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Response to Comment Set RWQCB 

 

RWQCB-1: Comment noted. 
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Response to Comment Set COL1 

COL1-1: Impacts Fire.1 through Fire.4 in Section 5.11.4 discuss the impacts to fire protection and 
emergency responders associated with the proposed project, including the emulsion and 
sour gas pipelines, LOGP, and power line. As concluded in the EIR, Impacts Fire.1 
through Fire.4 are considered to be adverse but not significant (Class III). However, to 
ensure that these impacts are mitigated to the maximum extent feasible, in accordance with 
County policies, Mitigation Measures Fire-1 and Fire-2 are proposed to ensure that the 
facility Fire Protection Plans, Emergency Response Plan, and Oil Spill Response Plan are 
updated to reflect the proposed project and submitted to the Santa Barbara County Fire 
Department for review and approval.   

 According to Santa Barbara County Fire Department (Diane Sauer, personal 
communication, 2/16/07) PXP currently funds a “Partial Position” for County Fire Station 
#51. In addition, there is a Mutual Aid Agreement between Santa Barbara County and the 
City of Lompoc. Under the Mutual Aid Agreement, the County and City fire stations 
operate under what is called “Closest Resource” which means that if there is an incident, 
the agency closest to the site should respond. Therefore, even though there could be an 
incident under the jurisdiction of the City of Lompoc, if a County fire station or crew were 
closer to the incident site, the County fire station/crew would respond. With the Mutual 
Aid Agreement in place, this response assistance is provided free of charge between Santa 
Barbara County and the City of Lompoc. As result, some of the money the County Fire 
receives from PXP is distributed indirectly to the City of Lompoc under the terms of the 
Mutual Aid Agreement.   
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Response to Comment Set COL2 

 

COL2-1: Figure 5.1-2 has been revised to reflect the fatality and injury zones associated with the 
existing sour gas pipeline and the LOGP. 

 



9.2 Response to Comments—Government Agencies 
 

April 2008 9.2-7 Final EIR 

 

APCD-5
Cont’d 

APCD-1 

APCD-2 

APCD-3 

APCD-4 

APCD-5 

APCD 



9.2 Response to Comments—Government Agencies 
 

April 2008 9.2-8 Final EIR 

Response to Comment Set APCD 

APCD-1: Table 5.8.3 has been revised to clarify that Santa Barbara County is “unclassified” for the 
federal PM2.5 standard. 

APCD-2: The requested revision is included in Section 5.8.1.5. 

APCD-3: The requested revision is included in Section 5.8.1.5. 

APCD-4: Section 5.8.3.2 has been clarified to reflect that certain circumstances can trigger an 
analysis of traffic-related CO under the SBC P&D guidelines, although the SBCAPCD 
does not require it. 

APCD-5 Section 5.8.4.2 has been clarified to reflect how offset credits provide sufficient reductions 
to mitigate current plus project emissions.  
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Response to Comment Set CDPR 

CDPR-1: The text of DEIR Section 5.14.1.1, Recreation/Land Use/Policy Consistency Analysis, 
Environmental Setting, has been revised to include the additional information regarding 
Point Sal State Beach that is referenced in Comment CDPR-1. It is noted that DEIR 
Section 5.14.4.1, Impact Analysis for the Proposed Project, Recreation, Impact Rec.1, 
states that Point Sal State Beach would be one of the recreational areas at greatest risk if 
there was a shoreline failure of the oil emulsion pipeline. This impact is identified as being 
significant and unavoidable (Class I) in the DEIR. 

 Regarding the marine environmental off Point Sal, the DEIR acknowledges and describes 
the diversity of marine resources in the project area. Impacts of an oil spill on those 
resources are described in detail, classified as Class I, significant and unavoidable, and 
mitigation measures are identified to help protect those resources. 

CDPR-2: The text of DEIR Section 5.14.1.1, Recreation/Land Use/Policy Consistency Analysis, 
Environmental Setting for Recreation, has been revised to include additional information 
regarding El Capitan and Refugio State Beaches and Gaviota State Park. DEIR Section 
5.14.4.1, Impact Analysis for the Proposed Project, Recreation, Impact Rec.1, concludes 
that these recreational areas would likely avoid direct spill impacts on the basis of the oil 
spill trajectory modeling provided in DEIR Appendix G. However, under a “worst case” 
oil spill scenario these recreational areas could be affected and related impacts would be 
considered potentially significant and unavoidable (Class I). The text of DEIR Section 
5.14.4.1, Impact Analysis for the Proposed Project, Recreation, Impact Rec.1, has been 
augmented to re-iterate this impact conclusion. 

CDPR-3: The Burton Mesa Reserve was called out in the introductory second paragraph of the 
Terrestrial and Freshwater Biological Resources section of the DEIR and elsewhere, and 
its importance is recognized. Figures in Appendix A illustrate the location of Burton Mesa 
chaparral along the pipeline route. Burton Mesa chaparral in particular is recognized in the 
document as a sensitive habitat, and impacts to Burton Mesa chaparral and other sensitive 
habitats are considered significant under Impact TB.6, Spill Impacts to Vegetation and 
Wildlife. Mitigation Measures TB-10 through TB-14 require the inclusion of specific 
measures to protect, restore, and rehabilitate sensitive habitats and wildlife in the event of 
an oil spill. These measures would apply in the event of a spill affecting Burton Mesa 
chaparral and the Reserve. Reference to the Draft Land Management Plan for the Burton 
Mesa Ecological Reserve has been added to Section 5.2. 
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Response to Comment Set CDT 

CDT-1: For purposes of this EIR and in accordance with CEQA, the VAFB Onshore Alternative is 
conceptual at this time. However, if in the future a specific application is received, 
detailed visual, biological, and cultural resource impact information specific to the State 
Highway Right of Way will need to be provided, as required, to the Department of 
Transportation with any encroachment permit application. 

CDT-2: For purposes of this EIR and in accordance with CEQA, the VAFB Onshore Alternative is 
conceptual at this time. However, if in the future a specific application is received, 
complete engineering drawings, traffic studies, hydraulic calculations, and environmental 
reports specific to the State Highway System will need to be provided, as required, to the 
Department of Transportation with any encroachment permit application.  Please also see 
Response to Comment CDT-1. 

 


