REVISED NOTICE OF PREPARATION
SCH #2019029067

TO: State Clearinghouse FROM: Jacquelynn YbargePlanner
Governoros Office of Pl aisaniaBaybara@GodntyRes ear ch
1400 Tenth Street Planning & Development
Sacramento, CA 95812 123 East Anapamu Street

Santa Barbara, CA 93101

SUBJECT: RevisedNotice of Preparation of a Drafinvironmental Impact Report
/ Environmental Impact Assessment

PROJECT NAME: Plains Replacement Pipelifeoject

PROJECT LOCATION: Gaviota Coast inland to the Sisquoc Pump Station, through San Luis
ObispoCounty in Cuyama to the Plains Pentland P8tgiion in Kern
County

PROJECT CASE NOs: 17DVP-0000600010, 17CUF000600027, 17DRF0O00G0O0002 and
17CDR 0000600060

PROJECT APPLICANT: Plains Pipeline, L.P. (Plains)

Santa Barbara County (SB County) has reviged attached\otice of Preparation (NOP) to reflect
changes to the draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed Plains Replacement Pipeline
Project (Project), including: 1) a change from preparing an EIR to preparing Bpeinonmental Impact
ReportEnvironmental Impact Assessment (EIR/EIS) in conjunction with the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM); 2) a change in the baseline conditions used for the draft EIR/EIS from the baseline
conditionsdescribed in the origindtIR Notice of Preparation (@P) dated February 142019 and 3)
inclusion ofminor revisions tadhe proposed ®Bject description based on Applicgmoposed changes
submitted to SB County in April 2020.

For convenience to the reader, revisions to the NOP are indicated by striking text for deletiaplé¢
and underlined text for additionexamplg. A summary of the changes is described below.

Joint EIR/EIS

SB Countyand the BLM are currently processiagplicatiors for the proposedProjectthat require
preparation of arlEIR under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQ&)d an EIS under the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)

As the CEQA and NEPA Lead Agencie$SB Countyand theBLM originally sought to preparstand
alone environmental documer{en EIR and an EIS, respectively) usewhen considring approval of
the proposed ®ject. Preparation of separate NEPA aDBQA documents had originally been decided
due topreparation time limits and document length limitations of NEPA EISs prescniukaithe 2017



Executive Order 13803s implemented biye United StateBepartment othe Interior under Secretarial
Order 3355.

Santa Barbara County circulated I[d®P of a Draft EIR on February 14, 2019pmvide information

about the Project anobtan agency views on the scope and contdntot he document 0s ¢
information. The NOP was circulated for 30 days, and subsequenscoping meetingwere held on
February 27, 2019 and February 28, 2019 in Santa Barbara and Arroyo Grande, Galidéspectively.

The NOP and comments received in response were used to direct the scope of the analysis and the
technical studies in the EIR.

The BLM published &otice of Intent (NOI)f a Draft EIS in the Federal Register (Volume 84, Ng). 8

on May 3,2019. The NOI formally opened the public comment period under NEPA and initiated a 30
day public scoping period for the EIS, provided information about the Project, and served as an invitation
to provide comments on the scope and content of theTBEKS £oping input was used to formulate the
issues addressed in the planning process of the EIS.

In 2021, the previous 20Xéderal orders were rescinded by the Biden Administration under Executive
Order 13990 and Secretarial Order 3398. Because of this, SB County and the BLM decided to prepare a
joint EIR/EIS for the Projedbr clearer communication to the pubiased upon thnWhite House Council

on Environmental Quality (CEQ), and the Casifor
joint guidance on how to best integrate federal and state environmental rewiestsg efforts on the

Draft EIR and Draft EIS wereombined in February of 2022 to prepare a joint document.

Responsible Agencies, Trustee Agenciésoperating Agenciesnd other public agencies that have a
role in approving or implementing the proposed Project may also need to consider the EIRFEIS wh
issuing approvals.

Baseline Revisions

At the time the2019NOP was released, the baseline for the proposed Project was determined to be the
average of the last three (3) full years of pipebtiperations prior to the May 19, 2015 Refugio oil spill
(201212014). Determination of the operational bas:é
time that no additional permits or approvals from SB County decision makers were needed in order to
restart the existing Line 901 and 903 pipeline system.

Since releasing the draft NOP, and in preparing the DraffEHER SB County confirmed with the
California State Fire Marshal atige Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety AdministraB&iMSA)

that restarting the existing Line 901 and 903 pipeline system would require a State Waiver from the Fire
Marshal and a Special Permit from PHMSA, as Plains cannot meet the current cathodic protection
requirements outined i RHMS A6 s Cor r e c ts{ChGs) dédedadeaficenciesOm thexisting
pipeline coating. Furtheif Plainswere to pursue restart of the existing lines, tiweyld berequired to

retrofit Line 902903 using best available technologies pursuant to State Assembly Bill AB 864oprior
restart approval from the State Fire Marshal and PHMB#s required retrofit work has not yet been
completedht the time of release of thiselRsedNOP.

Retrofits to the existing linge.g installation of additional valvegjpouldrequire discretiong action from
SB Countyvia an amendment to the approv&kvelopment PlaiNo. 85DP-66cz The work requested
under this amendmentapplication (case number 21AMMDO00G00009 amending 8BP-66¢z) is
consideredutside ofregular maintenance and repair aitiées. Because discretionary actions to permit



restartactivitiesare needed from the California State Fire Marshal, PHMSA, and SB County, the baseline
conditionsevaluated in the aft EIRIEIS werechangedo the conditions that existexh the ground at
the time th2019NOPand NOIs wereeleased, which is, and continues to be, aoperational pipeline.

Project Description Changes

Minor revisions to th@roject descriptionvere maddased orthe followingApplicart-proposed changes
submitted to SB County in April 2020: 1) the addition of an extra pump statithe iCuyama Valley
region of San Luis Obisp@ounty identified as West Cuyama; 2) a change in the number of pipeline
control valves from 40 to 538) a reduction othe propogdexpansion of the Sisquoc Pump Station; and
4) a change in the Apjglant pointof-contactnformation In addition, the zoning information for pipeline
locations crossing parcels within Kern County have been corrigcted Revised NOP

Conclusion

The NOP has been revised to include additional information for the preparation of a joint EIR/EIS,
including additional scope of analysis for issue areas under NEPA, baseline description changes, and
project description changes. The information set fortié attached Revised NOP are being included in

the Draft EIR/EIS.Revisions to the NOP are indicated by striking text for deleterple¢ and
underlined text for additiongxamplg. Thecurrent projecinformation and application materialsmain
maintainednSBCount yosat websi t e

http://sbcountyplanning.org/energy/projects/PlainsPipeline.asp

Questions regardintis Revised NOP should be directed to Jatynn Ybarra, County of Santa Barbara
Planning and Development Department, Energy, Minerals and Compliance Division, 123 E. Anapamu
Street, Santa Barbara, CA 93101, via emailarra@ countyofsb.orgr teleptone at (805) 568066.

Sincerely,
April 26, 2022

Jacquelynn Ybarr&lannenll
County of Santa Barbara
Planning and Development
E: jybarra@countyofsb.org
P: 8055685066

cc: Clerk of the Board (please post for 30 days)
Encl: Revised Notice of Preparation SCRG19029067
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REVISED NOTICE OF PREPARTION

SCH #2019029067

PROJECT OVERVIEW AND SCOPE OF ANALYSIS

A. APPLIC ANT

Mr. Steve Geig

Ms.Heather Tuggle

Plains Pipeline, L.P. (Plains)
333 Clay Street #1600
Houston, TX 77002

B. LOCATI ON

PlainsPipeline, L.Pis proposing to replace the existing, and currently-shut23.4mile Line 901 and 901
pipeline systeniThe existing Plains Line 90118.9mile, insuated twentyfour inch diametesteel pipeline
currentlyextends from the Plains Las Flores Pump Sigtiovi t hi n ExxonMobil 69 Las
north of Highway 10lalong the Gaviota Coasito the Gaviota Pump Station. Line 9031E3.5mile,
insulated thirtyinch diameter, steel pipeline, exits the Gaviota Pump Station, crosses under Highway 101
into Gaviota State Park and parallels Highway 491t heads inland.ine 903 crosses underathHighway
101just north ofits intersection witlState Route 154o0uth of Los Alamgsand continues north through

the southern portion of the State Desigdd@at Canon Oil Field and undeaththe Sisgioc River to the
Sisquoc Pump Statio®@nce Line 903 reachdtie Sisquoc Pump Statidgnheads eastwaralong the SB
County and SLO County bounday the Pentland Delivery Point in Kern Couniythough e existing
pipeline alignment currently traverses through the City of Buellton, the proposed pipeline would be relocated
outside the existing alignment just outside Buellton (Dityts. Additionally, the proposed alignment would
deviate from the existinglignment for a small portion along the Gaviota Ctastvoid sensitive resources.

The proposed pipeline would traverse approximately 260 different pété&lsn SB Countyyvhich range

in size from just less thandcre to over 3,40@cresand are zoed AG| (Agriculture), AGII (Agriculture),

REC (Recreation)M-CR (Coastal Related Industry), -@D (Coastal Dependent Industry), RMZ
(Resource Management) within Santa Barlf&®®8) County AG (Agriculture) and RL (Rural Lands)
within San Luis ObispdSLO) County andA (Exclusive Agriculture), A FPS (Exclusive Agriculture,
Floodplain Secondary Combining); A(Limited Agriculture), and E (20) RS (Estate (minimum 20 acre)
Residential Suburban Combining) withf®rn Couny. The existing and proposeepiacenent pipelines
also cross California Department of Fish and W
Federal lands, including Los Padres National FotiesCarrizoPlain NationalMonumentandthe Bitter
Creek Wildlife RefugeNo change inxasting land use designation and/or zone district is proposed as part
of the ProjectFigure 1 showthe proposed alignmenithin SB, SLO and Keri€ounties, as well a&&tate
andFederal lands




Figure 1. Project Vicinity Map
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C. REQUEST/DESCRIPTION

Overview of the Projdc

Plainsis proposing taeplace thedsting Line 901 and 90Bipelinesystemwith a smaller diameter and
smallercapacity uAinsulated steel pipeline, herein after referred to as Lines 901R and A83Rrt of

the proposed Projeétlains wouldinstall, operate and maintaltines 901R and &R, 52 forty pipeline
control valvesupdate equipmeratthree existing pump statioiilsas Flores, Gaviota, and SisqQoadd

oil storage tank and heaters to the Sisquoc Pump Statpandand-upgradéhe-existing-SisquocPump
Statien constructa two new pump statiasin the Cuyama Valley region of SLO Courfi¥est Cuyama

and Russell Ranchandupdate and installarious pipelinerelated ancillary equipment including but not
limited to: pipeline location markers, cathodic protection, fiber optic lines, supervisory control and data
acquisition (SCADA) systems, remote communication equipment, emergency battery syltsels
powered backip generators, and/or solar panéddthough removal of theexisting pipeline is not
proposed at this timgyortionsof the line may be removed where technically feasible and required by
agreement with landowners and/or Project Comalst Therefore, impacts associated with pipeline
removalwould also be addresgland analyzed.

Background and Historic Operation

On February 18, 1986B County approved the Celeron/All American Pipeline Prajectera Final
Development Plan (8DPF066cz), which was subsequently revised in 1988-¥B8033). The
proposed Celeron/All American Pipeline Project was fordhestrudion of a [,200~mile pipeline that
would transport Outer Continentahelfandother locally produced crude oils fraime Santd8arbaraand
Santa Maria BasinsiroughEmidio Stationin Kern CountyCalifornia to McCameyTexas Thel22mile
Celeronsegmentwould extendfrom Las Flores tcEmidio Stationandthe 1,084mile All American
segmentwould extend fromEmidio Station in California to McCameyTexas both pipelineswould
transport heated crude oRipeline construction occurred from 1988 to 198dd Line 903 became
operational in 1991, and Line 901 became operational gdave later in 1994.ine 901 and 903 system
was an interstate pipeline and operated under federal jurisdiction.

On May 19, 2015Line 901 ruptured approximately 100 yards north of Highway 101, and oil traveled
through a drainage tuert to the Pacific Ocean approximately ¥4 mile west of Refugio State Park. An
estimated 124,000 gallons 2960 barrels of crude oil were released.May 20, the Director of Planning

and Development gave verbal and email authorization to Plagethuct emergency response operations
pursuant to the County6s -Omaadnionitbing atvites cogtinuetirdoi n a n
2016and were overseen by the Unified Commbattby theUnited States Coast Guard$CQ and the

United Stateg&nvironmental Protection AgenciRA), in consultation with the California Department of

Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), County Office of Emergency Management (OEM) and Plains. The Unified
Command was dissolved in early 2017

Sincethe May 19, 2015upture andelease of crudegil Pl ai nsdé6 901 and 903 pi
shutin. As part of their review and investigation, tRgeline Hazardous Materials Safety Administration
(PHMSA) issued a Corrective Action Order (CAO) requiring the purging of Line 80&yiew of the

pi pel i nedndrepainof angintegritiyreatening anomalies identified bybsequerinspectiors

and a root cause failure analysis. The CAO required Line 901 to remain shut down until PHMSA approves
the restart of the pipelinewib amendments were issued shortly thereafter. The first amendment to the
CAO was issued on June 3, 2015 and addressed p
required additional testing on Line 901 and 903, further review of processes, mamniagedeversight
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November 12, 2015 and required the purging of Line 903 between the Gaviota and Pentland Pump Stations
and the filling of both Line 901 and 90@th inert gas. Purge operations began on November 30, 2015
and were completed on April 18, 2016 -date, the Line 901 and 903 pipeline system from the Las Flores
Pump Station to the Pentland Pump Station remairopenational. Plains continues to workthw

PHMSA to address the CAO requirememnitsfurtherance of this effort, Plains submittedagplication

for an anendment (21AMB0000G0009) to their existing Development Plan {BB-66cz) for the Line

901 and 903 system that would allow for thstallation of numerous new valves to meet the State Fire
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Pipeline Construction

under

AB 864.

To construct the replacement pipeline and abandon or remove designated pipeling abiiorthe
proposed 128 month timeline, Plains proposing to utilize three construction spreamscurrently(see

Figure2).
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Figure 2. Construction Spreads and Staging
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Name
Stage 1- Los Flores
Stage 2 - Gaviota Wooddall
Stage 3- Gaviota Heating
Stage 4- Hwy1/Caltrans
Stage 5- Granite
Stage 6- SisqRiv/Calportland
Stage 7- SM Brew

| Stage 8- Corral

Stage 9-Hwy 166/Forest Road
Stage 10- Russel Ranch
Stage 11- Cuyama Pump Station

| Stage 12- FarmYard

Stage 13- Pentland

Map Label Acres
Stage 1 2.8
Stage 2 3.3
Stage 3 23
Stage 4 1.8
Stage 5 38.3
Stage 6 335
Stage 7 3.4
Stage 8 4.0
Stage 9 5.6
Stage 10 83
Stage 11 20.7
Stage 12 6.0
Stage 13 10.1

Each construction spread would be comprised of a crew of approximately 150 to 200 employees and
associated construction equipmaevith vehicles to support pipeline installation, abandonment and/or
removal activities. Construction equipment and vehiclekidlg; but are not limited to the following:
light-duty passenger trucks, passenger vans, heavy duty trucks, welding trucks, fuel trucks, water trucks,
stringing trucks, graders, dozers, trackhoes, trenching machines, bending machines, forklift, Horizontal
Directional Drilling (HDD) machine, jack and Boring Machine, mud pumps, cranes, air compressors and
generators. Designated staging areas would be located in level areas near or adjacent to the pipeling
alignment and respective work areas and would be digasband returned to existing conditions as work
activities progress or culminate. A centralized pipe yard for dbart storage and offsite fabrication of
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valve systems and similar equipmembuld be utilized as well. Trucksvould transport materials to
identified staging areas along the pipeline alignment.

Construction would occur during permitted hours, however trenchless excavation methods (described

below) may need to operate 24 hours, 7 days a week where safety and technical needs warrant longe
working hours. The three construction spreads are expected to operate simultaneously and are estimatet
to average approximately 700 linear feet of pipeline installation per day, depending on site conditions and

terrain.

Pipeline installatiorwould generaly occur in the following six steps:

1. Construction Staging.This stage includes the establishment of a Pipe Yard, as noted above, as
well as the various staging areas along the pipeline alignment.

2. Pipeline Construction Corridor and Right-of-Way. This stage entails the clearing of the
temporary construction corridor (i.e., vegetation and tree removal as necessary) under the
observation of biologicadnd culturaimonitors and marking of the pipeline righftway. During

this stage topsoil along the pime alignmentwould be removed and stockpiled and the area
would be graded in preparation for trenching activities.

3. Excavation and Trenchless ConstructionDuring this stage trenching machinesuld be

used to excavate along the pipeline alignmeatddpth of approximately-B feet below grade. In

areas that require deeper pipeline placement such as creeks or road crossings, trenchless excavatia
methodswould be utilized. Trenchless excavation methods include Jack and Bore or Horizontal
DirectionalDrilling (HDD) (See Figure 3)Jack and Bore entails the excavation of access pits on
either side of the crossing at the same depth as the pipeline and a boring machine. As the boring
machine creates a straight horizontal path to the exit pit as ittheltsasing pipe behind it. Once

the tunnel is drilled and the casing is in place, the pipeline is strung through the casing and the
access pits are backfilled. HDD is typically used for longer sections than Jack and Bore, such as
sensitive resources or neajivers. The HDD machine does not require access pits and is typically
set up on the existing ground surface. The HDD is setup so that it gradually angles down to the
target depth and then resurfaces again hundreds of feet away creating an underground ar

4. Pipeline Transportation and Installation. During this stage, sections of pipeline would be
transported from the Pipe Yard and staging areas to the project site, placed in the trench, welded
to one another and sand blasted. The weld joints wiheld be treated with epoxy to prevent
corrosion. No insulation would be applied or used along any portion of the replacement pipeline.

5. Testing and InspectionOnce the pipeline segments have been welded, eachwjoirid be
inspected via xay to ensw quality control and the pipeliveould be loweedby crane into the
trench. Once the trench has been back filled, pipeline segmeunlsbe hydrostatically tested to
ensure the integrity of the newly constedtpipeline. If any portion of the pipelinils during
this test, the pipeline segmenbuld be reexposed and Steps 4 andvbuld be repeated until
pipeline integrity is verified.

6. Restoration of Construction Corridor. During this final stage, the Temporary Construction
Corridor, created as part of Step 2, would be restored. Topography would be returned to existing



6

grade, top soil would be redistributed and disturbed areas would be revegetated according to a
Revegetatiormand Restoration Plan.

Figure 3. Trenchless Excavation Methods

/’"""‘\

Pipeline Abandonment

Pipeline Abandonment activities would adhere with all Federal, State and local requirements. Where
technically feasible and allowed by landowners and permits, poriotie existing pipeline would be
abandoned in place and minimize additional project impacts. Pipeline abandonment activities would
require approximately 280 additional specialized employees, and specialized equipment including
material delivery truckspump trucks and import trucks. The same construction Pipe Yard and staging
areas would be used for these activities as well.

Abandonment activities would generally occur as follows:

1. Buried pipeline sections would be flushed/cleaned of any fl(ldseady completed under
PHMSAGs oversight and direction pursuant to

2. Unless otherwise noted in the equipment list, existing aboveground equipment such as facility
piping, motor operated valves, pig launchers, and pig receivers would be removed.

3. Existing check valves would be exposed via the excavation of an access pit approximately 20 x
30 feet in size and would be removed.

4. Depending upon terrain conditions, small sections of buried pipelmgd be exposed in
intervals varying from oghalf (0.5) to two (2) miles for access purposes. Bejpade access to

the pipeline would be achieved via excavation of temporary access pits approximately 20 x 30 feet
in size. Due to the proposed location of the replacement pipelines parallel with alude
proximity to existing pipelines, excavations associated with the abandonment process would
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primarily fall within the perimeter of the Temporary Construction Corridor for the replacement
pipeline.

5. Using the excavated access locations, theduynipelines would be filled with a material such
as slurry, foam, nitrogen, or an equivalent inert substance and exposed ends would be welded
closed with steel plates.

6. All excavations would be backfilled, recompacted as appropriate for their Igcatidn
revegetated/recontoured to return to existing prior conditions as much as possible.

7. Buried sections of pipeline would be recorded such that future land owners/users are able to
identify their location.

Pipeline Removal

Portions of the existing pipeline may be removed where technically feasible and required by agreement
with landowners and/or Projegbnditions Approximately 117 of the total 257 parcels have easement or
right-of-way agreements with clauses which allow groperty owner to request pipeline removal. If all

the applicable property owners request that the pipeline is removed from their properties, approximately
77.8miles of pipeline would be removed.

Pipeline removal activities would use most of the sasregnnel, vehicles and equipmeetuired for
pipeline construction, with the addition of-30 specialized employees, passenger trucks, passenger vans,
material delivery/hauling trucks, welding trucks and dump trucks.

Pipeline removal would generally agcas follows:

1. Buried pipeline sectionsould be flushed/cleaned of any remaining flui@lready completed
under PHMSAOGs oversight and direction pursua

2. A typical benched or sloped trench approximately thirty (30) feet in width would be excavated
over the top of the pipeline segment; topsoil would be separated and stockpiled.

3. Welding trucks would be used to cut the pipeline into individual sections

4. Sidebooms, trackhoes, trucks, and various construction fleet vehicles would be utilized to lift
and remove sections of pipe.

5. Pipe sections would loaded onto flatbed trucks and hauled to regional metal recycling facilities.

6. Due to the redtion in pipeline diameter between existing and replacement pipeline sizes,
additional fill material would be imported. The trench would be backfilled with native soil and/or
clean fill material and top soivould be replaced. The disturbed area would lm®meoured and
revegetated to as close to prior surrounding conditions as possible.

7. Large woody vegetation such as oak trees may not be replanted if such vegetation would be
likely to disrupt the operation and/or maintenance of the replacement pipysileen.
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8. Unless otherwise noted in the equipment list, existing aboveground equipment such as valves,
facility piping, pig launchers, and pig receivers would be removed.

9. Two (2) existing belovgrade check valve stations would no longer be neatde station 1

300 would be excavated and removed at the same time as the surrounding pipeline segments anc
the surface conditions recontoured and revegetated to as close to prior surrounding conditions as
possible. Valve station-B200 would be replaceoy the new Russell Ranch Pump Station. All

other valve and pump stations would be repurposed for the replacement pipeline system.

Removal of the existing pipeline segments would commence approximately four (4) weeks prior to
construction of theeplacement pipelines, the two processes would proceed concurrently thereafter. If the
majority of the existing pipeline was required to be removed, the entire removal process as well as
replacement pipeline construction would take approximatef®11&monhs to complete.

Operatiors, Spill Contingency and Safety

Plains is proposing to utilize their centralized Control Center in Midland, Texas to manage the operations
of the replacement pipeline, Lines 901R and 903R. The Control Center is manned by quexisioguhel
24-hours per day, 365 days per yeApproximately 10 fulitime staff would be needed for pipeline
operations and maintenance.

The replacement pipeline system would be monitored 24 hours a day, 7 days a week by a Supervisory
Control and Data £quisition (SCADA) control system. Plains personnel in the Midland Control Center
would utilize a SCADA system to continually monitor and operate pipeline systems, and carry out a
remote shutlown of the system if circumstances warrant. Additionally, tipelime SCADA system

allows for various Plains personnel to access and view pip&iated operational data, in re¢ahe, from

any properly equipped computer system in the world, including Plains offices in Santa Maria and
Bakersfield, California. Thishared access to technology allows for close coordination atbeiatbck

bet ween | ocal Pl ains operations staff and contr

Pipeline Controllers have the authority and the responsibility to shut down the pipaliess when

pipeline integrity is in doubtRestart the pipeline systenis delayeduntil any identified issues are
corrected and proper authorization has been received from Operations and Control Center Managemen
and if necessary, the State Fire Marshall Of f i ce of ©npelihe fPapeltiyne
pipeline controllers in Midland, Texas can choose to automatically isolate the affected section of pipe by
remotely closing automated valves.

The Project design and construction wotdehiform to industry accepted best practices and Best Available
Technology (BAT) in adherence with the Elder California Pipeline Safety@aitfornia Assembly Bill

864, as well as all local, state, and federal requirements for pipeline design and ¢mmstiRigor to
commencement of pipeline operations, the Proje
Pipeline Operation & Maintenance Plan, Operator Qualifications Plan, Pipeline Integrity Management
Plan, and Emergency Response Plan in canpé with applicable local, state, and federal requirements.

Design considerations for the proposed Project include:

1 Although subject to final design modifications, the system would likely be constructed of APl 5L
Gr. X52 carbon steel with a maximumewgting pressure (MOP) of approximately 1,350 pounds
per square inch (psig) and a maximum operating temperature of 200 degrees Fahrenheit.

1 Consultation with the California State Fire Marshal (CSFM) Pipeline Safety Division.
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Adherenceto CFR Title49Rar 195 ATransportation of Hazar dec
19 Div. 1 Ch. 14 fAHazardous Liquid Pipeline
ASME, CEC, CFC, CBC, NACE, NFPA, and other applicable codes.

Incorporation of the use of-lme inspection tools, such as smart pigs.

Completion of a hydraulic and surge analysis.

Incorporation of results from a final Emergency Flow Restriction Device (EFRD) analysis.
Completion of a seismic and geotechnical study including field and laborastingte

Confirmation of existing utility locations for consideration during final pipeline route selection
and maintain required clearances.

Pipeline Safety considerations during constructiauldinclude:

T
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Hydrostatic testing per DOT and CSFM regulations and retention of associated construction
records.

Non-destructive testing of all welded pipeline joints in a manner which meets or exceeds
applicable standards per Department of Transportation (DOT) remdatnd additional
applicable local, stte, and federal requirements.

Geotechnical testing to verify adherence to construction specifications.

Installation of at least one (1) below ground warning tape above each pipeline.

Installation of aboveground eline location markers.

Installation of security fencing around all valve and pump stations.

Examples of personnel safety considerations during construction include:

1
1
1

T

Compliance with applicable California Occupational Safety and Health Administr@iBHA)
administered regulations such as shoring, bracing, and confined space entry.

Overall construction safety program by licensed construction contractor(s).

Implementation of various onsite safety activitissluding completion of Job Safety Analysis
(JSA), daily safety tailgate briefings, and dedicated safety monitoring personnel.

Advanced utility locating to avoid interference with existing underground improvements.

Examples of safety considerations throughout operations and maintenance of the proposed facilities
include continued:

T
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Compliance with CFR Title 49 Part 195 ATr ans
Title 19 Div. 1 Ch.l ilMe AFHaafzeatrydoo,u sa nLd qaupi pdr oPp rpi
ASME, CEC, CFC, CBC, NACE, NFPA, and other applicable codes.

Maintenance of routine and emergency operations plans.

Safety training for operations staff; minimum experience requirements by operasificd#ion.
Maintenance inspections and retention of associated records as required by local, state, and federa
regulations.

Routine safety device inspections and testing.

Mai ntenance of the facilityds HazdiondGonoirsl, Mat
and Countermeasures Plan.

Coordinated interface with interconnected systems operated by third parties.
Maintenance and testing of the pipeline SCADA systems.

In-line inspection to meet or exceed the frequency established by applicabdions.
Maintenance of aboveground pipeline location markers.

Participation in Underground Service Alert utility locating system.
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1 Maintenance and replacement of equipment and components throughout the life of the Project.
1 Documentation of results ¢ésts and inspections over life of the Project, including the date and
extent of any replaced pipeline segments.

Examples of Leak Protection and SCADA Leak Detection System Elements & Operation:

1 A series of moteoperatedvalves (MOV) and check valvewould be installed in strategic
locationsto protectenvironmentally sensitive areas consistent with all applicable local, state, and
federal regulations.

1 Cathodic protection (sacrificial anode system) designed to protect the pipelines from external
corrgsion.

1 Safety and operational data would be monitored by a SCADA system. Informadidd be
gathered from multiple points along the pipeline systemnamdd include flow rate, temperature,
and pressure.

1 Operating datavould be continuously monitored to identify deviations indicative of a leak or
rupture. The pipeline would shut down when conditions vary beyondeirpressure and flow
conditions in accordance with the Elder California Pipeline Safety Act and additionizladepl
local, state, and federal requirements.

1 The automatic shutoff systemould shut off pipeline pumps without human intervention if the
instruments detect:

o A drop in pipeline pressure below a programmed threshold.
0 Adrop in pipeline pressure combaheith increased pipeline flow at the origination point and
decreased pipeline flow at the destination point.

1 Inthe event the pipeline flow reverses direction, strategically located check valves on the pipeline
would close automatically, without humarténvention.

D. ISQUE AREAS

Each specified impact area warrants an objective and systematic discussion that identifies the baseline
environmental settinghresholds of significangempacts and their severjtand, where the impact is
potentially significant, the mitigation measurestwid,reduce or eliminate the impact.

BaselineConditions

The Line 901 and 903 pipeline system was evacuated and purged as of May 21, 2015, and continues to be
nonoperationato date Baseline conditions M/ be describedrom these existing conditions with a ron
operational pipeline.

Hal-evidence.
ypermits and
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Air Quality
The Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas (GHG) analysrddinclude the evaluation of criteria air pollutants,
GHG emissions, odors and consistency of the Project with the regional and applicable Air Quality
Management Plan$he Applicant has prepared an Air Quality Technical Re@@TR) andassociated
emission calculations for the proposerbject. TheAQTR was reviewed by the Santa Barbara County
Air Quality Control District (SBCAPCD) and 88 BCAPCDcomments have been addressed. AQFR
includes information for both stationary and mobile emissidhs.results of this analysis indicate that
longt er m unmi tigated emissions are not predicted
threshold levels for NOx, RQ®M.s and PMo.

However per the emissionalculatiorssubmitteda s part of the Appl i NGxti on,
ROC and PMp emissiongesulting fromconstruction activitiesvould exceed 25 tons within a-h2onth

period. Pursuant t&BCAPCD) Rule 202 D.16 if the combined emissions from all construction
equipment used to construct a stationary source which requires an Authority to Construct permit have the
potential to exceed 25 tons of any pollutant, except carbon monoxide, imarit@ period, the owner of

the stationary source shall provide offsets underrovisions of Rule 804 and shall demonstrate that no
ambient air quality standavdould be violatedFurthermoresince Santa Barbara County violates the state
standard for P, dust mitigation measures are required for all discretionary construction activities
regardless of the significance of the fugitive dust impacts based on the policies in the 1979 Air Quality
Attainment Plan.

At this time, the proposed Project includas tatbandonment of the majority the Line 901 and 903
pipeline system(122.9 miles) between Las Flores and Pentlartdowever, & discussed above,
approximately 117 property owners have the ability to request the removal of the pipeline on their
respectivepropertiesActivities associated witpotential removal afhe77.8 miles of the existing pipeline
could result ilNOx and PM (fugitive dust)emissionghat exceed 25 pounds per day. Nevertheless, these
emissions are not associated with stationarycssuthat would require an ATC from the SBCAPCD and
thereforeat this timewould not be considered to exceed any existing thresholds.

Lastly, he SBCAPCD determined that no Health Risk Assessment (hRA)d benecessary for this
projectthus no HRA has been conduct&BCAPCD requires permits for equipment and operations
associated with this project.

Greenhouse Gases

According to the submitted calculatioqspeline construction and installation activities argicipated to
generatepproximatelyl8,984 metric tonnes of C@equivalent per year (MTC@/year). Theseemissions
would exceed theGHG threshold established by the County Board of Supervigotbe approved
Environmental Thresholds and Guidelines Manual (revisediary 202 Mareh2018. A bright-line GHG

threshold of 1,00@netric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent per yapplies to the ProjecPotential
mitigation mayincludethe development of a CouripprovedGHG Mitigation Plarto mitigate potential
impacts.

Biological Resources

The EIREIS would evaluate the extent of temporary and permanent impacts to wildlife and habitat as a
result ofthe proposed Project and identify potential feasible mitigation meas§iomstruction activities
include gradingand vegetation renval, excavation, trenchless excavatignpeline installation, and
associated activitie®©peratioml activitiestypically includeroutineon-going maintenancectivities and
accidentabpill responseactivities
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Under the proposed Projet2.9 miles of the existing Line 901 and 903 pipeline system from Las Flores

to Pentland would be in abandoned in place and 123.4 miles of replacement pipeline would be installed
within or adjacent to the existing pipeline corrid®ipeline installationactivities could potentially
temporarily interfere with terrestrial wildlife movement primarily during construction. Construction
activities would affect wildlife in adjacent habitats by interfering with localized movement patterns or
causing animals to meporarily avoid areas adjacent to the work. More mobile species (birds and larger
mammalswould beexpected to disperse insarroundinghabitat areas during land clearing and grading,

and other temporary construction activitiestential impacts from the operation of the proposed Project
include wildlife interference from maintenance vehicles, anomaly repairs and unanticipated spills and spill
response.

The Biological Assessment included a review of the California Natural $iiyeDatabase as well as
pedestrian surveys which identified potential impacts to the following listed, threatened and endangered
species, including, but not limited to: California fledged frog, steelhead, and southwestern willow
flycatcher, leasBe k| & i r e o, Nel sonds antelope squirrel (c
kangaroo rat, and San Joaquin kit fox (sign observed in 2017). Additionally per the Assessment, upland
habitat for the California tiger salamander, potential habitat fakéine primrose sphinx moth and blunt

nosed leopard lizard (observed 2017 in SAM)Id be affectedvegetation trimming and clearing of the
pipeline alignmentvould result in the removal or trimming of habitats such as, but not limitecbtst

live oak woodland, annual grasslar@alifornia coastal scrub, riparian and wetland habitats.

The potential impacts to coast live oak woodland are of particular concern, with approximately 654 mature
(at least 6 inches diameter at breast heigb¢sthatmay be impactedr removedy the proposeBroject.

Oak woodlands support a variety of sensitive species and are afforded special protection by local
ordinances and the CDFWs part of their applicatioRlainshasalsocompiled a Conceptual Oak Tree
Mitigation Analysis which identifies potential oak mitigation opportunities withirptbgect area

In addition, under the proposed project, there would be 123 trenched stream crossings and 18 trenchles:
stream crossings; trenched crossings would requiecao® 404 Clean Water Act permit from the U.S.

Army Corps of Engineerand consultation with the U.S Fish and Wildlife Service for federal actions that
may adversely affect federally listed species under Section 7 of the Endangered Spedike Wetter
crossings would be evaluated in the EIR/EIS.

Potential impactassociated with biological resouraasuild be significant.

Cultural/Historic Resources

The cultural/historic resources analysisuld determine whether thBrojectmay adversely affect the
significance of cultural/historic resousceThe EIREIS would provide a discussion of the potential
impacts related to Cultural Resources and mitigation measures for project activities and alternatives.
Construction activities itlude gradingand vegetation removakxcavation, trenchless excavation,
pipeline installation, and associated activitids.discussed above, approximately 117 property owners
have the ability to request the removal of the pipeline on their respectperfpes. Activities associated

would include excavation, pipeline removal and associated activ@gsratiorl activities typically

include routineon-going maintenance activities and accidental spill response actividiesct impacts

could include impacts that result from intentional ground disturbance related to grading, excavation and
pipeline removallndirect impacts may also occur as a resulthefproject, butwould not result from
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intentional ground disturbanc®ther ndirect mpactscould include erosion, unauthorized artifact
collecting, and vandalism.

The Applicant has prepared a Phase | Archaeological Survey Report for the proposed wingject,
includes the results of archival and background research, official recoctiegaonducted at the Central
Coast Information Center (CCIC) of the California Historical Resources Information System at the
University of California, Santa Barbara, the Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center (SSJVIC)
at California State Univeity Bakersfield, the Heritage Database with the United States Forest Service,
Los Padres North Zone, and the BLM Bakersfield Field Office Cultural Resourceldismase An
intensive (BLM Class Ill) pedestrian survey of the proposed Project Study Area has also been conducted.

As designed, the proposed pipeline would be directionally drilled to avoid the majority of recorded and
identified sites located withithe right-of-way. Additional archeological investigation®uld need tdbe
conducted to define the Area of Potential Effect and determine if the pna@jattimpact historical sites.

All subsurface workwould be conducted in accordance wah approvedvork plan, curratly being
developed in coordination with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) and the Bureau of Land
Management(BLM). Project impactswould be eval uated against Sect
Environmental Thresholds and Guidelines Manual (revisadary 202 May-201§, against applicable
thresholds for San Luis Obispo and Kern countesl evaluateth accordance witlsedion 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Adeotential impacts associated with cultural/historic resources could be
significant.

Geologic Preesgs/Geologic Hazards

The Project includes the construction of a new, replacement pipeline wbidt traverse a variety of
terrains, geological conditions and hazarfdstential issueshat would be evaluatednclude geologic
hazards such as erosion, slope instability, unsuitable soil conditions, and liquefBicégrotential for
impacts as a result geismic hazards such as strong seiggrocind shakingvould alsobe addressed.

In coordination with the Risk of Upset analysis, an assessment of the potential for spills related to geologic
processes, hazards and seismic actwiyld be conducted.

The Applicant has prepared a Geologic Hazards Evaluation for the proposed @mpghneent which

crosses ten potentially active faults, twelve splays of the San Andres Fault, expansive soils, erodible soils,
steep slopes and soils with liquefaction potenfldle EIREIS sectionwould also address existing
environmental conditions itme affected area, identify and analyze environmental impacts of construction
and operation of the proposed Projemdidwould include recommended measures to reduce or avoid
adversageologicimpacts anticipated from Project construction and operation.

Project impactsvould be evaluated against Sectit@of SB Countyds Environme
Guidelines Manual (revisedanuary 202May-2061§, and against applicable thresholds for San Luis
Obispo and Kern counties.

Hazardous Mateials/Risk ofUpsd

The main objectives of the Risk of Upsatalysis are to disclose the potential for serious accidents,
exposure to the public, safety and environmental risks of spill events, and the mitigation measures that could
reduce these risks. This analysisuld consider the potential for riskessociated witlthe installation of

the natural gas pipeline atitetransportation of crude oria pipelineusing Risk of Upset studies provided

by the Applicant, including RipelineQuantitative Risk Analysis (QRA), d&amergency Flow Restriction
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Device (EFRD) Study and Surge Studyprepared for the proposed Proje€his issue arediscussion
would also include a description of the differences (i.e., pipeline pressure, diameter, material thickness,
etc.) between the existing line that ruptured and the proposed replacement line.

Risk would be assessed according to Sectiomelfuirements of SB Countd s Envi r onment al
and Guidelines Manual which specify threslsdil significant impact to the public througixposure to

acute riskgi.e., serious injury and fatalityfat stem from certain types of activitiasd against applicable
threshotls for San Luis Obispo and Kern counti@stential impactassociated with Risk of Upsebuld

be significant.

Noise

The noise and vibration analysi®uld focus on potential adverse impacts from temporary construction
type noise (includindrenching activities, pipeline installation améhicle noise)impacts from truck
traffic along offsite travel routeand permanent stationary noise soursash as pump stations andveal
sites The EIREIS would also address noise associated with ¢ongion of the proposed natural gas
pipeline

In assessing noise impacts from proposed activities, details such as predicted decibel levels, duration, etc.
for eachconstruction and operatiatctivity wouldbecompareca gai nst t he Counet yobs
Equivalent Level (CNEL) threshaddin locatiors of adjacent noise sensitive receptors. The noise and
vibration analysisvould identify specific recommendations and noise mitigation components to reduce
adverse impacts to the extent feasiliteoject impats would be evaluated against Sectio 4f SB

Countybdés Environment al Thr es hdahudrg 202ivag-2088y and e | 1 n
against applicable thresholds for San Luis Obispo and Kern caunties

Paleontological Resources

Portions of the Project are located within areas that are known to be sensitive for significant
paleontological resources, as defined by federal standards codified in the Potential Fossil Yield
Classification Index (PFYC). Due to the extensive subsurfestardance associated with this project,
there is the potential for impact to these resources.

Surface/Groundwater Resources

The Applicant has prepared a Groundwater Protection Report which mavidesktop analysis of
shallow groundwater and/or sensitive aquifers that are within the proximity of the proposed. project
Grading and excavation activities may result in enosiad sedimentatioalong the pipeline alignment

and adjacent disturbed arepatrticularlyif precipitation effects occur. Portions of the proposed pipeline
would also be constructed within mapped flood plains and below numerous streams, creeks and rivers.
Use ofheavy equipment and machinery could potentially result in an acaldettase of hazardous
materialsSurface and groundwatieave the potential to be impacted if an accidental release were to occur
in these areasAdditionally, approximately 40 miles of the proposed pipeline would transect five
geographic areas known tontain shallow groundwater averaging about 30 to 110 feet below ground
surface Where boring or HDD would take the pipeline to a greater depth, the relative risk to shallow
groundwater would increase. The total length of boring and HDD installatibim shallowgroundwater

areas is limited to approximately 2.87 miles (2%) of the total 123.4 mile replacement pipeline system.

The water resources sixt of the EIREIS would assess therPoj ect 6 s p o sudace anda | t
groundwater resourceBue tothe nature of the project and the proposed pipeline alignmpetemntial
impactsto surface and groundwateguality could be significant
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Traffic/Transportation

The Traffic and Transportatiomnalysiswould focus on the contribution of new traffic volumaad
vehicle miles traveledssociated witltonstruction and operationacttivities. This analysiswould also
consider potential impacts to traffic flow from temporary lane or roadway closala®d to the
installation of the oil and gas pipelines.

The construction of the proposed Project would introduce new traffic volukaetetailed in Section C

under Pipeline Constructiorthe project would utilize three construction spreads concurrelagh
construction spread would be comprised of a crew of approximately 150 to 200 employees and associatec
construction equipment and vehicles to support pipeline installation, abandonment and/or removal
activities. Designated staging areas would be lacatelevel areas near or adjacent to the pipeline
alignment and respective work areas and would be dismantled and returned to existing conditions as work
activities progress or culminatéhe potential primary staging areas would be used to store coiwstruct
materials and would be located in previously disturbed areas, such as underoiimadrcial parking

lots, fallow agricultural fields, and private oilfield or agricultural work yards. Most opteeminarily
identified staging areaw/ould belocateal in rural areas anidhpacts tatraffic to/from the staging aredas
anticipated to occur before morning peak hours and/or after evening peak hours and would be temporary
A centralized pipe yard for shetérm storage and offsite fabrication of valve sps$ and similar
equipmentvould be utilized as well. Trucks/ould transport materials to identified staging areas along

the pipeline alignment.

Upon completion of the pipeline construction project, operations and maintenance would require 10 full
time equvalent operatorand maintenance staffraffic generated by operators would be minimal (less
than 50 daily trips generated by the 10 operators) and would not significantly impact public highways and
roads in the vicinity of the pipeline corridor.

Most d the project related traffic is associated with the construction phase of the pksjdetscribed in
the Applicant 6s Trpprbximately 1D2nip 206 dailydpa ale yasticipatedera
constructionspread, with 8 trips or less occurring the AM and PM peak hours on regional roadways
including: US 101, SR 1, SR 246, and SR 166.

Approximately 400 to 600 employees and/or contractors would be employed for Project construction at
various locations acresthe construction corridor Construction workforce parkingvould occur in
designatedocationsat previously disturbed or developed sites such as, but not limited to, existing,
underutilized commercial parking lots, existing industrial work yards, ordesmpunpaved parking areas

in locations that are already relatively flat in topography and devoid of natural habitat. Construction
employeesvould report to the approved parking zones, consolidate into field vehicles as feasible, and
commute to the activevork zonealong designatedraffic routes. Construction workers would drive
to/from approved parking zones prior to the beginning of and after the exatloivork day.Potential
impacts to traffic and transportation alorggionalroadwaysas well askey intersectionswould be
analyzed

Project impactsvould be evaluated against Sectid@of SB Countyds Environme
Guidelines Manual (revisethnuary 202 May-201§.
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Land Use
The Projecivouldb e subject to the Countyods I nl aswklaand C
policies from the Countyds Comprehensive Pl an,

proposing the transportation of produced crude oil via pipeline.

The Projectvouldb e subject to the SB Countyds I nland ar
Countyds Inland Land Uker rmMr@d wnmtnyées (4AdO)asgrelldrl dei |
as policies from SB and SLG o u n Cogmprehensive PlanandKer n Count vy 6.sSB Gene
County policiesrequire that pipelines be constructed, operation and maintained as cararien or
multiple-use pipelines and require that the Applicanaccountfor the reasonable, foreseeable needs of
other potetial shippers in the design of their common carrier and multipts pipelines. Multipleiser
pipelines provide equitable access to shippers with physically compatible stock on a nondiscriminatory
basis.The proposed project would replace an existinglpipesystem and appurtenaneewl includehe
construction of a new pump station. No residential development is proposed, all employees would travel
to and from the site on a daibass andthe Projectvould not require connection to domestic or sanitary
water services.

CEQA Guidelines 815125(d) requires that an EIR discuss any inconsistencies between a projased
and applicable general plans, specific plans, and regional plamssich, a preliminaryglicy consistency
analysiswould be developed angould contain dist and analysis of applicable ordinance standards and
policies However,it is the responsibility o5B ardSLO, and KernCounies as decision makswith
discretion over the Proposed Project, to make the final detationinregarding consistency issueesit
relates to applicabl8anta-Barbara-Ceuntpuntypolicies.

NEPA Only Resource Analysis

The following issues areas would be evaluated in the EIR/EIS, as fdBRAesource analysis. These
issue areas are anticipated to be less than significant under CEQA.

Aesthetics/Visual Resources

The proposed pipeline would be located underground with the exception of several valve sites, a new
crude oil storage tank at the Sisquoc Pump Station and the propMestdCuyama anBussell Ranch

Pump Statioa The new facilities may be visible fropublic roads, however with the exception of the
proposed crude oil storage tank at the Sisquoc Pump Station, would be similar in nature to existing
development in the surrounding areas and are not anticipated to significantly impact identified public
vantayje points or scenic resources. Additional visual analysis may be conducted

Agricultural Resources

The pipeline would be located approximately feet below grade in most areas, except for roadway and
stream/river crossings, and would temporarily distarbor portions of agricultural properties, many of
which are under Williamson Act Contracts. Additionally, the Agricultural Preserve Advisory Committee
(APAC) reviewed the project and found it to co
Agricultural Preserve Contracts.

Under NEPA, issues to be considered include agricultural uses not being restoreddnspgction
status, and the effects of multiple projects to the grazing allotments on BLM and USFS lands.







