section 4.11 Noise, See section 4.2 Air Quality Noise 
HegenE-5 See section 8 Air quality 
HegenE-6 

See section 8 
Air quality, technology, 
monitoring 

HegenE-7 Detailed emergency response plans have not been developed at 
this time.  See section 4.6 Fire Protection and Emergency 

Response 
Hazards 

HegenE-8 See section 4.2 Air Quality Air quality 
HegenE-9 See section 4.2 Air Quality Air quality, recreation 
HegenE-10 

See section 5 and 6 
Adding pipelines outside 
scope 

HegenE-11 See respective issue area significance thresholds.  Stop-work 
authority would be written into the development agreement 

Project suspension 

HegenE-12 See section 4.2 Air Quality Monitoring 
HegenE-13 See section 8 Impacts 
HegenE-14 See section 8 Environmental standards 
HegenE-15 See section 2.  Not voting requirements in those cities Outside city votes 
HegenE -16 See section 2 Pipeline route, hazards 
HegenE -17 See section 4.2 Air Quality Air quality, aesthetics 
HegenE-18 See section 2 and Application will serve letters Utilities 
HegenE-19 See section 4.9 Hydrology Ground water 
HegenE-20 See section 2 and 4.8 Safety and Risk. Hazards 
HegenE-21 Section 2.4.2.1, Phase 2 Site Geology and Drilling Objectives Fracking 
HegenE-22 

See section 4.2 Air Quality 
General pollution 
allowable 

HempelmannA-1 See section 4.2 Air Quality 
Air quality, GHGs, 
Global warming 

InskeepD-1 See section 4.2 Air Quality, See section 4.11 Noise Noise, odors 
InskeepD-2 See section 4.1 Aesthetics.  The Applicant indicated it would not 

be feasible.  It would also introduce additional safety risks. 
Aesthetics  

InskeepD-3 Noted General 
KersgardM-1 Noted General disapproval 
KielyS-1 Noted Environmental impact 
KielyS-2 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Probability values 
KielyS-3 Noted Perception of city 
KielyS-4 See section 4.2 Air Quality Air 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
KielyS-5 See section 4.9 Hydrology Water 
KielyS-6 Noted General 
LaemmleA-1 See Health Impact Assessment and See section 4.2 Air Quality Health 
LaemmleA-2 

Noted 
Address all 
environmental issues 

LaemmleA-3 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis City revenues 
LaemmleA-4 Noted General 
LaMonicaD-1 Section 2.4.2.1, Phase 2 Site Geology and Drilling Objectives Fracking 
LandisC-1 See section 4.2 Air Quality Air quality 
LandisC-2 See section 4.2 Air Quality Smells from work site 
LandisC-3 See section 4.3 Biology Impacts to ocean life 
LandisC-4 

See section 4.13 Transportation 
Additional traffic on 
Valley Drive 

LandisC-5 See section 4.11 Noise Noise 
LandisC-6 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk, and See section 4.9 Hydrology A major spill 
LandisC-7 Noted General 
LandisC-8 Noted General 

LangeJ-1 Noted 
General disapproval, 
tourism, safety, odor 

LangeJA-1 
See section 4.2 Air Quality, See section 4.11 Noise, See section 

4.1 Aesthetics 
Health, safety, education, 
air, noise, light 

LangeJA-2 See section 4.2 Air Quality Air 
LangeJA-3 See section 4.11 Noise Noise 
LangeJA-4 See section 4.1 Aesthetics Light, aesthetics 
LangeJA-5 See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic 
LangeJA-6 Noted Health, air, noise, light 
LauzonD-1 See section 4.9 Hydrology Water 
LauzonD-2 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Applicant history 
LauzonD-3 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Similar projects 
LauzonD-4 Section 2.4.2.1, Phase 2 Site Geology and Drilling Objectives Fracking 
LauzonD-5 See section 4.3 Biology Biological resources 
LauzonD-6 See section 2 Operations 
LauzonD-7 See section 2 Traffic 
LauzonD-8 

See section 2 
Environmental offsets to 
HB 

LauzonD-9 Outside the scope of the EIR.  Insurance and indemnification 
would occur as part of the development agreement. 

Applicant insurance 

LauzonD-10 Outside the scope of the EIR Leak 
LauzonD-11 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Accident history 
LauzonD-12 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk and See section 4.6 Fire 

Protection and Emergency Response and Appendix A 
Applicant risk 
assessment 

LauzonD-13 See section 9 EIR author selection 
LeeI-1 See section 4.11 Noise Mitigation 
LeeI-2 Stop-work authority would be written into the development 

agreement 
Applicant history, 
mitigation 

LeeI-3 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Hazards, mitigation 
LeeI-4 See section 4.2 Air Quality Odors 
LeeI-5 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Geology 
LeeI-6 Section 2.4.2.1, Phase 2 Site Geology and Drilling Objectives Fracking 
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LeeI-7 See section 4.7 Geology Geology 
LeeI-8 See section 4.7 Geology Hazards (tsunami) 
LeeI-9 See section 4.11 Noise Noise 
LeeI-10 See section 4.10 Land Use and Recreation Population displacement 

MarchantV-1 
See section 4.9 Hydrology.  Drilling would occur 2,000 feet 
beneath the seafloor and would not produce noise effects to 

marine organisms. 

Undersea noise, 
biological effects 

MarchantV-2 
See section 2 

Water disposal well vs. 
reinjection well 

MarchantV-3 See section 2 Water, utilities 
MarchantV-4 See section 2.  Process Unlimited has provided most of the 

engineering work to date (see Appendix A) 
Engineering 

MarchantV-5 
Noted 

Hazards, noise, odor, 
operation 

MarchantV-6 See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic 
MarchantV-7 Outside the scope of the EIR.   Who profits 
MarchantV-8 See section 2 Aesthetics (flare) 
MarchantV-9 Outside the scope of the EIR.  Insurance and indemnification 

would occur as part of the development agreement. 
Project extension 

MarchantV-10 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk.  The EIR uses the term leak and 
rupture to distinguish between smaller and larger releases and the 

term spill to address releases of liquid crude oil.   
Leak vs. spill 

MasonA-1 See section 4.11 Noise Noise 
MasonA-2 See section 4.11 Noise and See section 4.2 Air Quality Recreation, greenbelt 
MasonA-3 See section 4.7 Geology Geology 
MasonA-4 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Hazards 
MasonA-5 See section 4.7 Geology Geology 
MasonA-6 See section 2 Water resources 
MasonA-7 See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic 
MasonA-8 

See section 8 
Applicant going outside 
of scope 

MayM-1 See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic 
MayM-2 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Property values 
MayM-3 See section 4.2 Air Quality and See section 4.13 Transportation Streets, air quality of life 
MayM-4 

Noted 
General disapproval, 
hazards 

McGinityT-1 Noted General disapproval 

McGinityT-2 Noted 
Financial, reversal of 
effects 

MidstokkeK-1 Noted Review of prior EIR 
MidstokkeK-2 Section 2.4.6, Parking Requirements Parking 
MidstokkeK-3 See section 2 Agency approvals 
MidstokkeK-4 Outside the scope of the EIR.   Water testing 
MidstokkeK-5 See section 4.2 Air Quality Air 
MidstokkeK-6 

See section 4.2 Air Quality and See section 4.13 Transportation 
Effects on children, 
health, traffic 

MidstokkeK-7 
Section 2.4.6, Parking Requirements 

Parking for project 
employees 

MidstokkeK-8 See section 4.6 Fire Protection and Emergency Response and See 
section 4.8 Safety and Risk 

Emergency plans 
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MidstokkeK-9 See section 2.  Pipeline would be a substantial  distance below 

residences and would have no effect. 
Pipeline effects on 
environment 

MidstokkeK-10 Outside the scope of the EIR.   Environmental history 
MidstokkeK-11 See section 4.3 Biology Biological resources 

MillerC-2 See section 4.1 Aesthetics 
Aesthetics, cultural 
resources 

MillerC-3 Noted Cultural resources 
MillerC-4 Outside the scope of the EIR.   Cultural resources 
MillerC-5 Noted Cultural resources 
MillerC-6 

Noted 
Cultural resources, 
recreation 

MillerC-7 See section 4.4 Cultural 
Cultural resources (Book 
submission) 

MillerC-8 See section 4.7 Geology 
Geology (Book 
submission) 

MillerJ-1 The PV Shelf DDT site is not in the project area   EPA superfund site 
MillerJ-2 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Public utilities 
MillerJ-3 The City is considering story poles during the comment period. Aesthetics 

MillerJ-4 See section 4.12 Public Services and 4.5 Energy 
Power outages, hazards, 
low water pressure, 
storm drainage 

MillerJ-5 Noted General 
MillerL-1 See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic 
MillerL-2 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Funding to schools 
MillerL-3 See section 4.3 Biology Effects on beaches 
MillerL-4 See section 4.7 Geology Effects on soil 
MillerL-5 See section 4.2 Air Quality Air quality 
MillerL-6 See section 4.11 Noise Noise 
MillerL-7 Summaries of impacts to be included in workshops and in the 

EIR executive summary. 
City website information 
for oil field 

MillerS-1 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk and See section 4.7 Geology 
Methane gas leaks 
reaching aquifer 

MillerS-2 
See section 4.11 Noise 

Noise during 
construction 

MillerS-3 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Risk of fires 
MillerS-4 See section 2 Onshore versus offshore 
MillerL-5 See section 4.3 Biology Effects on birds 
MillerL-6 See section 4.2 Air Quality Health risks (cancer) 
MillerL-7 See section 2 and See section 4.7 Geology Fluid reinjection 
MillerL-8 Outside the scope of the EIR.   Psychological impact 
MillerL-9 

See section 9.  City is paying for the EIR. 
Marine Research 
Specialists statement that 
report is unbiased 

MillerL-10 
Noted 

EIR process wastes time 
and money 

MorganJ-1 See section 4.7 Geology 
Geology, Subsidence and 
induced seismicity 
technical report 

MorganJ-2 See section 4.7 Geology Geology 
MorganJ-3 See section 4.7 Geology Geology, subsidence 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
MorganJ-4 See section 4.7 Geology Geology, earthquakes 
MorganJ-5 See section 4.7 Geology Geology 

MorleyT-1 Noted 
EIR not in compliance 
with applicable laws 

MorleyT-2 See sections 5 and 6.  All alternative parcels discussed in these 
letters were mapped and examined, and then excluded as none of 

them would reduce the impacts of the project. 
Alternatives 

MorleyT-3 
See sections 5 and 6.   

Alternative LAC lot 
#4169-038-901 

MorleyT-4 
See sections 5 and 6.   

Alternative LAC lot 
#4181-004-900, -901 & 
#4181-005-900, -901 

MorleyT-5 
See sections 5 and 6.   

Alternative LAC lot 
#4181-034-900, -035-
900 

MorleyT-6 
See sections 5 and 6.   

Alternative LAC lot 
#4182-029-902, -903 

MorleyT-7 
See sections 5 and 6.   

Alternative LAC lot 
#4182-030-900, -901, -
902, -903 

MorleyT-8 

See sections 5 and 6.   

Alternative LAC lot 
#4182-030-900, -901, -
902, -903 & #4181-005-
900, -901 

MorleyT-9 
See sections 5 and 6.   

Alternative LAC lot 
#4183-001-901 

MorleyT-10 
See sections 5 and 6.   

Alternative LAC lot 
#4187-001-902 

MorleyT-11 
See sections 5 and 6.   

Alternative LAC lot 
#4187-004-903 

MorleyT-12 

See sections 5 and 6.   

Alternative LAC lot 
#4187-005-902 & 
#4183-002-900, -901, -
902, -903, -013-900 

MorleyT-13 
See sections 5 and 6.   

Alternative LAC lot 
#4187-020-904, -903, -
905, -906, -907 

MorleyT-14 
See sections 5 and 6.   

Alternative LAC lot 
#4187-023-900 

MorleyT-15 
See sections 5 and 6.   

Alternative LAC lot 
#4187-024-902 

MorleyT-16 
See sections 5 and 6.   

Alternative LAC lot 
#4188-001-901 

MorleyT-17 

See sections 5 and 6.   

Alternative LAC lot 
#4160-25-902, -903, -26-
900, #4185-23-904, 
#4186-027-900, -018-
900, & #4188-026-900, -
901, -902 

MorrisL-1 Noted 
General disapproval, 
environmental toxins 

NavinC-1 See section 4.2 Air Quality Project effects on 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
children with asthma 

NelsonD-1 See section 4.7 Geology Geology 
NelsonD-2 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Leaking 
NelsonD-3 

See section 4.9 Hydrology and See section 4.2 Air Quality 
Toxic emissions, water, 
air 

NelsonD-4 
See section 4.2 Air Quality 

Noise, odor, aesthetics, 
property values 

NelsonD-5 See section 4.5 Energy and See section 4.14, Water Resources Energy, water 
NelsonD-6 See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic 
NelsonD-7 Insurance and indemnification would occur as part of the 

development agreement. 
Applicant capabilities 

NelsonD-8 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis General 
NelsonD-9 Noted General 

NelsonM-1 Noted 
General, include further 
topics in EIR 

NelsonM-2 The Applicant has not provided well bottom-hole locations at this 
time. 

Map of all pipelines 

NelsonM-3 See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic 
NelsonM-4 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Hazards, response 
NelsonM-5 This information is not available at this point in the project design Project employees 
NelsonM-6 

See section 4.8 Safety and Risk 
Hazards, susceptibility to 
vandalism and 
trespassing 

NelsonM-7 
See section 8 

Ineffectiveness of 
mitigation 

OkadaK-1 See section 4.2 Air Quality 
Air quality, health 
impacts to children with 
asthma 

OkadaK-2 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk 
Hazards, recreation, 
general disapproval 

PallaM-1 Noted 

General disapproval, 
aesthetics, air quality, 
biological resources, 
GHGs, hazards, land use 

PaulS-1 Noted 
General disapproval, 
health, safety 

PerrottiS-1 Section 2.4.6, Parking Requirements Parking 

PerrottiS-2 Both will be in the EIR 
Tabs in report and 
glossary of terms 

PizerL-1 See section 4.2 Air Quality Health 
PizerL-2 See section 4.3 Biology Biology 
PizerL-3 See section 4.11 Noise Noise 
PizerL-4 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Hazards 
Power-1 Noted General disapproval 
Power-2 Noted General disapproval 

PopeL-1 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis 
Real estate value, 
aesthetics, smell, noise, 
health/safety 

PopeL-2 
See section 4.7 Geology 

Geology, monitoring, 
utilities, noise, aesthetics 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
PopeL-3 Outside the scope of the EIR.  Insurance and indemnification 

would occur as part of the development agreement. 
Applicant bankruptcy 

PopeL-4 The Applicant has not provided well bottom-hole locations at this 
time. 

Pipeline plan 

PopeL-5 Noted How  to stop project 
PopeL-6 

Noted 
General, accurate 
information 

PopeL-7 Noted General 

PrenterC-1 
Outside the scope of the EIR.  Insurance and indemnification 

would occur as part of the development agreement. 
Applicant insurance 

PrenterC-2 See section 4.13 Transportation and See section 4.11 Noise Traffic, noise, air quality 
PrenterC-3 See section 4.2 Air Quality Health, air quality, traffic 
PrenterC-4 See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic, hazards 
PrenterC-5 See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic, hazards 
PrenterC-6 See section 4.2 Air Quality Noise, air quality, traffic 
PrenterC-7 Section 2.4.6, Parking Requirements Traffic, parking 
PrenterC-8 See section 4.7 Geology Geology 
PrenterC-9 See section 4.7 Geology Geology 
PrenterC-10 See section 4.11 Noise Noise 
PrenterC-11 See section 4.11 Noise Vibration 
PrenterC-12 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Hazards 
PrenterC-13 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Site space 
PrenterC-14 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Hazards 
PrenterC-15 See section 4.2 Air Quality Hazards 
PrenterC-16 See section 4.9 Hydrology Drainage 
PrenterC-17 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Property values 
PrenterCl-1 See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic 
PrenterCl-2 See section 4.6 Fire Protection and Emergency Response Emergency response 
PrenterCl-3 

See section 4.2 Air Quality 
Toxic contaminants to 
air, land, water 

PrenterCl-4 Noted General disapproval 

PruetzR-1 See section 2 and See section 4.7 Geology 
Project location to 
include subterranean 
infrastructure 

PruetzR-2 
See section 2 and See section 4.7 Geology 

Project location to 
include subterranean 
infrastructure 

PruetzR-3 
See section 2 

Project location to 
include Torrance Oil 
Field 

PruetzR-4 See section 4.7 Geology Aesthetics 
PruetzR-5 See section 4.7 Geology Geology 
PruetzR-6 See section 4.7 Geology Liquefaction zone 
PruetzR-7 See section 4.7 Geology and See section 4.2 Air Quality Geology 
PruetzR-8 See section 4.7 Geology Hazards 
PruetzR-9 See section 4.10 Land Use and Recreation Land use 
PruetzR-10 See section 4.11 Noise Noise, vibration 

PulciniJ-1 Noted 
General disapproval, 
geology, climate change 

RadinM-1 Noted General disapproval 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
RadinM-2 

See section 4.2 Air Quality and See section 4.11 Noise and See 
section 4.13 Transportation 

Scope: air quality, health, 
traffic, noise, aesthetics, 
electricity rates, 
population, hazards, 
geology, water, property 
values, odors 

RadinM-3 Noted General disapproval 
RasmussenR-1 See section 4.2 Air Quality Air 
RasmussenR-2 See section 4.7 Geology Geology 
RasmussenR-3 See section 4.6 Fire Protection and Emergency Response Fire Protection 
RasmussenR-4 

See section 4.12, Public Services 
Public Services & 
Utilities 

RasmussenR-5 See section 4.4 Cultural Cultural resources 
RasmussenR-6 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Public safety/Hazards 
RasmussenR-7 See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic 
RasmussenR-8 See section 4.1 Aesthetics Visual resources 
RasmussenR-9 

See section 4.5 Energy 
Energy & Mineral 
Resources 

RasmussenR-10 See section 4.3 Biology Biology 
RasmussenR-11 See section 4.11 Noise Noise & Vibration 
RasmussenR-12 See section 4.9 Hydrology Water 
RasmussenR-13 See section 4.10 Land Use and Recreation Recreation 
RasmussenR-14 See section 4.10 Land Use and Recreation Land Use 
RasmussenR-15 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Cumulative Effects 
Robert-1 See section 4.2 Air Quality Air 
Robert-2 Noted General, EIR definition 
RocchioR-1 See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic 
RocchioR-2 See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic 
RocchioR-3 See section 4.2 Air Quality Traffic, air 
RocchioR-4 Section 2.4.6, Parking Requirements Parking 
RocchioR-5 See section 4.2 Air Quality Fracking, air 
RocchioR-6 

See section 4.2 Air Quality 
Air quality, ocean 
pollution, hazards 

RocchioR-7 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Hazards 
RocchioR-8 See section 2 Chemicals used 
RocchioR-9 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Hazards 
RocchioR-10 See section 2 Utilities 
RocchioR-11 See section 2.  No wireless bandwidth is anticipated to be used by 

the project. 
Utilities 

RocchioR-12 See section 4.12 Public Services Sewage system 
RocchioR-13 See section 4.14, Water Resources Water, utilities 
RocchioR-14 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Safety, hazards 
RocchioR-15 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk General pollution 
RocchioR-16 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Property values 

RosenbergJ-1 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis 
Use of oil revenue to city 
and revenue limits 

RosenbergJ-2 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Property values 
RosenbergJ-3 

See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis 
Additional fire protection 
funding 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
RosenbergJ-4 

See section 2 
Oil field rent payment 
(when and how much) 

SaboB-1 See section 4.11 Noise Vibration 
SaboB-2 Outside the scope of the EIR.   Property damage  
SaboB-3 See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic 
SaboB-4 See section 4.2 Air Quality Air 
SaboB-5 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk and See section 4.9 Hydrology Beach pollution 
SaboB-6 Outside the scope of the EIR.   Air, tar on beach 
SaboB-7 Insurance and indemnification requirements would occur as part 

of the development agreement. 
Applicant insurance 

SaboB-8 Monitoring of beach tar is not currently proposed. Tar on beach 

SarnoS-1 Noted 
General, list positive 
effects-1 

SaxeM-1 See section 4.9 Hydrology 
Beach/ocean protection 
from spills and long-term 
impact 

SaxeM-2 See section 4.7 Geology Slant drilling impacts 
SaxeM-3 

See section 4.9 Hydrology 
Long-term soil and 
ground-water pollution 

SaxeM-4 See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic 

SaxeM-5 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk 
Damage to adjoining 
facility from drilling 

SaxeM-6 
Outside the scope of the EIR.  Insurance and indemnification 

requirements would occur as part of the development agreement. 

Ability of E&B to pay 
for environmental 
damages/clean-up 

SaxeM-7 
Outside the scope of the EIR.   

Effects of potential 
bankruptcy of E&B 

SaxeM-8 

See section 4.8 Safety and Risk 

Analysis using worst-
case scenario.  E&B 
adequate insurance 
coverage for spills 
(billions) 

ScheerF-1 Noted 
General disapproval, 
property values, air 
quality, tourism 

SchlottigK-1 See section 4.13 Transportation 

General disapproval, 
traffic, aesthetics, 
environmental damage, 
tourism 

SchlottigK-2 
Noted 

General disapproval, oil 
industry 

SchlottigK-3 
Noted 

General disapproval, 
health 

SchneiderP-1 See section 2 Aesthetics 
SchneiderP-2 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Applicant history 
SchneiderP-3 See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic 
SchneiderP-4 

See section 8 
Monitoring, emergency 
response 

SchneiderP-5 
See section 4.7 Geology and See section 4.8 Safety and Risk 

Mitigation, geology, 
hazards 

SchneiderP-6 See section 4.2 Air Quality Mitigation, toxic 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 
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materials: land, air, water 

SchneiderR-1 Noted General, FIR 
SchneiderR-2 See section 4.7 Geology Geology 
SchneiderR-3 See section 8 Project oversight 
ScottA-1 Noted General 
ScottA-2 Noted Hazards, noise 
ScottA-3 Noted Aesthetics 
ScottA-4 Noted General 

SealS-1 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis 
City profits, applicant 
profits 

SealS-2 See section 4.6 Fire Protection and Emergency Response and See 
section 4.9 Hydrology 

Emergency plans, 
hazards 

SealS-3 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Applicant history 
SealS-4 See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic 
SealS-5 Outside the scope of the EIR. Public voice 
SealS-6 Outside the scope of the EIR. Project beneficiaries 
SealS-7 Outside the scope of the EIR. External opinion 
SeymourR-1 See section 4.2 Air Quality Health 
SeymourR-2 Noted General disapproval 

SeymourR-3 Noted 
Health, environment 
impacts 

ShamieR-1 Noted 
General disapproval, 
noise, air, hazards, city 
revenues, property values 

SiegelR-1 See section 2 Recreation, traffic 
SiegelR-2 See section 2 Recreation, separate vote 
SiegelR-3 See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic 
SiegelR-4 See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic 
SiegelR-5 See section 4.2 Air Quality Air 
SiegelR-6 See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic 
SiegelR-7 See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic 
SiegelR-8 See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic, safety 
SiegelR-9 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Hazards 
SiegelR-10 See section 4.6 Fire Protection and Emergency Response Evacuation 
SiegelR-11 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Hazards, shelter 
SiegelR-12 See section 4.9 Hydrology Water 
SiegelR-13 See section 4.9 Hydrology Water 
SiegelR-14 See section 4.9 Hydrology Water 
SiegelR-15 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Property values 
SiegelR-16 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Property values 

SiegelR-17 Noted 
Incorrect email address 
posted 

SilvermanD-1 See section 4.7 Geology Geology 
SilvermanD-2 See section 4.2 Air Quality Health 
SilvermanD-3 See section 4.11 Noise Noise 
SilvermanD-4 See section 4.2 Air Quality Aesthetics 
SilvermanD-5 Executive summary and presentations will provide summaries Pros/cons 

SotoL-1 Noted 
General disapproval, 
aesthetics, traffic, air 
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SousaK-1 See section 4.13 Transportation Hazards 
SousaK-2 See section 4.2 Air Quality Air, noise, traffic, health 
SousaK-3 See section 4.6 Fire Protection and Emergency Response and See 

section 4.9 Hydrology 
Emergency response, 
monitoring, financing 

SousaK-4 See section 4.7 Geology Monitoring, geology 
SousaK-5 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Hazards 
SousaK-6 See section 4.7 Geology Geology 
SousaK-7 See section 4.7 Geology Geology 
SousaK-8 Outside the scope of the EIR.   Geology 
SousaK-9 Outside the scope of the EIR.   Financing 
SousaK-10 Outside the scope of the EIR.   Insurance rates 
SousaK-11 See section 2 Brine, injection 
SousaK-12 See section 2 Water 
SousaK-13 See section 4.5 Energy Power 
SousaK-14 Historical drilling conditions at other sites is not known Applicant history 
SousaK-15 See section 4.12 Public Services Sewer system hook up 
SousaK-16 See section 4.2 Air Quality NORMs 
SousaK-17 See section 8 Monitoring and response 
SousaK-18 Outside the scope of the EIR.  Insurance and indemnification 

requirements would occur as part of the development agreement. 
Accountability 

SousaK-19 Outside the scope of the EIR.  Insurance and indemnification 
requirements would occur as part of the development agreement. 

Financial responsibility 

SousaK-20 
See section 4.6 Fire Protection and Emergency Response 

Equipment for 
emergency response 

SousaK-21 See section 2.  DOGGR regulates all subsurface activities. Injection/disposal wells 
SousaK-22 See section 4.2 Air Quality Health 
SousaK-23 See section 2 Water 
SousaK-24 See section 4.7 Geology Geology 
SousaK-25 See section 4.2 Air Quality Emergency releases 
SousaK-26 See section 4.1 Aesthetics Aesthetics, monitoring 
SousaK-27 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Chemical reporting 
SousaK-28 See section 4.6 Fire Protection and Emergency Response Emergency plan 
SousaK-29 See section 2 Land use 
SousaK-30 See section 2 Hazards 
SousaK-31 

See section 2 
Maintenance, pipeline 
route 

SousaK-32 See section 2 EIR for pipeline phase 
SousaK-33 See section 2 Pipeline materials 
SousaK-34 See section 4.13 Transportation and See section 4.2 Air Quality Traffic 
SousaK-35 See section 2 Health, hazards 
SousaK-36 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Hydrogen sulfide 
SousaK-37 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Hazards 
SousaK-38 See section 4.2 Air Quality and see section 8 Noise, air, water 
SousaK-39 Section 2.4.2.1, Phase 2 Site Geology and Drilling Objectives Fracking 
SousaK-40 See section 4.9 Hydrology Storm water 
SousaK-41 See section 2 Storm water 
SousaK-42 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk and See section 4.9 Hydrology Hazards 
SousaK-43 See section 4.3 Biology Biological resources 
SousaK-44 See section 4.12 Public Services Waste 
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SousaK-45 See section 2 Bioremediation 
SousaK-46 See section 2 Storage tanks 
SousaK-47 See section 2 and See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Spill response 
SousaK-48 See section 2 Monitoring 
SousaK-49 See section 2 City yard location 
SousaK-50 Outside the scope of the EIR.   Land value 
SousaK-51 

See section 2 
Project termination 
events 

SousaK-52 See section 4.2 Air Quality and See section 4.6 Fire Protection 
and Emergency Response 

Comparative projects 

SousaK-53 
See section 4.2 Air Quality 

Hydrogen sulfide 
monitoring 

SousaK-54 See section 4.2 Air Quality Reporting 
SousaK-55 See section 4.2 Air Quality Air quality 
SousaK-56 See section 8 Monitoring, finances 
SousaK-57 See section 2 Hazards 
SousaK-58 See section 2 Hazards 
SousaK-59 See section 2 Steam flooding 
SousaK-60 See section 2 Extraction methods 
SousaK-61 See section 2 Extracted material 
SousaK-62 See section 4.11 Noise Vibrations 
SousaK-63 See section 4.11 Noise Noise 
SousaK-64 See section 4.11 Noise Noise, air quality 
SousaK-65 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Property values 
SousaK-66 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Hazards 
SousaK-67 Section 2.4.6, Parking Requirements Traffic, parking 
SousaK-68 See section 4.2 Air Quality Health 
SousaK-69 Outside the scope of the EIR.   Psychology 
SousaK-70 

Outside the scope of the EIR.  See the HIA 
Aesthetics, noise, water, 
air, health 

SousaK-71 Outside the scope of the EIR.   Mineral rights 
SousaK-72 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Property values, tourism 
SousaK-73 See section 4.1 Aesthetics City yard relocation 
SousaK-74 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Cultural resources 
SousaK-75 See section 4.1 Aesthetics Aesthetics 
SousaK-76 See section 4.1 Aesthetics Aesthetics 
SousaK-77 See section 2 Biological resources 
SousaK-78 See section 2 and See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Recreation 
SousaK-79 See section 4.2 Air Quality Odors 
SousaK-80 See section 2 Project expansion 
SousaK-81 See section 4.6 Fire Protection and Emergency Response Emergency response 
SousaK-82 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Population 
SousaK-83 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Population 
SousaK-84 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Stinnett well 
SowersD-1 Noted Politics 
SowersD-2 See section 2 Mineral owners rights 
SowersD-3 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk and See section 4.2 Air Quality.  

Information on older wells is sparse. 
Impact to other wells in 
area 

StablerL-1 See section 2 Oil and gas recovery 
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method 

StablerL-2 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk.  The approach is to be 
conservative and use a reasonable worst case. 

MRS reporting 

StablerL-3 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Compliance monitoring 

StaufferR-1 
See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis.  Insurance and indemnification 

requirements would occur as part of the development agreement. 
Hazards, financial 

StaufferR-2 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Property values, financial 
StemigE-1 Outside the scope of the EIR.   Voter eligibility 
StemigE-2 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Property values 
StemigE-3 See section 4.2 Air Quality Air quality 
StemigE-4 See section 2 Pipeline routes, traffic 
StemigE-5 Insurance and indemnification requirements would occur as part 

of the development agreement. 
Insurance coverage 

StemigE-6 The Applicant has not made the full drilling plan available at this 
time as it would evolve based on the test well results. 

Total drilling plan 
depiction 

StemigE-7 Section 2.4.2.1, Phase 2 Site Geology and Drilling Objectives Fracking, hazards 
StemigE-8 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Costs to city 
StemigE-9 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Potential city profits 
StemigE-10 

See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis 
City fund collection 
period 

StemigE-11 Outside the scope of the EIR.   Applicant history 
StemigE-12 

See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis 
Financial consequences 
of rejecting proposal 

StepaniukS-1 Noted General disapproval 

StevensJ-1 
See section 4.6 Fire Protection and Emergency Response and See 

section 4.13 Transportation 
City services, fire, street 
maintenance 

StevensJ-2 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Profit loss in oil industry 
SwinehartS-1 See section 4.2 Air Quality Air (fumes), tourism 
SwinehartS-2 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Property values 
SwinehartS-3 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Hazards, regulations 
SwinehartS-4 See section 4.2 Air Quality and See section 4.9 Hydrology Water, air 

TaniguchiA-1 Noted 
General disapproval, 
financial 

TaniguchiA-2 Noted Significant impacts 

TeerB-1 See section 4.7 Geology 
Slant drilling/injection 
causing earthquakes 

TongS-1 See section 4.1 Aesthetics Aesthetics 
TongS-2 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis No oil found 
ValcourtA-1 See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic 
ValcourtA-2 See section 4.11 Noise Noise, traffic 
ValcourtA-3 See section 4.2 Air Quality Traffic, pollution 
ValcourtA-4 

See section 1.0 
General, settlement 
details 

VillegasV-1 See section 4.2 Air Quality 
Recreation, traffic, air, 
health 

VillegasV-2 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Hazards 
VillegasV-3 

See section 4.8 Safety and Risk 
Applicant history and 
responsibility 

VottoR-1 See section 4.11 Noise Noise 
VottoR-2 See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic on Valley Blvd. 
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VottoR-3 See section 4.2 Air Quality Health risks of drilling 
VottoR-4 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Accidents 
VottoR-5 See section 4.3 Biology Biological resources 
VottoR-6 

See section 4.2 Air Quality 
Heavy metals into 
atmosphere 

VottoR-7 See section 4.7 Geology Oil seepage 
WarrenZ-1 Noted General 
WarrenZ-2 

Noted 
Aesthetics, coastal 
damage 

WarrenZ-3 
Noted 

Property values, 
environmental damage, 
aesthetics, traffic 

WarrenZ-4 
Noted 

Aesthetics, property 
values, City at risk 

WarrenZ-5 Noted General 

WatersR-1 
See section 4.8 Safety and Risk.  DOGGR regulated wells and all 

subsurface activities. 
Hazards (leaks) 

WheelerS-1 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk.   Health, safety 
WheelerS-2 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Tourism 
WheelerS-3 

See section 4.2 Air Quality and See section 4.9 Hydrology 
Long term pollution (air, 
water) 

WheelerS-4 See section 4.2 Air Quality Health 

WiederS-1 
Insurance and indemnification requirements would occur as part 

of the development agreement. 
Applicant insurance 

WiederS-2 Noted General 
WiederS-3 See section 4.2 Air Quality, See section 4.11 Noise Noise, odor, air 
WiederS-4 Noted General 
WiederS-5 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Hazards 
WiederS-6 Noted General 
WilliamsA-1 See section 4.5 Energy Electricity/magnetic 
WilliamsA-2 See section 4.2 Air Quality Funding 
WilliamsA-3 See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic 
WilliamsA-4 See section 4.1 Aesthetics Visual blight (aesthetics) 
WilliamsA-5 See section 4.1 Aesthetics Sight-lines 
WilliamsA-6 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Explosive potential 
WilliamsA-7 See section 4.13 Transportation Sidewalk traffic 
WilliamsA-8 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk and See section 4.13 

Transportation 
Impact on South Park 

WilliamsA-9 See section 4.10 Land Use and Recreation Impact on Green Belt 
WilliamsA-10 See section 4.9 Hydrology Water 
WilliamsA-11 See section 4.7 Geology Oil seepage 
WilliamsA-12 See section 4.2 Air Quality Benzene 
WilliamsA-13 See section 4.2 Air Quality Methane 
WilliamsA-14 Noted General 
WilliamsJ-1 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk General, hazards 
WilliamsJ-2 

See section 4.8 Safety and Risk 
Hazards, health, financial 
impact 

WilliamsJ-3 Noted City finances 
WilliamsJ-4 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Cost vs. benefit 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 

WilliamsT-1 Noted 
Digital EIR for 
comments 

Transcript-1 MRS is a consultant to the City, paid by the City General, MRS 
Transcript-2 Outside the scope of the EIR.   EIR funding 

Transcript-3 See section 2 and Appendix A 
Contamination clean-up 
prior to project 

Transcript-4 See section 2 Drilling period 
Transcript-5 See section 4.2 Air Quality Air quality from traffic 
Transcript-6 

See section 2 
City ordinances for 
height restrictions 

Transcript-7 
See section 4.11 Noise 

EIR accuracy, 
monitoring, enforcement 

Transcript-8 See section 2 Project period 
Transcript-9 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Project funding 
Transcript-10 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk.  The approach is to be 

conservative and use a reasonable worst case. 
Worst-case scenarios 

Transcript-11 Outside the scope of the EIR.   Web-site information 
Transcript-12 

Schedule is to circulate after the holidays 
Draft EIR distribution 
period 

Transcript-13 The Applicant has not made the full drilling plan available at this 
time as it would evolve based on the test well results 

Display of 30 wells 
versus 1 well 

Transcript-14 
See section 4.6 Fire Protection and Emergency Response 

Worst-case scenario, 
evacuation, results from 
MRS past work 

Transcript-15 See section 4.7 Geology Geology 
Transcript-16 Noted General- disapproval 
Transcript-17 See section 4.7 Geology and See section 4.8 Safety and Risk.   Geology 
Transcript-
18/MorganY-1 

Noted General 

Transcript-
19/MorganY-2 

See section 4.7 Geology Geology 

Transcript-
20/MorganY-3 

See section 8 Monitoring 

Transcript-
21/AvilarJ-1 

See section 4.8 Safety and Risk.   Capped wells 

Transcript-
22/AvilarJ-2 

See section 4.2 Air Quality Drilling flaring 

Transcript-
23/AvilarJ-3 

See section 4.10 Land Use and Recreation Recreation/tourism 

Transcript-24 
See section 2 

Sound-attenuation wall 
location 

Transcript-
25/OaksJ-1 

See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic/streets 

Transcript-
26/OaksJ-2 

See section 2 
Construction time versus 
real time 

Transcript-
27/OaksJ-3 

See section 2 
Aesthetics, rig height 
accuracy 

Transcript-
28/OaksJ-4 

See section 4.2 Air Quality Air movement 

Transcript-
29/OaksJ-5 

See section 4.13 Transportation 
General summary of 
comments 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
Transcript-30 Outside the scope of the EIR.   Mitigation 
Transcript-31 See section 8 Mitigation 
Transcript-
32/CutraroM-1 

See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Cost analysis 

Transcript-
33/CutraroM-2 

See section 4.11 Noise Noise 

Transcript-34/ 
AndrewsD-1 

See section 4.8 Safety and Risk 
E&B performance 
history 

Transcript-35/ 
AndrewsD-2 

See section 4.13 Transportation Foot/bike traffic 

Transcript-
36/AndrewsD-3 

See section 2 Aesthetics 

Transcript-
37/AndrewsD-4 

Outside the scope of the EIR.  Insurance and indemnification 
requirements would occur as part of the development agreement. 

Project insurance 

Transcript-
38/AndrewsD-5 

See section 8 Accountability 

Transcript-39 Outside the scope of the EIR.   Accountability 
Transcript-40-
AsuzaP-1 

See section 4.2 Air Quality and see HIA Health risks 

Transcript-41 See section 4.2 Air Quality and see HIA Health risks 
Transcript-42 See section 1.0 Project history 
Transcript-
43/FottC-1 

See section 2 Gas extraction method 

Transcript-
44/FottC-2 

See section 2 Gas extraction method 

Transcript-45 Noted General disapproval 
Transcript-
46/Jessica-1 

See section 4.2 Air Quality Recreation 

Transcript-
47/Cheryl-1 

See section 2 Abandonment 

Transcript-
48/WilliamsA-15 

See section 4.2 Air Quality General, health 

Transcript-
49/WilliamsA-16 

See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Safety 

Transcript-
50/WilliamsA-17 

See impact sections and Executive Summary Mitigation 

Transcript-
51/RobertsE-1 

See section 2 Technology, safety 

Transcript-
52/SchneiderK-1 

The City is considering story poles Aesthetics 

Transcript-53 
See section 4.2 Air Quality 

Air quality, health, 
hazards 

Transcript-54 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk.  DOGGR regulates subsurface 
activities 

Hazards 

Transcript-55 
See section 2 

Gas extraction method, 
geology 

Transcript-56 See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic, hazards 
Transcript-57 See section 4.11 Noise Noise 
Transcript-58 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Property value 
Transcript-59 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Hazards 
Transcript60/Fadd Outside the scope of the EIR.   MRS 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
enT-1 
Transcript-
61/LangJ-1 

See section 4.2 Air Quality and See section 4.11 Noise and See 
section 4.1 Aesthetics 

General 

Transcript-
62/LangJ-2 

See section 4.2 Air Quality Air 

Transcript-
63/LangJ-3 

See section 4.11 Noise Noise 

Transcript-
64/LangJ-4 

section 4.1 Aesthetics and the HIA 
Light 
pollution/Aesthetics 

Transcript-
65/LangJ-5 

See section 4.2 Air Quality and See section 4.11 Noise and See 
section 4.1 Aesthetics 

Summation of 
comments/general 

Transcript-
66/FregalB-1 

See section 4.2 Air Quality GHGs, air 

Transcript-
67/FregalB-2 

See section 4.2 Air Quality City policy, GHGs, air 

Transcript-
68/FregalB-3 

See section 4.2 Air Quality Climate change 

Transcript-
69/FregalB-4 

See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic 

Transcript-
70/NegliaR-1 

See section 4.1 Aesthetics Aesthetics 

Transcript-
71/NegliaR-2 

Outside the scope of the EIR.   Conflict of interest 

Transcript-
72/NegliaR-3 

See section 5 and 6 Alternatives 

Transcript-
73/NegliaR-4 

See section 4.11 Noise Nosie 

Transcript-
74/NegliaR-5 

See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Property values 

Transcript-
75/NegliaR-6 

See section 2 Timeline 

Transcript-76/ 
NegliaR-7 

See section 2 Traffic 

Transcript-77/ 
NegliaR-8 

Outside the scope of the EIR.   
Project history, city 
involvement 

Transcript-
78/CesarK-1 

See section 2 Traffic 

Transcript-
79/CesarK-2 

See section 2 Injection, radioactivity 

Transcript-
80/CesarK-3 

See section 8 Monitoring 

Transcript-
81/CesarK-4 

See section 4.2 Air Quality Air, traffic 

Transcript-
82/CesarK-5 

See section 2 Project phases 

Transcript-83 See section 2 Project boundaries 
Transcript-84 See section 4.7 Geology Geology 
Transcript-85 See section 4.7 Geology EIR terminology, general 
Transcript-86 

See section 4.7 Geology 
Liquefaction, EIR 
terminology, general 

Transcript-87 See section 4.7 Geology Geology 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
Transcript-88 See section 4.2 Air Quality GHGs 
Transcript-89 See section 4.7 Geology Geology, Hazards 
Transcript-90 See section 4.7 Geology Geology, Hazards 
Transcript-91 See section 4.10 Land Use and Recreation  
Transcript-92 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Hazards 
Transcript-93 See section 2 Boreholes 
Transcript-94 See section 4.11 Noise Noise 
Transcript-95 Outside the scope of the EIR.  Insurance and indemnification 

requirements would occur as part of the development agreement. 
Insurance 

Transcript-
96/HouserG-1 

Noted General 

Transcript-97/ 
HouserG-2 

See section 2 Technology 

Transcript-98/ 
HouserG-3 

See section 2 
Technology, health, 
safety 

Transcript-99/ 
HouserG-4 

See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Revenues 

Transcript-100/ 
HouserG-5 

See section 4.2 Air Quality and the HIA Health 

Transcript-
101/HouserG-6 

See section 2 Timeline 

Transcript-
102/HouserG-7 

See section 4.7 Geology Geology 

Transcript-
103/PathologerC-
1 

See section 4.7 Geology Geology 

Transcript-
104/FenderA-1 

See section 2 Traffic 

Transcript-
105/FenderA-2 

See section 2 Chemicals 

Transcript-
106/FenderA-3 

See section 4.2 Air Quality and See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Air 

Transcript-
107/FenderA-4 

See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Hazards 

Transcript-
108/FenderA-5 

See section 4.2 Air Quality Climate change 

Transcript-
109/HopeL-1 

See section 8 Accountability 

Transcript-
110/ChampelR-1 

See section 2.  The Applicant has not made the full drilling plan 
available at this time as it would evolve based on the test well 

results. 
Project boundaries 

Transcript-
111/ChampelR-2 

The PV Shelf DDT site is not in the project area   Geology 

Transcript-
112/ChampelR-3 

See section 4.3 Biology Biological resources 

Transcript-
113/ChampelR-4 

See section 2 Extraction methods 

Transcript-114 See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Revenue 
Transcript-115 

Outside the scope of the EIR.   
Likeliness of project 
approval 

Transcript-116 See section 2 Equipment 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
Transcript-
117/AsuzaP-2 

See section 4.2 Air Quality Health 

Transcript-
118/MillerC-1 

Outside the scope of the EIR.   Lifestyle, general 

Transcript-
119/AzusaD-1 

See section 8 
City management of 
project 

Transcript-
120/AzusaD-2 

See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Terrorism, hazards 

Transcript-
121/AzusaD-3 

See section 4.6 Fire Protection and Emergency Response 
Government agencies, 
response time 

Transcript-
122/AzusaD-4 

See section 4.9 Hydrology Hazards, general 

Transcript-
123/CollinsM-1 

Noted Psychology 

Transcript-
124/CollinsM-2 

See section 4.11 Noise and HIA Psychology, noise 

Transcript-
125/CollinsM-3 

See section 4.1 Aesthetics and HIA 
Psychology, light 
pollution, aesthetics 

Transcript-
126/CollinsM-4 

Noted 
Psychology, noise, light, 
aesthetics 

Transcript-
127/WorleyT-1 

See section 5 and 6 Revenues 

Transcript-
128/WilliamsT-1 

See section 4.7 Geology Geology 

Transcript-
129/WilliamsT-2 

See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Property values 

Transcript-
130/WilliamsT-3 

See section 8 
Mitigation monitoring, 
reporting 

Transcript-
131/WilliamsT-4 

The Carson EIR has been reviewed as part of this EIR process 
Mitigation monitoring 
included in DEIR 

Transcript-
132/WilliamsT-5 

See section 5 and 6 Alternatives 

Transcript-
133/WilliamsT-6 

The Applicant has not made the full drilling plan available at this 
time as it would evolve based on the test well results. 

Subsurface property 
ownership map 

Transcript-
134/CashenW-1 

See Cost vs. Benefit Analysis Tourism 

Transcript-
135/CashenW-2 

See section 4.7 Geology 
Earthquake insurance 
rates 

Transcript-136 See section 4 and the significance criteria in each issue area Mitigation measures 
Transcript-
137/Martha-1 

Noted Geology 

Transcript-
138/QuanA-1 

Noted 
Pipes leaking 
underground, smart pigs 

Transcript-139 See section 2 and See section 4.8 Safety and Risk 
Offshore pipelines, smart 
pigs 

Transcript-140 
See Executive Summary 

EIR ease of 
interpretation 

Transcript-141 Noted General 
Transcript-142 Noted General 
Transcript-143/ 
WorleyT-2 

Noted Voters input 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
Transcript-
144/Stacy-1 

Noted See section 4.8 Safety and Risk E&B oil spill history 

Transcript-145 Noted EIR purpose 
TracyJ-1 Noted General, local animosity 
TurnbowB-1 See section 4.2 Air Quality and the HIA General disapproval 

KeeganK-1 Noted 
General, population 
density 

KeeganK-2 See section 4.9 Hydrology Water 
KeeganK-3 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Hazards 
KeeganK-4 See section 4.2 Air Quality Health risks 
KeeganK-5 See section 4.13 Transportation Traffic 
KeeganK-6 

See section 2 
Hazards- sewer and 
electrical 

KeeganK-7 See section 4.2 Air Quality Air quality 
KeeganK-8 See section 4.11 Noise Noise 
KeeganK-9 See section 4.1 Aesthetics Aesthetics 
KeeganK-10 

See section 2 
Drilling mud tank, 
hazards 

KeeganK-11 See section 2 and section 8 Safety 
KeeganK-12 See section 4.7 Geology and See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Geology 
KeeganK-13 See section 4.6 Fire Protection and Emergency Response Fire 
KeeganK-14 See section 4.6 Fire Protection and Emergency Response Traffic suggestion 
KeeganK-15 

See section 4.8 Safety and Risk 
Population density, 
hazards 

KeeganK-16 Noted General 
KeeganK-17 Noted General 
LongacreH-1 Noted General disapproval 
LongacreH-2 

See section 4.7 Geology 
NOP bias, significant 
impacts, subsidence 

LongacreH-3 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Water injection 
LongacreH-4 See section 4.2 Air Quality Flaring 
LongacreH-5 See section 4.1 Aesthetics and See section 4.11 Noise Noise, vibration 
LongacreH-6 

See section 2 
Closed-loop system, no 
roof 

LongacreH-7 
See section 4.11 Noise and See section 4.2 Air Quality 

Noise, general pollution, 
utilities 

LongacreH-8 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Hazards 
LongacreH-9 Noted Project density 
LongacreH-10 Outside the scope of the EIR.   Applicant history 
LongacreH-11 Noted Mitigation 
LongacreH-12 

Noted 
Mitigation, general 
disapproval 

WiebeB-1 See section 2 
General, fracking, 
societal concerns 

WiebeB-2 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Property values, tourism 
WiebeB-3 

See section 4.13 Transportation 
Traffic, hazards, 
recreation 

WiebeB-4 See section 4.9 Hydrology Hazards 
WiebeB-5 See section 4.11 Noise Noise 
WiebeB-6 See section 4.8 Safety and Risk Hazards, population 



NOP Comments Addressed by DEIR Location 

Comment # EIR Section Where Issue Addressed Issue Area 
density 

WiebeB-7 Noted General 
YokooS-1 

See section 4.3 Biology and See section 4.8 Safety and Risk 
General, hazards, 
biological resources 
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