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I. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION

Chevron U.S.A. Inc. bas proposed to install a 34,000 ft. subsea gas
pipeline from Chevron's proposed Platform Edith to Union's Platform Eva.
The proposed route will follow a southwest course from Platform Eva to
Platform Edith along the proposed power cable-water line from Platform
Edith. Proposed Platform Edith will be located on OCS Lease P-0296 at
the intersection of Californis Lambert Coordinates x = 1,424,260 and

y = 525,220 in System Zone 6.

0CS Lease P-0296, as well as Leases P-0330, P-0301, and P-0306 have ?een
designated for development by Shell 0il Company in Shell OCS Beta Unit
Development EIR/EA (USGS, et al., 1978). The Beta Unit is located in
Federal waters approximately 14.4 km (9 miles) west of Huntington Beach
(see USGS, et al., 1978). The exact location of the proposed route of
the pipeline, the proposed Platform Edith, and existing Platforms Ellen,
Bva, and Elly are shown on Figure 1 of this EA.

The natural gas produced from the reservoir underlying OCS P-0296 will
be used as fuel in the process heater onboard Platform Edith. The
excess gas produced was to be reinjected into the producing formation.
Subsequent analysis by Chevron indicated that the installation of the
pipeline would allow the excess gas to be utilized by their Huntington
Beach facilities.

The following method for transporting gas from Edith to the Huntington
Beach facilities has been proposed (Chevron, 1982):

1. Chevron will lay a natural gas pipeline by a bottom-pull

method along a route between Platforms Edith and Eva (see Figure 1).
The pipeline will be approximately 34,200 feet in length and has a
6-5/8 inch outside diameter.

2. The gas will be commingled with the gas produced on Platform
Eva and will be transported to shore via Union's existing 8-5/8
inch outside diameter subgea pipeline.

3. Onshore, the gas will enter Aminoil's existing 12-3/4 inch
outside diameter gas gathering line near the intersection of
Warner Avenue and Algonquien Street for ultimate delivery to
Chevron's Huntington Beach facilities.

This method of disposal would be more favorable from an economical and
environmental standpoint. It would allow for the comsolidation of
existing facilities in the area, and would minimize the resultant environ-
mental impacts from transporting the gas to shore. The proposal is also
in compliance with the California Coastal Commission's Policy 30261 (b)
which states that consolidation with existing facilities is highly
encouraged and desirable in the coastal zone.
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The proposed activities which are described in detail in the supplement

to t§e°§:vironmental Report were found by Chevron to be consistent with
the policies of the California Coastal Management Program. The Minerals
Management Service has reviewed the supplement to the Environmental R
Report and the Development and Production Plan (Platform Edith) and have
approved the Plan of Exploration and Environmental Report (see MMS, .
1982). It was found that these documents provide an adequate description
of the potential impacts posed by this project. The State Lands Commis-
sion is in the process of preparing an Environmental Impact Report on

the proposed Platform Edith and the proposed gas pipeline.

Shell's implementation of their Beta Unit presently consists of a produc-
tion Platform Ellen. The development plan also includes a second drilling
Platform Eureka to develop the southern portion of the reservoir. -If
conditions warrant its construction the tentative date for development

is the mid-1980's (USGS, et al., 1978).

Directly related to the development of the pipeline is the comstruction
and installation of Platform Edith on OCS P-0296. Edith will either
precede or will be ongoing during the installation of the proposed
pipeline (for a detailed discussion of Platform Edith see Chevron,
1980a, b, and MMS, 1982).

The monitoring systems to be placed on Platform Edith are described in

Section 2.11 in the Environmental Report and Development and Production
Plan (Platform Edith). The air quality monitoring device is discussed

in Section 2.22 of the Environmental Assessment (Chevron, 1980a, b).

The overall schedule for Chevron's Beta Development is shown on Figure 2-5
(see Chevron, 1982). The preliminary estimate for the construction of
the gas pipeline was October 1982; presently early 1983 appears more
realistic.

A description of the vessels and equipment to be used in the construction
of the pipeline, personnel requirements, onshore support systems are
discussed in Section 2 of the supplement of the Environmental Report and
Development and Production Plan (Platform Edith) (Chevron, 1982).

The natural gas pipeline will be designed in compliance with Minerals
Management Service OCS Order No. 9 dated Junme 1, 1975, 49 CRF 192,
applicable Minerals Management Service policies, State Lands regulations
for 0il and Gas Production, Section 2132,

The design of the pipeline will include approved leak detection devices,
high-low pressure monitoring and shut-in equipment in accordance with
the provisions of OCS Order No. 9. When a predetermined high output
pressure is exceeded, the pipeline will be shut in at Platform Edith. In
the event of a large peak, pipeline rupture, or abnormally low pressure
is detected at either platform, all gas shipping pumps will be auto-
matically stopped and the pipeline will be shut in (Chevron, 1982).
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I1I. DESCRIPTION OF THE AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

This section describes in summary form those components of the
environment which are likely to be impacted by the proposed action. A
more detailed description of the San Pedro Shelf is contained in the
Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for OCS Lease Sales 35, 48,
and 68; Shell OCS Beta Unit Development EIR/EA; and Chevron's Environ-
mental Report and Development and Production Plan (Platform Edith).

A. Geology

An additional discussion of the offshore geology of the proposed pipeline
route can be found in the Supplement to the Environmental Report and
Development and Production Plan (Platform Edith) (Chevron, 1982, pages 45
to 59); the Environrental Assessment for Platform Edith (MMS, 1982,

pages 12 to 15 and Appendix 6); and the Geologic Evaluation prepared by
Woodward-Clyde Consultants for the pipeline (Woodward-Clyde Consultants,
1982, pages 3-1 to 3-6).

The proposed pipeline route is located within the San Pedro Basin. The
major structural features of the basin are the northwest trending Palos
Verde and the Newport-Inglewood fault zones which are separated by the
Wilmington Graben. The sequence of sediments within the graben consists
of consolidated rocks of Pliocene to Pleistocene Age overlain by
unconsolidated horizontally-bedded sands and silts (Woodward-Clyde
Consultants, 1982). This relatively thick sequence of sediments were
deposited upon a schist basement. Studies evaluating the soil properties
and liquefaction potential indicate that the subsurface sediments can
safe;y support the proposed pipeline (see Woodward-Clyde Consultants,
1982).

The depth of the proposed route ranges from 161 feet at Platform Edith
to 85 feet at the 3-mile limit. The water depth at Platform Eva is 55
feet. The average slope of the seafloor along the route is approxi-
mately 0.25 degrees to the southwest and gradually decreases to zero at
Platform Edith. There seems to be no significant irregularities along
the entire route. Near the platform site and immediately southwest of
the pipeline route, the seabed gradient increases to the southeast at
the head of a small channel. Due to the gentle slope of the route, the
possibility of slumping is unlikely.

Subsidence within the area of the platform could occur due to fluid
withdrawal. The subsidence would be negligible due to a pressure main-
tenance program using water injection at Platform Edith. No other area
of possible subsidence is located along the pipeline route.

No evidence of shallow gas within the mear-surface sediments was noted
on the geophysical records. One possible indication of a gas seep was
noted near the offshore end of the proposed pipeline route (Woodward-
Clyde, 1982).
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The route of the pipeline crosses several faults, and a shallow anticlinal
feature in State waters. None of the faults appear to disrupt the
geafloor. The line also crosses a buried channel northeast of Platform
Rdith. The sediments in the channel range from a gray fine sand to

silty fine sand and were determined to be Holocene in age (see
Woodward-Clyde Consultants, 1982).

B. Meteorology
1. Climpate

A description of the southern coastal and offshore meteorological condi-
tions within the area of the proposed pipeline route can be found in
Section 3.2 of the Environmental Report for Platform Edith (Chevrzon,
1980b, pages 98 to 106); and in the Environmental Assessment for Platform

Edith (MMS, 1982, pages 15 to 20).
2.  Air Quality

The South Coast Air Basin has air quality ranging from good to poor

which generally improves as one approaches the coast. A detailed discus-
sion of the air quality in the South Coast Air Basin can be found in
Appendix 5 of the Envirommental Report for Platform Edith (Chevron, 1980b).

The area of the proposed action would be comparable to the coastal
region. The only representative monitoring station for the coast is
Costa Mesa. Costa Mesa air is generally good. For a comparison, the
number of days in which the ozone standard was exceeded was 28 in 1981.
The range of days exceeded for various stations in Los Angeles County
wvas 22 to 175 and in Orange County 28 to 92. The station at Costa Mesa
also monitors the air contaminants listed in Table 1.

TABLE 1

NUMBER OF DAYS COSTA MESA AIR QUALITY EXCEEDED
STATE AIR QUALITY STANDARD IN 1981

State Air Number of Days
Air Contaminant Quality Standard Exceeding Standard
Carbon Monoxide, ppm 10.0 1
Ozone, ppm 0.10 28
Sulfur Dioxide, ppm 0.05 0
Nitrogen Dioxide, ppm 0.25 2

C. Oceanography

Oceanographic characteristics of the project site are discussed in
Section 3.4 of the Environmental Report for Platform Rdith (Chevronm,
1980b, pages 114 to 120) and the Environmental Assessment for Platform
Edith (MMS, 1982, pages 21 to 23).



D. Other Uses

Various trawl surveys have been conducted throughout the San Pedro Bay
(see Chevron, 1982). The results of the surveys indicate the following
species to be relatively common: speckled sand dab, California tounge-
fish, hornyhead turbot, Dover sole, white surf perch, white croaker, and
English sole.

The proposed pipeline route lies primarily in fish block 739. The five
most abundant taxa for this block are Anchovy, Jack mackerel, rock crab,
Pacific bonita, Pacific mackerel (Chevron, 1982, Table 3-3). The sport
fish for the same block includes rockfish, rock bass, Pacific bonita,
California barracuda, and sandbass.

The proposed pipeline route passes through the northbound shipping lane
(Maritime Traffic Separation Scheme). Upon the approval of the proposed
route the U.S. Coast Guard will issue a "Notice to Marimers" regarding
the construction of the pipeline and the temporary disruption of ship
traffic.

The area of the pipeline route is not utilized by the military.

Recreation is an integral part of the Southern Califormia economy and
environment. Numerous public beaches and coastal parks are located
along 68 km (42 miles) of shoreline extending south from Long Beach to
the Orange/San Diego County line. For a comprehensive list of facilities
see Table 3-12 (Chevron, 1980b, pages 123b to 123d).

Recreational boating is also very popular within the area. Table 13-3
(Chevron, 1980b, page 123e) lists the number of berthings in the marinas
under Governmental jurisdiction.

Giant kelp (Marcrocystis pyrifera) appears along the coast between Dana
Point and Point Fermin approximately 25.8 km (16 miles) from the proposed
activity. The technology for cultivating kelp at the water depths of

the proposed pipeline route has not as yet been developed.

_8ide scan sonar, magnetometer and high-resolution subbottom profile data
was analyzed by Woodward-Clyde Consultants and Environmental Research
Archaeologist. From the analysis of the geophysical data and the diving
survey it was determined that no cultural resources would be affected by
the proposed pipeline route (Woodward-Clyde, 1982).

Although there are no known biological areas of special significance
along the pipeline route there are numerous reserves and refuges within
the San Pedro Bay vicinity. A list of these areas can be found in
Table 3-14 of Chevron, 1980b, pages 130a to 130b.

The proposed pipeline will cross over Shell's existing 16-inch oil
pipeline in approximately 155 ft. of water.



There are no known mineral resources in the vicinity of the pipeline
goute.

E. Flora and Fauna

The biological oceanography (pelagic and benthic environment) of the
Southern California Bight and the San Pedro Channel has been described
in detail. (See: Chevron, 1980b, pages 131 to 140; USGS, et al., 1978,
pages 179 to 224; Chevron, 1982, pages 75 to 79; BIM, 1979, pages 124 to
222; and the "Benthic Environment of the Subsea Cable Route" in Chevron,
1980b, Appendix 6; and MMS, 1982.)

A list of the Marine Mammals of the Southern Califormia Bight is located
in Table 3-6 (Chevron, 1982, page 80) and a list of the number of breeding
seabirds in the Long Beach area is located on Table 3-7 (Chevron, 1982,
page 87). The marine mammals and seabirds have also been discussed in
detail. (See: Chevron, 1980b, pages 141 to 149; USGS, et al., 1978,
pages 261 to 268; the "Biological Opinions of the National Marine
Fisheries Service and Fish and Wildlife Service" in MMS, 1982; BIM,

1979, pages 254 to 271; and BIM, 1981, pages 64 to 72.)

There are no known endangered species of flora and fauna residing in the
proposed project area. In the San Pedro Channel area, the California
gray whale, an endangered species, commonly is observed. Five species
of rare or endangered birds occur within the San Pedro Channel area:
California brown pelican, California least tern, lightfooted clapper
rail, Belding's savannah sparrow, and the Southern Bald eagle.

F. Socio-Economics

The proposed pipeline comstruction and pipeline operation activities

will utilize the already existing labor force in the Orange/Los Angeles
County area. The proposed activities will help maintain offshore related
employment but will not affect the local population to any great extent
(Chevron, 1982).

The United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, Pile Drivers
Local 2375, AFL-CIO, had submitted comments on the construction of the
proposed Platform Edith due to the use of foreign labor in its construc-
tion (MMS, 1982). Adverse comments on the comstruction of the pipeline
are not expected since local labor will be used.
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I11. ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES
A. Impacts of the Proposed Action and Alternatives

The supplement to the Environmental Report and Development and Production
Plan describes the impacts which could result from the implementation of
the proposed action. Probable and potential impacts from the proposed
pipeline are further discussed in the EISs which have been prepared on
the Southern California Bight for OCS Lease Sales 35, 48, and 68 (BLM,
1975, 1979, and 1981, respectively).

The following environmental consequences which describe the direct and
indirect and cumulative effects on onshore and offshore environments are
summarized from the above documents. Also see Appendix 1 for agency
comments on the supplement to the Environmental Report.

1. Geologic Hazards
“"Certain geologic conditions and processes must be recognized and con- '
sidered in project design, construction, and operation in order to O
minimize any possibility of damage to the facility" (Chevron, 1982,
page 92).

A series of high-resolution geophysical investigations (see Woodward-Clyde
Consultants, 1982) were performed. The geologic features (buried channel,
anticlines, and faults) which were identified along the proposed route

are not expected to adversely affect the proposed action.

The proposed installation of the gas pipeline is not anticipated to
modify the rates of erosion or sedimentation along the pipeline route.

A disturbance of the seafloor sediments will occur during the construction
of the pipeline along its route due to the anchoring system employed by
the pull barge. Six anchors will be reset every 5,000 ft. (1,524 m)
approximately seven times along the route. (See Appendix 4 "Other Uses"
for additional impacts from anchor scars.)

The pipeline crosses a buried channel which contains over 90 feet of
sedimentary £fill near the southwest end of the proposed route. The
pipeline will not be impacted by its installation across the buried
channel.

Several shallow structural features have been identified along the
pipeline route. These features are east-west trending anticlines in the
vicinity of Platforms Edith and Eva. There are several faults which
trend parallel to the axis of the structure associated with Platform
Edith. Ocean floor rupturipg due to the presence of the faults is not
expected to occur. Neither“ e anticlinal structures of the associated
faults disrupt the seafloor. There is also a uniform horizontally
bedded sequence of sediments alomg the pipeline route. Therefore,

differential movement along the route is not expected.



Impacts from ground shaking due to the presence of active faults (Palos
Verdes and Newport-Inglewcod Faults) in the area could occur. The

sequence of sediments in the ares show that past earthquake activity has
not had any effect on the sediments. Due to the earthquake potential ,
within the area, there are concerns about liquefaction. If liquefaction %
did occur, it would not have an effect on the pipeline's integrity due to __.
the line's strength. (See Chevron, 1982.)

Subsidence due to fluid witbdrawal could occur within the area. To
prevent such s problem, a program of water injection to maintain reser.:voir
pore pressures will begin soon after the start of production and continue
throughtout the life of the field. Therefore, subsidence is not expected
to occur (see Chevron, 1980b, page 65).

B. Meteorology
1. Climate

The moderate climate of the Southern California Bight will have no
impact on the proposed activity other than a short-term limitation or
suspension of operations during high winds and heavy fog.

2. Air Quality

Air quality in the area will be impacted by activities during installation
of the pipeline. The DOI has established air quality regulations for

oil and gas operations in the OCS (30 CFR 250.57). Exemption formulas

and limits have been established which can be used to determine the

annual levels of emissions an OCS facility can emit and not significantly
affect onshore air quality. Calculations indicate the proposed activities
throughout the life of the project remain below levels permitted by MMS
(Chevron, 1982, pages 97 to 98).

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SC AQMD) adopted New
Source Review Rule (Regulation 13) on October 5, 1979 (amended March 7,
1980). The rule is applicable to mew stationary sources which result in
net emission increases (from the source of any non-attainment air con-
taminant) greater than 150 pounds (68 kg) per day except for CO, for
which an increase up to 750 pounds (340 kg) per day. This project will
not exceed the allowable 150 pounds/day limits set by SC AQMD.

A

3. Physical Oceanography

Local oceanographic conditions will have no impact on the proposed
activity except that sea conditions might intermittently limit activity.

There will be a temporary impact on water quality due to sediments being
disturbed during the installation of the pipeline.



4, Other Uses

The proposed pipeline route passes through the nort.hbounq shipping lane
(Maritime Traffic Separation Scheme). Traffic within this lane will be
disrupted during the installation activities.

The installation of the pipeline will produce anchor scars as stated
previously. These scars will bave a temporary impact on the commercial
fishing in Block 739. Approximately seven sets of scars will be produced.
Anchors used during the comstruction of pipelines in the Santa Barbara
Channel have caused fisherman's nets to hang up on the mounds and trenches
which were created.

A lay-barge method was used to install the pipeline in the Santa Barbara
Channel., The method of installation for the proposed pipeline will be a
pull-barge. The anchoring system for a pull-barge is smaller than the
lay-barge and therefore the impacts will be less (BLM, 1981, page 488).

The sediments in which the Santa Barbara pipeline was layed were composed
of a heavy clay while the sediments along the proposed pipeline route

are a silty sand to a sandy silt. The different characteristics of
these sediments may have a bearing on the length of time it takes for
the mounds and the trenches to disappear.

Recreational activities (i.e., boating and fishing) will be temporarily
impacted during the construction of the pipeline for approzimately two
weeks.

It was determined by Woodward-Clyde Consultants (1982) that no prehistoric
cultural resources will be impacted during the construction of the i
pipeline. A number of unidentifiable magnetometer and side scan sonar s
anomalies were recorded. A diving survey of those located in shallow ol(((“\
vater (i.e., less than 60 ft.) found mothing. The remaining anomalies ,  °

near the pipeline route in the deeper waters could be impacted during <<_

the construction of the pipeline.

The route of Chevron's gas pipeline will cause it to cross over Shell's
oil pipeline in approximately 155 ft. of water. Chevron proposes to
cross over this line maintaining about 12 inches (30.5 cm) vertical
separation between the lines.

There will be no impact to other known mineral resources.

There are no known mariculture activities in this area.

5. Flora and Fauna

Impacts to the marine organisms from the proposed action will be almost
entirely on the bottom communities. Chambers, et al., prepared a



Biological Report on the impacts of the installation of the submarine
power cables from Chevron's Huntington Beach facility to proposed Platform
Bdith (Chevron, 1982, Appendix 6).

Filter-feeding organisms can be megatively impacted by the mechanical or
abrasive action of silts disturbed during the pipeline's installation.
Suspended sediments can also cause a negative impact by buryi?g sedentary
organisms. "The marine environment along the pipeline route is naturally
characterized by frequent turbidity and sand movement. Since most of

the benthic organisms in this area are already adapted to dirty water
and sediment scour and burial, turbidity increases would probably have a
less serious effect on benthic communities at this site than they might
in some other area." (Chevron, 1982, Appendix 6.)

The presence of the pipeline on the bottom will cause an impact to the
present habitat. Along most of the route, it will introduce a narrow
area of hard substrate. The pipeline may be settled by some organisms
typical of hard bottoms.

As stated previously, the pipeline will cross over Shell's oil pipeline
in approximately 155 ft. of water. The sand bags which will be placed
vwhere the pipeline crosses Shell's oil pipeline will represent a more
dramatic habitat alteration. Sand bags around a pipeline in Santa
Monica Bay attracted both lobsters and fishes.

6. Threatened or Endangered Species

There are no known threatened or endangered species of flora and fauna
within the OCS Lease P-0296. The California gray whale is a frequent
visitor (bi-annually) to the Southern California Bight. Also, two species
of marine birds (California brown pelican and California least tern)
inhabit the San Pedro Channel area. These species are not expected to

be impacted by the proposed activity.

Due to the distance of the pipeline to shore, the utilization of Aminoil's
existing pipeline to shore and the utilization of onshore facilities, no
impact is anticipated on the lightfooted capper rail, Belding's Savannah
sparrow, and the Southern bald eagle.

7. Onshore Impacts

The proposed activities will serve to maintain existing levels of offshore
employment and services; but will have no other impacts on local employ-
ment, population, and industry, community services, public opinion,
transportation systems or facilities, or scarce coastal resources.

The addition of crew and workboats during the pipeline installation will

have an impact on the existing public transportation services in lLos
Angeles/Orange Counties.

10
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The proposed activities on OCS Lease P-0296 do mot require additional
coastal resources or supplies.

8. Accidents

The only possible accident that might result is a pipeline rupture. The
gas will be piped at a low pressure (150 psi) and if an accident were to
occur, hydrocarbons would seep to the surface. If a rupture did occur
the high-low pressure pipeline leak detection system would automatically
shut in the pipeline on Platform Edith/Platform Eva.

C. |Mitigating Measures

This section develops the measures that mitigate the adverse environmental
impacts discussed in the previous section.

Outer Continental Shelf Orders are issued by MMS for each OCS area.
These orders govern oil and gas operations and specify the procedures
and practices that must be followed during exploration and development
and production activities. Twelve OCS Orders have been issued or are
under development for leases in the Pacific Region.

The pipeline design, inspection, and operation will comply with OCS Order
No. 9, applicable MMS policies and State Lands Regulation for 0il and
Gas Production, Section 2132.

In addition, the following measures have been proposed by Chevron to
mitigate the adverse environmental impacts of the proposed action.

The pipeline will be designed to withstand, during an earthquake, the
same magnitude of ground shaking as Platform Edith.

A critical operation and curtailment plan has been filed with MSS in Los
Angeles. It states that critical operations (defined per OCS Order

No. 2) will not be conducted when significant wave height is greater
than 20 feet, when winds exceed 40 knots, or when fog is so dense that
visibility is limited.

The U.S. Coast Guard will be notified 120 days prior to the beginning of
construction. The proposed activities will be monitored by the Coast

Guard.

All necessary precautions will be taken in setting and releasing anchors
so that there is a minimum disturbance on the seafloor.

All work will be coordinated with military agencies.
As proposed by Chevron, there will be 12 inches of vertical separation

between Chevron's gas and Shell's oil lines. To assure isolation between
the lines a sand/cement barrier will be installed (see Chevron, 1982,

Figure 2-4).

11
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The same unidentifiable anomalies which are located in the deeper waters
off the pipeline route will be avoided during the pipeline laying

procedures.
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IV. ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED ACTION

The Alternatives to the proposed action are presented in Chevronm, 1982,
pages 104 to 109.

Alternative 1 =- No Project

This alternative would prevent the construction of the natural gas
pipeline to Platform Eva. Chevron would then be required to re-evaluate
its initial plans to reinject the recovered gas into the producing
formation or find an alternate method of transporting the gas to shore.

If the project is denied, the impacts which would result due to the
proposed action (see Envirommental Consequences Section III of this EA)
would not occur. Negative impacts due to the denial may result: gas
resources unavailable for utilization, increase in adverse air quality
impacts due to loss of source of natural gas and use of alternative
liquid fossil fuels, reduction in supply of energy available for consump-
tion, resulting in increased energy prices to the consumer, loss of
potential income to Chevron, the Federal government, the State of Cali-
fornia, the county, and the contractors and personnel, decrease in
long-term marine habitat enhancement in the vicinity of the platform, and
pipeline.

Alternative 2 -~ Project Postponement

Postponement of the installation of the proposed pipeline would cause
Chevron to flare the recovered gas; this is not a viable alternmative.

No flaring and venting of natural gas from any well will be allowed
without prior approval from MMS. Such approval will not be granted

unless it is found that there is "mo practicable way to complete produc-
tion of such gas or that flaring or venting is necessary to alleviate a
temporary emergency situation or to conduct authorized testing or workover
operations" 30 CFR 250.55.

Project postponement impacts are essentially the same as those for the
proposed action, with the exception of impacts to air quality if Chevron
was granted permission to flare the natural gas. This would result in
an increase in air pollution and loss of the natural gas. Air quality
calculations based upon the flaring would need to be performed. Alter-
native 2 would require further Federal and State air quality review
prior to acceptance.

Alternative 3 -- Alternate Pipe Laying Method

This alternative proposes to utilize a conventional pipelaying barge.
This method would allow the construction and installation of the gas
pipeline from a single barge.

13



A——— . o o e & b

The conventional lay barge method would allow the comstruction and
installation of the gas pipeline to be accomplished from a single barge,
however, at a higher operating cost. Impacts would be similar to the
proposed action with a possible increase in anchor scars (see BIM 1981,
pages 86 to 89), and a change in impacts to air quality.

Alternative 4 -- Alternate Route

No alternate route for the proposed subsea gas pipeline has been proposed
by Chevron.

Alternative 5 -- Reinjection

This alternative proposes to reinject the produced gas into the formation.
The recovered gas from the casing-tubing annulus and all separators is
piped to compressors, which compresses it for injection into the reser-
voirs. A smaller portion of the gas would be utilized as a fuel gas for
the process heater.

Reinjection of the natural gas would prevent the impacts from the proposed
action from occurring. The design of Platform Edith would need to be
altered to accommodate the reinjection system. The utilization of the

gas produced from the proposed activity as a new energy source would be
eliminated.

14



V. UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

There will be a temporary decrease in offshore air quality although no
regulatory limits will be exceeded.

Pipeline installatijon will result in localized disturbance of the sea-
floor.

Localized increase in turbidity will affect the normal functions and
interactions of the local benthic communities.

15



VI. CONTROVERSIAL ISSUES

Although there are no known unusual or controversial issues associated
vith the proposed project, the United Brotherhood of Carpenters and
Joiners of America, Pile Drivers Local 2375, AFL-CIO had submitted

. comments on the construction of Platform Edith (see MMS, 1982, Appendix
8.) Adverse comments on the construction of the pipeline are not expected
since local labor will be used.

16



VIiI. PARTICIPATING STAFF

John Lane ~ Supervisor Environmental Assessment
Debra Agnolet - Geologist
Dirk Kerkhof - Meteorologist

Robert Yamasaki - Environmental Engineer
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APPENDIX 1

REVIEW OF COMMENTS AND CORRESPONDENCE
FROM OTHER AGENCIES AND THE PUBLIC
Correspondence:

MMS Acting Assistant Manager, Lease Management POCS
State of California Department of Fish and Game
National Marine Fisheries Service
Southern Coast Air Quality
U.S. Coast Guard
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service



The following agencies were requested to submit comments to our office by
August 30, 1982:

1. MMS Acting Assistant Manager, Lease Management POCS

2. State of California Department of Fish and Game, Long Beach
3. State of California Department of Fish and Game, Sacramento
4. U.8. Office of Coastal Zone Management

5. U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

6. Air Resources Board

7. State of California Division of 0il and Gas, Long Beach

8. State of California Division of 0il and Gas, Sacramento

9. Port of Long Beach

10. National Marine Fisheries Service
11. State of California Division of Mines and Geology
12. State Lands Commission, Long Beach
13. State Lands Commission, Long Beach
14. State Lands Commission, Sacramento
15. U.S. Coast Guard
16. Channel Islands National Park
17. California Coastal Commission
18. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
19. State of California Governor's Office of Planning

R R



United States Department of the Interior

MINERALS MANAGEMENT SERVICE
PACIFIC OC8 REGION

1340 WEST 8IXTH STREET
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 50017

i Reply Refer To : August 16, 1982

MMS=Mail Btep 150

Memorandum

To: Deputy Minerals Manager, Leasing Management
From: Deputy Minerals Manager, Field Operations

Subject: Comments on Supplement to Platform Edith Development and Production
Plan and Envirommental Report for Gas Pipeline to Platform Eva,
0CS-P 0296, Chevron U.S.A. Inc., Operator

In response to your July 9, 1982 memorandum requesting comments on the proposed
gas pipeline, we need the following information to perform our review:

1. Details on gas-handling procedures and equipment from Platform Edith to
Platform Eva and to onshore facilities.

2. An update and modification of exi sting Development Plan schematic drawings
on the gas processing system; if there are any changes in original drawing,
please indicate.

3. Details on the metering system that will be used from Platform Edith to
Platform Eva and to onshore facility - such as type, calibration and monitoring
of meters especially at onshore gas processing plant.

4. Environmental and Air Quality Analysis:

a. Pages 68, 69, 99, 100: Potential conflicts with commercial fishing
should be aﬁﬂresseﬂ more fully. Types of commercial fishing in these waters
should be noted and any potential impacts of pipeline laying (such as anchor
scars) and/or the permanent presence of the 1ine be adequately reviewed.

b. Pages 61 & 62: The Environmental Report supplement makes reference to
1979 air quality. It is more appropriate to use the most recent data for

1981. Both the California Air Resources Board and the Los Angeles AQMD have
issued public documents covering this year.

c. Page 106: Alternative Pipe Laying Methods---The air emissions for this
alternative should be calculated as was with the original proposal, and impacts
from this alternative be addressed.



d. Pages 104-110: Alternatives to the Proposed Action---There should be
discussion as to the impacts of the named alternatives. This section does not

comply with the minimum requirements set forth in NTL 80-2, Minimuni Requirements
for Environment Reports.

We suggest setting up a meeting with Chevron to go over their changes from the

original plan.
.® I ‘
N § t%&104ng»

H. T. Cypher

cc: File: Platform Edith
Chron
MM
Supv. Environmental Unit
Supv. Operations Unit

FO:RTudor:rd (Disk 1D)
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MMS Acting Assistant Manager, Lease Management

Comments 1, 2, and 3 which refer to the development portion of the
proposed pipeline have been forwarded to Operationms.

4. Environmental and Air Quality Analysis

a. For a discussion of commercial and sport fishing, please see the
EIR/EA for Shell OCS Beta Unit Development (USGS, et al., 1978) Volume II
pages 169 and 170. The comments on pipeline laying have been noted, see
pages 18 and 19 in this EA. Also a discussion of these impacts can be
found in BIM, 1981, see pages 86 to 89.

b. Comment noted. 1981 data from California Air Resources Board has
been utilized to update the material present by Chevron, see pages 7 to
8 in this EA.

¢. Air emmissions for a lay barge were calculated by Chevron in Chevron,
1980b, Appendix 2.

d. The impacts from Alternative 2 is identical to the proposed action
with the exception of flaring the recovered gas. Flaring of the gas is
not a viable part of the alternative, see 30 CFR 250.55.



EDMUND G. BROWN JR, Governor

STATE OF CALIFORNIA—RESOURCES AGENCY S ————
petnmt SRS e S

'DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME @

1416 NINTH STREEY
SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 93814

(916) 445-3531

August ‘27, 1982

Mr. Reid T. Stone

Acting Minerals Manager

Minerals Management Service

Pacific OCS Region -

1340 West 8ixth Street

Los Angeles, California 90017
[}

Dear ﬁr. Stone:

We have reviewed the Supplement to the Environmental Report and Development and
Production Plan for Platform Edith, OCS Lease P0296, for the placement of a gas
pipeline between platforms Edith and Eva, as requested in your letter of July
23, 1982. The Department concerns with pipeline projects relate to loss of
intertidal end subtidal habitats, kelp beds and interference with commercial
and sport fishing activities.

In order to protect living marine resources, we recommend that Chevron be
required to implement the measures discussed in the document to reduce or
eliminate adverse iwpacts. With implementation of these measures we will be
able to concur with the project.

Should you have any questions, please contact Mr. R. E. Mall, Eanvironmental
Services Supervisor, 350 Golden Shore, Long Beach, California 90802. The phone

number is (213) 590-5155. W

FOR Ditector
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Department of Fish and Game

1. Comment noted, see Comment 4a MMS Acting Assistant Manager, Lease
Management. Chambers and others prepared a Biological Report on the
impacts of the installation of the submarine power cables from Chevron's
Huntington Beach facility to proposed Platform Edith (Chevron, 1982,
Appendix 6).
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
NATIONAL MARINE FIBHERIES SERVICE

Southwest Region

300 South Ferry Street

Terminal Island, California 90731

August 2, 1982 3 F/SWR33:RSH
1503-06
a ARL= !
ushg - CONS. DI
Mr. Reid T. Stone Aiﬁc ) 4 1982
Acting Minerals Manager
Pacific OCS Region LOS Al osS

Minerals Management Service
1340 West Sixth Street
Los Angeles, CA 90017

Dear Mr. Stone:

We have reviewed the Chevron U.S.A. Inc., April 22, 1982, OCS Lease P-0296,
Platform Edith, Supplement to Environmental Report and Development and Production
Plan as requested in your letter of July 23, 1982, The activities described in
these documents should not have any significant impacts to those marine resources
of concern to our Agency. We, therefore, do not have any comments to provide at

this time.
Siucer;ly ?%

Alan W. Ford
Regional Director




MEADQUARTERS, 0150 K. FLAIR DR.. BL. MONTE, CA 9173 B

South Coast

AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT USGS - CONS. O
AUG 2 £ 1932

» RECEVEL

[ X LETIE A R

ANANHEIM OFFICE, 1610 €. BALL RD., ANANEIM, CA 93808 . (714) 991-7200 : RS AN
CARSON OFFICE, 630 DOVLEN PL., SPACE &, CARSON, CA $0746 . (213} 532-4102
COLTON OFFICE, 22880 COOLEY DR., COLTON, CA 92314 . {714) 8243660

August 20, 1982

Mr. Reid T. Stone

Acting Minerals Manager petenen . 0
1340 W. Sixth St. & RRedag, ) TN
Los Angeles, CA 90017 ABUG.24 J982

. £l lELp oNS
Dear Mr. Stone: ‘:WQ_PER% iy

PLATFORM EDITH, OCS-P 0455

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this environmental

report. We reviewed the air quality section for adequacy. We

have two comments now, but may have more when the full environ-
mental assessment is complete. )

1. Page 95 has a reference to “"Rule 13", The correct term
is "Regulation 13", which includes a number of rules in
the 1300 series. The report should cite the appropriate
rules applying to this project.

2. More importantly, the District does not consider the
formula used in lieu of evaluating the effect of air
contaminant emissions to be sufficient. We intend to

. employ modeling as well as the results of the
atmospheric conditions in the marine area in formally
evaluating this project and any consequent permit
applications.

If you have any questions, please call me at (213) 572-6418.

Sincerely,

A A

. rian Farris
Senfor Afr Quality Specialist
Planning Division
Headquarters

BF:ko



Air Quality Management District

1. Comment Noted.

2. In developing the exemption formulas, the GS assumed source character-
istics and meteorological conditions similar to those encountered on the
0CS. Working with the adopted significance levels, the GS then calculated,
for each pollutant and averaging time, the emission rates that would
produce, from OCS sources at varying distances from shore, omshore
ambient air concentrations equivalent to the significance levels.

Three pollutants (total suspended particulates (TSP), sulfur dioxide

(S0,) and nitrogen oxides (NO_)) produced approximately the same results
shoaing that a 100 tons per year emission rate for a facility located
three statute miles from shore would not exceed significance levels
onshore. This emission rate is the ezemption level used by EPA for new
sources locating in nonattainment areas onshore. Because of the higher
allowed concentration for carbon monoxide, the GS developed a separate
formula for carbon monoxide (CO).



DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
UNITED STATES COAST GUARD  conmmomn  (BC8)

URION BANK BLDG.
400 OCBANGATE
LONG BEACH, CA. 90822

16475/30 .
24 August "1982

U. 5. Departzent of Interid
Minerals Management Service
1340 W, Sixth Street

Los Angeles, CA $0017 NOTED -DUNAWAY

Ref: OCS P-0296
Dear 8ir:

1 have reviewed the Supplement to the Platform Edith Development

sud Production Plan and Environmental Report. Provided that the
following comments are complied with, the Coast Guard has no objection
to the installation of the proposed gas pipeline from Platform Edith to
Platformn BEva,

This office must be advised at least one hundred twenty days prior
to the commencement of pipeline imstallation operations so that the
traffic separation scheme in the immediate area of these operations
can be interrupted with a Precautionary Area. This such notification
is necessary to accomplish the required internmational notifications.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on these documents.
Sincerely,
» E. TERVEEN
Lieutenant Commander, U. S. Coast Guard
Chief, Outer Continental Shelf Branch
By direction of the District Commander

Copy: CCGD1l (oan)

SLEVENTE COAST GUARD DISTRICT
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'U.S. Coast Guard

1. Chevron will be required to contact the U.S. Coast Guard 120 days
prior to the installation of the pipeline.



United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
ECOLOGICAL SERVICES , NQIED - AGRY:
24000 Avila Road
Laguna Niguel, California 92677

[N

Aungust S, 1982

Memorandum WVARAGEMENT 2
@r’gﬂc 0CS Regoh
To: Minerals Manager, Minerals Management Service QT q?” RECEW y G

Pacific OCS Region, Los Angeles, CA

RUG 09 1982

Fronm: Field Supervisor (ES-LN), laguna Niguel, CA

Subject: 655 DM 1 Review, Combined Supplement to Plan of
Development and Envirommental Report for Gas Pipeline
from Platform Edith OCS-P 0296, Chevron USA, Operator

The Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) provides the following 655 DM 1 review
comments on the Combined Supplement to Plan of Development by Chevron USA,
Inc., for a gas pipeline linking Platform Edith (OCS-P 0296) off Orange
County with existing pipelines and onshore facilities.

We found the document was highly informative when reviewed with the
previously issued supplements. It appears to cover most structural and
enviissues in an adequate manner. The only concerns that do not appear
to be discussed adequately relate to the formation of mounds from the
anchor chains and from dragging the pipeline across the soft bottom sedi-
ments. We anticipate losses to benthic invertebrates and fish will be
minimal because of previous disruption of the habitat by other past pipe-
line construction and oil/gas developments. Furthermore, the slight
changes in relief from the mounds and by laying the pipeline on top of
goft sediments will provide some habitat for attachment and attraction of
benthic organisms. This may slightly increase the long-term habitat
values which may offset some short-term loss of some invertebrates and
fighes.

Therefore, with the available information, we foresee mo problems to the
construction and operation of this pipeline. However, 1f information does
become available about environmental impacts, we would suggest the incor-
poration of mitigation measures, such as placement of rock on top of the
pipeline, planting of -a kelp bed, and/or construction of an artificial
reef into the project design. We would appreciate being kept informed
about this project and any further updates on information obtained during
this project.

If you have any questions on above, please contact me or John Wolfe at FIS

796-4270.
.? L]



U.S. Fish and Wildlife

1. Comment noted, see Comment 4a MMS Acting Assistant Manager, Lease
Management.

2. The pipeline itself will introduce a narrow area of hard substrate
and may be settled by some organisms of hard bottoms. The sand/cement
bags which will be placed where the pipeline crosses Shell's oil and
pipeline will cause a more dramatic habitat alteration. Presently,
feasibility studies of culturing Macrocystis pynfera in deep water are
not being conducted.
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APPENDIX 2

BIOLOGICAL, ENDANGERED, AND THREATENED SPECIES SURVEYS
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NS/ 375,409 '3:¢-H;-§m—'—‘.snn
1838 79-2 4
i Merorandn
%o: pirector, U.5. Geclegical Survey "
-t | Frorstt hirecter ;&‘J;‘
‘1 , . . &n
gabject: Biclogical Opinion Regarding O and Cas Drplorstion and oh
Peveloprent Activities &n Southern Californis
- : On MAprd) 24, 1979, the Fisk and Wildlife Service (IVS) sent 8 pecorandu:
vy to the U.S. Geological Suwrvey (GS) requesting dnitistien of consultation

n3er Sestion 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as xended, for
Outer Continental $helf (CCS) oil and gas explorstion, develoment, and
prodaction activities on tracts in the CCS Sale No. 35 area (Southern Cal-
ifornia). By metoranda: dated May 18, 1979, (Attaclrent 1) GS reguested
~ consltation with the IvS and expanded the sccpe ef the uest to include
' all lease sale activities off Southern California not previcusly subject
, to Section 7 consultation.

. Ir response to this request, 3 appointed a consultation tea~ by peoranda
. dstes My 30, 1979, (Attachrent 2) to assist 2e in deternining whether the

- sitject exploration, develgrent, and prodaction sctivities off Bouthern

e Czlifornis are 1irely to Jecperéize the continued existence of Dndanoered
! or Trreatenas species or result In the destruction or adwerse modification
of Critical llabitat of suth species. .
The tex- was eaprised of tancy Sweeney, Brian Rinnear, Steve Jonjes, and
P Dewid Wetts, Office of Endangered Species, Washington, D.C.; and Ralph
C .- &-anson, Sacraento Ares Office, FvS.

On Jue S and 6, 1975, the IVS consultation team and Kational Marine
Fisheries Service (NFS) vepresentatives met with 5 sepresentatives dn
. Los Angeles, California, to @iscuss the exploration, Sevelogrent, and pro-
a . duction activities 1Y Southern California and their frpact on Zhreatened

\ and Phdangered species within the area. A list of the participants is
attached (Attazhment 3).

2»:;,;!
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She comsultation tex: swriewed reports, publications, and corresyondence
free. kno-Jedoeable soxrves on the species considered §n this eonsultation
$dentified belo, and nrerous telephone contasts were mede with other
experts. Information ecntained 4n the Final Enviromental Irpoct State-
sents (FZ15) for CC5 Sales 35 and 48, Southern California, des carefully
evalusted to ascertain the effects of the exploration activities on listed
species and their haditats. In addition, develcprent plans were reviewed
for seven dewelogrent tracts. Copies of pertinent records and dosurents
are included 4n an ad=inistrative gecord meintained st the Office of
Dndangered Species and are incorporates herein by referense.

Projest Description "

CS has primary regulatory avthority for explorstien, develgxent, and
grodaction activities §n the CCS after the issuance of the Jeases by the
Borezo of Land bansoement (BLX).

Brploration of the CC5 yequires certain onstore suprort facilities §ncluding
office space, beliccpter and/or £ixes-wing aircraft facilities, docks for
boating activities, and supply bases. Due to the wncertain natire of ol)
exploretion, corpanies are generally wnwilling to construct new facilities
to suzxort exploration activities and ususlly grefer to vtilize existing
areas and facilities. At present, the nurercus enshore focilities én
Sosthern Californis being used for exploration activities will suzort any
Feopcsed new exploration.

Therefore, the bio::gieu cpinion {s based on the assuption that existing
onshore facilities 1 continue to be wtilized for exploration activities.
Bho2) ¢ the use pottern of these facilities be chame3 or additional enshore
focilities be veguiresd which pay affect Jisted species or their hadbitats,
G must reinitiste consultation. .

Develcprent and prodostion (Sevelcpment/produstion) activities planned for
seven specific tracts are included dn this consultation. 1In the futwe,
Gs will ;wiew eazh develgrent/prodoction plan to fnsure conpliance with
Sestion 7.

Devel nt/prodoction plans include the Jocation for the platform placenent,
pssigl?trms;omuon routes (pipelines and/or barges, tankers), and fden-

- - tification of specific onstore facilities and their intendel use, §.e. stor-

age, vefinerent, ete. ZThese plans have sore specific énformation than éo
the exploration plans.

Your request for consultation dncluded the following species: balé es5le
(B2)jaeetus Jeucocepthlus), Arerican peregrine falcon (Falco peregrinus

anatr), sosthern ses otter (Enhvdrs Jutris nereis), brown pelican (Pele-
tanut occidentalis), California deast tern (bterna albifrons browni),

Jight-Tooted claprer vall (Rallus {rostris e\g%s }o Alevtian Canada

gocse (Branta cansdensis Jeucopareis), eente Joggerhead shrike
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2ivs Judsvieianus meernsi), San Clemente sage sperrow (Aphisnize belld
e.le.-e.-.nu). u(fo_t_ blue Eti:rﬂy (srsijix.h:?des !52-’3 Eathl 2 :nh-
eente d us scoperfus 85p. trasiiae » Cleente e 8!
us elerentinus), San Clewente Island arkspur

broor-.
gallow (Majasothe (nexa‘. infu
Ein‘:!me). n Cleente Isiand Indian peintbrush @_:_:gue rises), ©live
ey sea turtle idochelys elivases), n oo tiztle, c’hﬂm_'u Bydas),
Joggerheal ses turtle (Caretts caretts), Jeatherback sed e
errechelys corfsces).

After pevieving the proposed activities and biolegical éata on the above
cies, we have determined that the following spesies will mot be affected
becasse they are not known ¢ ocar §n the fmpact ares from the proposed
exploration and the specific develogent/production activities. They are
the Alevtian Canada gocse, Ban Clenente Jogoerhead ghrike, San Clemente
sae sparTtor, Brith's blue butterfly, San Clerente broar, San Clevente
Island busirallos, San Clerente Island larkspr, and San Clemente Island
Irdian painttrush. %herefors, they are mot considered &n this eonsultation,

The sea tirtles 1isted above were also dncluded &n your consultation
gequest. The NS has §uwrisdiction over Endangered and Threatened sea
trtles w.ile they are In the sguetic enviroment; they are wnder the jur-
dsdiction of the IWS onstore. Bince these four sea tirtles have no known
;e;;im sites within the proposed project area, we @efer consultation to

We feel that o additional species should be dncluded dn this consultatien:
Bl Sepnds blue butterfly (Shijinisecides battoides allyni) and salt marsh

bird's beak (Cordylanthus maritimss Ssp. geritimis)

The following species are included fn this biclogical epinfon: E1 Segundo
blue butterfly, bald essle, Arerican peregrine falcen, southern ses otter,
California brown pelican, Californis Jeast tern, 3ight=footed elapper nail,
and salt marsh bird's beak.

A.fter,waluating the proposed activities and thelir effects on the following
eight species, it §s my biological cpinfon that these activities, as pro-
posed, are not 3ikely to jecpardize the continued existence of the species.

A srmary of the biclogical dsta and considerstions ©f the consultation
tex- are provided for each ¢ the eight species. .

£l Segundo Blue Butterfly (Shijiriseoides battoides allyni)

The 1 Segindo blue ?}tuxﬂy is an fnsect endenic to the Scuthern
California coastal stfand. This species was listed as Endangered on Jume 1,
1076. Critical Rabitat has not yet been designated for this species.
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ov.is botterfly s Jimited to & gm2ll semants of the onse extensive K
Sez o Dinws systen (36 square miles) extending from the 1os Angeles Air-
st to Ban ResSro, §n los Angeles Comty. 3Its current éistridbution is
inited to Ones adjacent o the 1os Angeles Alrjort and 8 sv2ll parcel of
earercially owned Jand en the Chevron o1l refinery én E1 Segundo.
k.“

The £1 Seg:ndd blue §s dependent uron ecastal dune haditat which containg
oo species of buckwhest (Ericoonir) that provide the butterfly with nest-
mo, feeding, and resting tat. Zhe conversion of this essential dune
Mbiiut to wwhan develcprents threstens the eontinued sixvival ef this
spesies. . . : :

Ons'ore activities sich as the placenent of pipelines and the Jocation of
vefineries, present the grestest threat to the destruction of this species®
heditat. However, since existing onshore facilities are to be used, gro-
poses od) and gas exploration or Sevelogrent/production activities are not
ep:sted to Jepardize the eontinved existence of this species.

Bald Eagle (Haliseetus Jeucocephalus)

The belé eacle wvas 1isted as Endargered in 43 of the eontiguous 4B Btates
includirng California, and Zhreatened in the renaining £ive States on Fed-
roery 34, 1976, Critical Habitat has not yet been deteonined for this
species. This large bird occurs from Alaska to nmorthern Mexico and lives
in associstion vith squwtic haditats sich as Jakes, Jarge rivers, and
estuaries.

Bald eacles nested on the Channel Ixlands until the mid 1950's. Reproductive
failure, prodably die to pesticide conta~ination of Sts food soiurces, and
haditat Jcsses have been the chief causes for the exgle's Secline and pres-
ent status. The reintroduction of the bald esgle to the northern Channel
Islends is planned for the futwe. In addition, Bants Catalina is also
being considered for esgle hacking within the near futwre.

Soccessful reintredoction of baléd esgles to their former nesting raxge 4n
California will pesult 4n the Increased nunbers wtilizing cocastal areas.

The potential fmpacts to the exgle from proposed o4 and gas exploration
and éeveloprent/production activities are Qistirbance to its nesting areas
vesating fram enshore activities and the possidility of an ofd spill
reaching the coast and subsequently oiling the eagles and/or contaninating
the food source. Oiled eagles returning to the nest to fncubate could
contaninate the eggs or nestlings. Toxicological studies have ndicated
that even s7all aomxts of 04l applied to an egg are toxic to the enbryo.

Recent information indicates that bald eagles may be wintering on the
Channel Islands. Since no onshore develgrent §8 proposed for the Islands,
the Smpacts from an 051 spill to wintering eagles would be Jimited to the
contanination ¢f the eagle's food source or feather containation of
dndividual esgles. -
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Hia>ever, the present eoncentrations ef California’s essle population are
Jocates along inland Jakes and vivers, and are reoves from the dmpests of
coasta. ©i) and gas develgrent activities.

Averican Feregrine Falcon (Faleo peregrinus anatie:) ¥

She Arerican peregrine was 1isted as Prdangered on June 2 and Cotoder 13,
3970, an3 » fon of the peregrine's Critical Habitat was designsted in
the Asgust 11, 3977, Pederal Register. This subspecies ence ocourred widely
throxgh smuth of Rorth Arerice > southern Alasks and Canada, to northern
Mexico. Tis trqune is sigratory in the northern portion of its breeding
gange, but exhidits Jess migratory Behavior toward the southern gortion ¢f
dts rage. In California, the szecies once ccourved throughoot the State
where cliff faces and steep vocky glopes provides suitable nesting Joce-
tions. The rontains, sea coast, and Ohennel Islands historically harbores
significant populations.

The species has suffered a @rastic éecline throughout §ts range grimarily
Gue to reproductive foilire resulting from pesticide contxination of its
svian prey. Currently, Jess than £ifty known peirs swrain dn California
and the spesies has been extirpated from the Channel Islands.

Several historic eyries are Jocated along the coast frar Point Conception
south to the Mexican border. At present, however, only one active nest
site, Jocated west of Santa Barbara, exists along this seach of the coast.
Considerable effort is ewrently being expende3 townrd resovery ef this
species, chiefly throvgh captive propazation and reintradsction. The
Crannel Islands include several sites where reintrodustion efforts may
eventually be made. Natural axpansion of Arerican peregrines is anticipates
with the decreased usage ©f residual pesticides.

The faleons prey heavily won coastal birds. %The potential fmpacts on the
American peregrine falcon from ©il and gas exploraticn and develogrent/
prodastion astivities are fdentical to those on the bald esgle.

At this time, there are no propcsals for new onshore facilities along the
Soothern Californiia coast, particularly én the vicinity of Roint Conceptien.
Sho)¢ a3ditional facilities be proposed, €S must reinitiate Section 7 con-
saltation. The Oilspill Risk Analysis, prepared by GS for the Southern Cal-
dfornia (Proposed Sale 48) Outer Continental Shelf Lease Area, arbitrarily
divides the California coast into segments and projects the probability of
©i) irpacting these segrents fram various offshore lease Jocations. Accord-
dng to this analysis, the probadbility of an CCS related ofl spill reashing
the vicinity of the ohe active peregrine nest is less than ten percent.
Since the Critical Baditat s cvtside &f the area considered {n this con-
sultation, that habjtat will not be destroyed or adversely scdified by the
proposal.
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Transient Arerican peregrines may be found in £:all mmbers along the coast,
especielly dxing migration and winter periods. e recatend that the
majority of the estuaries, bays, Jagoons, and rivers have svailable eleaup
eguiprent to elcse off these areas within two hours of 8 spill ccoxrrence.
This action would mininize the inpact of the oil, should it reach the store.

Southern Bes Otter (Enhyérs Jutris nereis)

The southern sea otter vas 1isted in the Federal Rezister as Threatened on

Jams‘sry 24, 1977, Critical Rabitat has not yet been determines for this
8pesies. o

Bistorically, the southern sea otter was found §n relative abandance alorg
the California coast. The principal populstion decreases resulted fror
eITersind harvert by fir traders Sring the 1800, an2 the gopalation
wns brought to near extinttion at the tun of the centizy.

In 1938, the southern sea otter wvas f8entified off Roint Sur, California
and that populetion has expanded ¢to an estimeted high of 31,856 individuals
(1576 census) with & rage between Roint Ban Luis (San luis Cbiszo Conmty)
to A Noewo Roint (Santa Cruz Comty)e A fev wandering individuzls hewve
been sighted to the north and south of these rarge linits. Provided the
popalation continues to increase at the current census rate, it is presoed
that the populstion will extend §ts range to the Channel Islards and main-
dan3 south of Foint Conception. Because the ares considered in this con-
sultation 4s part of the southern ses otter's historical range, it will be
considered in this consultation.

The southern sea otter is an cpportinistic predator which forsges dn both
the rocky and soft sediment caminities, seldanm ranging beyond the 20-30
fothor depth arve.

An 0 spill could affect sea otters 4n several ways. When trying to
dctermine these effects, the physical configurstion and the aount ef ol
on the suarface ¢ the water mast be considered. %he ol) s influenced by
environmental factors including wind, wawes, taperative, suspended sedi-
rents, and time. Direct contact with ©i]1 would zet the coat and decrease
the otter's natural $nsulation against teperature Joss. Constant pr

to mzintain the fnsulating quality of the ccat would pesult in the direct
dnjestion of scre petroleam products. As stated in the DES for Sale Mo,
45, "Accidental exposure of to 862 Otters 0 8 small but nknown Ot
of oi1 (probably diesel) in an experimental holéing pool on Amchitka Island
resulted in fir matting, progressively severe distress, emergence from the
soter, and death by exposure within several hours® (K.W. Kenyon, wpublighed
dats). °The oil 4n this case formed 8 visible sheen corparadle to that
scnetimes present &n bartor areas where gulls appear unaffested by it.*

The sea otter feeds on benthic organisms sich as adalone, pismo clans, and
urchins.

L] e > Go® o ®e . . oo+ & ety ¢ - L o .
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Shere are natural factors which affect the persistence of ol such as
dilution, evajoration, photo-oxidation, sedirentation by adsorption en
suspended particles and microbial degradation. Because of these factors,
§t makes it Gifficult to determine the effects of 041 en benthic eamuni-
ties. ©Oi) which settles to the bottam, Sepending the factors fdenti-

fied above, eould kil) benthic organisns by the erganiss or
fron {ts toxic effects.

In the event ef an o1 splll, ancther major effect on otters woulé be the
Joce) Joss ©f food sources. The secondary effect would be the Jong tern
conteination of shellfish prpulations which may also sesult &n the
injestion of petroleu: products by the sea otters.

The southern sea etter does not gresently fnhabit the ares considered in
this consultation. BShoulé the otter mowve into this ares dixring the life
©f these astivities, GS rust reinitiate Sestion 7 consultation to deter-

gine whether the ongoing astivities are likely to Jecpardize the contined
existence of the sea otter. .

Californis Brown Pelican (Pelicanus occidentalis ealifornieus)

The Celifornia brown pelican was originally 1isted as Endangered on
Cctoder 13, 1970. Critical Radbitat has not yet been deteorined for this
species. All subspesies of brown pelicans were 1isted on Peocerder 2, 1970,

The only recular breading colonies of this subspecies In the thited States
are Jocated on Aacap Island and nearby Scorpion Rock. This mesting pop-
wation is sugrented fram late July through early Rovender by Jarge nunders
©f pelicans which nguhtly disperse north fram Mexican wters. Shese
nigrants are general dyugme sgain by early Decwrder; however, it has been
na:.;u{;etezﬂnea t some may be recruited into the Anacans breeding
pp' 2t .

Pelicans varely are found far fron salt water, or farther than 20-30 miles
offshore. They forage intensively dn the Santa Barbara Chamnel. Their
mjor food is £7al1) fishes (prirarily anchovy), which they captire near
the surface by plunge=diving from the air.

Dxing the late 1960'% and early 1970's, the Anacapa eolory suffered
eatastrophic nesting failure {nduced by DOT and its derivatives acoumulatin
in the reprodocing adults. Following the ban on this pesticide, the fledg-

ing rate has continued to fluctuate widely but has not ércpped to the Jow
nobers experienced earlier.

(X
Pelicans be affected by ol spills through contanination ef their
plurage c?{bey dive for zod or érift on the sixface. %his msy contribute
to direct rortality or result in reduced hatchability of eggs ©iled from
the fouled plumage of an adult bird. Individual pelicans that have been
foun8 ©iled have responded well to treatment. |

?
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In eccordance with the Oilspill Risk Analysis, w have ffentified ten
segrents which eontain Maditats drportant to the Jistes species an? are
susceptible to darage from ol (Attachrent 4). ©f these ten, Anazaps,
Segrent SO, has the greatest projected 1ikelihood of being hit by ol
fron the greatest arber of sources (Attashmant 5). -

3t §s Gifficult to predict from 1) spil) probadbilities vhat the effects
of oi] activities might be on Anacspa. The only known incident of signif-
dcant nurdbers of pelicans being oiled wus after 8 spill from the Navy ws-
sel Manetee §n August 1973. Concentrations of Jight tar washed up on
beaches Ira- San Clemente south nto Mexico. Swenty to 25 Juvenile peli-
cans were found olled. In contrast, me pelicans were seported oiled as o
gesult of the :cam}:‘mm’ Santa Barbars blowout. Judging enly from
Jocation of the spills, the results stould have been reversed, tining
was the determinant 4n these cases. The fan Clerente spill ecoxred in

- the Jete sorer, when Jarge acders of pelicans were Gispersed throughout

the area; the Santa Barbara spill ecourred én the winter, Just following 8
severe stom, when selatively few pelicans were n the area and fewer still
woulé have been far from shelter. W.ile the breeding gronds and feedirng
areas swranding Anacape Island are extrenely valnerable locations, the
San Clerente spill indicates that Jarge amounts of 041 amywhere within the
pelicans' rarge could casse significant davage at the wvrong time of year.

Ne pelican losses fron CCS activities off Bouvthern California have been
rezorted to date, nor fro- nearty activities in the State tidelands.

ditional threat fror- CCS Sale 46 has been considerably reduced by the
wvithdra-al of tracts that were clcse to Anacapea.

%o assist GS in cartying out their responsibility for the conservation of
the listed species, the following recanmndstions are given.

Fron Attashment S, the following tracts, transportation routes, and
pipeline routes indicate 8 high probadility of an oil spill contacting
Andzspe Island. Tracts Jeased before Sale Mo, 4B: 366, 202, 203, 204,
205, 208, 210, 2185, A€, A7, 233, 238, 240, and 24). Tracts leased in
Scle No. 48: 337, 346, 347, and 36). Transportation Route: o6 and T7.
Pipleline Rovte: A4 and 16,

We resgrend that G5 require the lessee to assign 8 high priority and
preszride specific measures for the protection of Anacaps Island ¢n all

" 0i) 5pill Contingency Plans sitritted to G5 for exploration or Gevelcpment/

production within the abowe 3isted tracts, and for activities that might
result in substantially increased tanker traffic over the fdentified

transzortation Toutey,

In accordance with CCS Cperating Order No. 7, the proper suthorities must
be notified in the event of an oil spill eccurrence. We would 1ike to
$nsure maximgr protection to Anacapa Island by further yecowending that
GS require the 0il spill containrent equipment, which §s maintained on the
dnvidisaal platfoons, also be required to resrond to a spill fram another
platform in the area.
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Californis least Tern (Sterns albifrons bromi)

The Galifornis Jeast tern was listed as Endangered 4n the Federal Reoister
on Cctober 13, 3970, Critical Habitat has not yet been desigrated for
this subspecies. . T

The Jeast tern migrates frar Mexico eazh nrqu ¢to establish breeding

eolonies on the Californis coast. 3t ocoupies coastal habitats from the

“:“:'& coast o Bajs California to the San Francisco Bay fram #prdl to
PLEDET . . .

The least tern usinlly chocses & nesting Jocation 4n an cpen expanse e
sand, dirt, or dried mud €lese to 8 lagoon ©F estuary vhere food ean be
obtained. Prey consists of sml) £ish such as the northern anshovy

(Drsrealis rordex), Geepbody anchovy (Anchoa mgs_;). Jacksrelt

GteTinosis ee!i!em!er.sis)‘h ﬁ“& (3therinans aifinis), wifor;da
GT.I0n (leJresther tenuis), r surfperch (Cyretooester soorecets
wstom Jus parvIDInnis), .S’—m. ish (CaDasis
8f{inis). The reduction IS east terns has resulted Lo

Joes o2 feeding and nesting babitats and @istuption ef mest sites by
hraassocisted activities. - ,

Potential threats to the Californis Jeast tern fraor oil and ges sctivities
are related to 011 spills and increased huran activities §n coastal areas
vhere nesting colonjes ocaur. The birds eculd be contxminated by 8 spil)
as they dive for food. This may contribute ¢to @irect sortaility or result
in reduced hatchability of eggs oiled from the fouled pluwze of an adult
bird. 0il spills cause severe Savage when they enter ecastal setlands,
and cauld destroy essential feading areas for the terns.

%o assist CS {n fmplerenting its responsidility for the conservation of
the species, the following recamendation §s given. €S shoulé require that
the 0il $pill Contingenty Plans dnclude provisions for the deployment of
adecuate contaiment equiprent nto the areas listed belos to prevent the
entry of an advancing oil spill. %he necessary equiprent mast be onsite,
within 6 hours, ©n any ©f these areas that are threatened by a spill.

The areas Sdentified in the Recovery Plan as essential habitat for least
terns are: Mission Bays Sweetwater Marsh Caplex; Tijuana River Bstwry;
Soxth San Diego Bay; North San Diegd> Ray: 1os Perasquitcs lagson; San
Diequito lazoon; San Elijo lagoan; Batiquitos Lagoon; Aqua Hedionda lagoon;
Buena Vista lajoon; Santa Margarita River; Sants Ana River; Anahier Bay/
Hotington Harbor; San Gabriel River/Alanitos Bay; Rarbor lake; Temuinal
Island; Plays el Reys Mugu lagoon; and Ormond Beach (Attachrent é).

Light=footed Clagper Rafl (Rallus lengirostris levipes)

The 1ight-footed elazzer rail was 1isted as Endangered on October 13, 1970.
&iticﬁ Rabitat lasp?;t yet been designated for this subspecies. Ristori-
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cally, the elszper £3il's vage extendes fra- Santa Barbars County, Califor-
sia, to San Quintin Bey, Baja Californis, Mexico. Currently, this sutspesie
prodably ocaurs in 36 Californis marshes and at Jeast two marshes n Boje
California. BDistribution is along approximetely 200 miles ©f United State;
cosstline fram Goleta Slough 4n Santa Barbara County south to the Tijuama
Estaary in San Diego County. -5

ool consists of waricus Srwertedrates (crustaseans, sollusks and annelids)
foun3 {n tisal coastal merahes. Past decline of the species has been attri-
buted to the Jcss of over €5 peroent ef its foumer habitat as well as
overhinting prior to 1939, -

Fotential threats from ol).and gus activities eauld be from ol spills and
increased human sctivities in the estuaries where existing populstions dive.
The population estimate of 1976 suggested 8 total population of 250 birds
Gistribated throoghost 36 Jocations 4n Californja. Of these, £ive are in
pdlic ownership and may contain over 40 peroent of the estirated popule-
tion 4n California. Through the efforts ©f the Light-Footed Clapper Rall
Recovery Texs, & plan to stabllize this species through dand scquisition
ans marsh mansjerent has been apxoved.

According to the Oilsplll Risk Analysis, the gessidility of an ol spill
hitting clapper rail haditat s Jouw. In addition, with the use of existing

onshore facilities, no increased huran Aistrbance fram these astivities
is likely.

In order to assist @5 in aarzying cut its res;onsidility to conserve the
spesies, it is vecarended that S require the Jessee to Geploy the reguired
contaiment equipment onto tihose areas identified 4n the Draft Recovery Plan
as essential clapper gail haditat (Attaclment 4). The nesessary equipment
shoald be onsite within o louars of an 041 Bpill to prevent the entry of
any aﬁvmetngocpin. Those areas to be Included in the O Spill Contin-
gensy Plans for exploration and develcprent/prodoction are: Mission Bay;
S=etunter River corplex; Tijuans River Estuarys South San Diego Bays San
Dieg> River mouth; 1os Penasquitos Lazoon; Upper Newport Bay: Anahein Bays
Mugs lagoen area; Carpinteria Marsh; and Golets Slough.

Salt Korsh Bird's Beak (Cordylanthus maritimus ssp. maritims)

Salt marsh bird's beak {3 an annual herd (15-30 ex high) with purple

flowers, that snhabits the uper elevations of tidal salt parshes. Ropule-

tions of bird's beak are associsted with pickleweed (Selicornia) and salt
ass (Distichlis) mear elevations at and above high tide. 2he bird's

ay. was Jisted as Dndangered dn the Federal %Ister on Septender 28,
1978, Critical Rabitat has not yet been Cete or C. p. garitims,

Bistorically, this subspecies ccowrred from Carpinteria 4n Santa Bartan
County lout.{'b San biqp: County and northern Baja California, Mexico.

<
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Fodzye Gistribution s restricted to the Sandyland Karsh (Carpinteria) in
Sants Barhara Conty, Point Mugo n Ventiza County, and the Tijuans River
Estuary in Ban Diegd> Comty.

Pestructfon af coastal salt marshes is the major factor sesponsible for
the elinination ©f this wetland species. "

The Carpinteria Marsh area and the Tijuans River Estuary are in public
omership; and since existing onshore facilities will be uwtilized, the
potential for firther destruction ef the bird's beaks® exis habitat
£rom CC5 activities has been pedred. The probadbility of an oil spill
peaing this species' haditat s minimal.

Althoug® the remaining pepulations ©f the salt marsh bird’s beak are
Jocated inside protected estuaries and alorg the upper elevations ef
ticel stlt marshes, the potential for fnndstion by an CC5 related oil
spill still exists. - .

In order to assist & {n carrying et their responsibility to conserve the
distes species, it is recamended that G5 require the necessery contaimmnt
oquipment be deployed to tiose three arvas {dentified above within oo
hoxs of an oil spill. This requirement showld be a part of the 041 Hp4))
Contingency Plan for eash exploration and develcoprent/production plan.

Peveloprent Plans

This consultation includes three existing developrent activities and four
ztﬁ:osed Geveloprent plans. A discussion ©f these developrent tracts
OWE

The three existing developrment tracts are Jocated n the Santa Barbara
Channel (tracts 166, 240, and 241). The propcsed develorent plans for
trasts 186, 202, and 217 are also Jocated in the Santa Barbara Channel.
The reraining develogrent plan (tract 300) 4s Jocated scuth of fong Beach,

There are tv platfoms on trast 166—fogan and Bouchin—=Jocated five

miles south of Carpinteria. %hese platforms are sending 4,600 barrels of
oil per day via pipeline to existing facilities at Is Conchita. Crew boats
make two> or three round trips a ésy fror existing facilities at Carpinteria.

Another trast under develcprent, trast 241, has three platforms sending
20,024 barrels of oil per Gay vis existing pipeline to the Rincon facili-
ties. These platfoms require two to three crow boat trips a &ay fram
Carpinteria. -

The third producing tract is tract 240, containing platfomn Rillhouse.
his tract is Jocated ten miles south ©f Sumerland. The platform is ser-
viced by two or three erew bosts a dsy from Carpinteria. The 7,752 barrels
©f ofl per day is transported by connecting pipeline to the tract 241
pipeline which goes to the Rincon facilities.

a
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There are four proposed develorent plans being considered in this
eonsultation. The first is & proposal for tract 217 for platform Grace.
The estinrated prodaction 4s 36,000 barrels of ©il per Gay by 1982, The
tract is Jocated 12 miles south-southwest of Rincon. 3t is proposed to
connect this platfom to the State platform Hope via pipeline, then to
Carpinteris vis existing pipeline. An ad3itiora) pipeline propesal asso-
ciated with this platform, s & 5.8 mile overland pipeline fram Carpinteria
scuth to Ventira. This pipeline s south ©f Carpinteris Marsh.

Tract 188 is Jocated five miles souvth of Refigio Cove and platform Rondo
will be placed on the tract. * It is estimated that & production rate of
60,000 Barvels of ol per by will be produced by 1982, %The oi) will be
transported by gipeune to an effshore storage and transport (0S:7) wvessel,
This OS:T wvessel will be Jocated within the same tract. 3t &s anticipated
that tw> to three crev boat trips per @zy will originate fror Carpinteria
axs &> heliccpter trips per week out of Wenturs or Santa Barbars will be
servicing this g-um. Fraz the 05:T vessel the 011 will be tankered

an existirg onshore facllity. .

Platform Cirty 4s proposed for trast 202, Jocated four miles southwest of
Oxard. 0il production is estimated to be 6,000 barrels per day and will
travel via pipeline to 8 proposed onshore facility south of McCrath lake
ot Ventura. 3t {s estimated that three boat trips a day and three to four
heliccpter trips o sonth from Ventira will be needed o service this plate
forn. Fror the propcsed focility dn Ventura, the 011 will go to the Car-
pinteris facilities and then to Rincon facilities. There are & proposed
onshore pipeline routes frar Carpinteria to Rincon—cne directly ¢ Rinten,
the other frar Carpinteria to Rincon via 1a Conchita.

The fourth proposed developrent plan §s Jocated on tract 300, seven miles
south of long Beash. There will be two platforms on this tract, Ellen and
r.u{. with an estimated production rate ©f 16,000 barrels of ©il per day
by 19E2. A proposed pipeline will connect these platfoons to long Beash
refinery facilities. Three to four crev boats & 8ay and two heliccpter
trips per week fron Huntington Beach are anticipated to serve this tract.
There is a proposal to place o platform, Preka, on the adjacent trast,
nomber 300, This platfom will be joined to those on 300 by pireline.

The four proposed developrent plans (tracts 188, 202, 217, and 300)

° ‘specifically address the proposed pipeline routes and the onshore facili-

ties to be used. We have reviewed the is and Delfeve that the pro-
ed pipeline routes and the construction of the onshore facility are mot
ikely to decpardize the continued existence of the listed species or
destroy or adwersely sodify the Critical Hadbitat of the Arerican rmﬂm
falcon. Bowewer, Section 7 consultation must be reinitiated éany ef
the following ocaxr which may affect 1isted species or their Critical Bab-
dtats: (1) altermnative pipeline youte be planned; (2) the construction ef
odditional enstore facilities; (3) a charge in the use pattern be conductad
8t the onshore facilities sentioned above; or (4) & nev species be listed,

) u
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Cralative £ffects

There are nrmerous offshore and coastal projects and sctivities in Southem
California. Those knawmn to the Office of Endangered Species which could

bhave an et on the Enlangered and Threatened cies considered
this consultation. il o “" n

The Standard 0l Corpary ©f Ohio (8CHI0) pipeline et proposes ¢t
transrort Alaskan erude oi) fror Valdez, Alasks to‘?g:\- (gxmtruaeﬂ
wnloadirg fasility ot Beach, Californis by tanker. Fourteen tarkers
will be required, each making 23 round trips per year, ¢o transport the
by pipeline to Midland, Texas.

Additional fncreases n tarkers carrying ol cut ¢f Californis can be

attribsted to the Raval Retrolen Prodaction Act transporting of) from Elx

Hills 4n the Ban Jo>xuin Valley ¢ Fort Huenane via pipeline. 3t s pxo-

$osed that 350,000 Barvels ©f crude 01l 8 Gay be 5018 to ary interested

rrty. w.ich makes it @ifficult to predict transport routes. Homewer,
t could psstblg go to the 1os Angeles/iong Beach area or even ¢o the

ing through the Fanzma Canal.

The Chanslor<bestern O] and Develogent Copany has proposed to explore
the Vaca Tar Bards. Because the wulé be 3tr¢ae1y viscous, an eil

processing plant or coking facility wouléd probadbly be needed at the et
site before being shipped by pipeline. proge

Ad3ditional vessel traffic ean be expected 4n the San Medro and Bants Barbara
Channels fxam the Space Bhuttle pregra:.

@ast coast trave

There are two nuclear power plant propesals. The £irst, at Diadlo cnm
in Ban luis Obispo County, has been constructed, but start-up has not
granted. The second plant s in operation But has proposed to expand the
facilities. This one s Jocated at San Onafre, Orange County.

Zhere are several Liguified Natural Gas (ING) facilities proposed for
Southern California. None have received approval yet. The onshore UG
plant would be at Foint Conception and the offshore sites being considered
are: Beachers Bay; Chinese Harbory San Pedro Point; Smugglers Cove; East
Chamnel Bhelf; and Cap Fendleton. 3{ the onshore ING facility at Foint
Conception is approved, it will be processing rs gram Alaska (400 millien
cubic feet a Gay) and frar Indonesia (500 millfon cubic feet a 6ay). This
would increase tarker traffic (190 trips & year) into Point Conception.

The Office of Coasta) Sone Managerent (CCZ¥) has proposed 8 marine sanctuary
De designoted arcund the northern Channel Islands and Sants Barbtara Island
which would exclude 04l and gas activities within six nmautical miles of the
dslands. Concurrently, the CCS5 Sale No. 46 excluded those tracts within
six navtical miles of the Channel Islands and Santa Barbara Island.
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. The State ef Californis Jeases tracts within three mavtical miles of the
. ccast. These activities generate the placerent of pipelines, increases
- . cre boats/supply boats and heliccpters servicing & zigs, gossidle

: construction ©f a8ditional processing facilities, and increased tankering.
There are several U.8. Aoty Corps of Ergineers projects ﬁai'ﬂnm
tnclu::r‘q maintenance @redzing, beach ercsion, and harbor deepening

Al of the above projects potentially dncrease the @istirbance to Endangere?
and Threatened species’ haditat increase the pessibility of an oi)
.Pﬂ‘ln mﬂﬁm wvithin the Southern California ares considered dn this
cons ° N

- An individual project or astivity may have mo significant frpact wgon the
‘ distes species, but when considered in Jight ©f the nurercus grojects
within the samne area, significant frpects eould ocaur.

With accelerated offshore 011 and gas activities, the probable risk of ol
* spills also increases. Additional oil spillage exnld increase the fmpacts
-, to Enfangered and Threatened species. Due to this, L{mmediste oi) spill
~ contaiment res;onse §s extrenely necessary.

An increase in onshore activities presents another possible fnpact to the

3isted gpecies. There are nrercus coastal activities 4n this area. Due
' , : to the stress on the coastal area, changes §n CCS related onshore activities
-~ ) past be evalusted carelully.

¢ Conclusion
%.is diclegical epinion covers the ol and gas exploration activities for

these tracts Jeased prior to CCS Sale 35, and those Jeased in CCS Sale 35
- . and 48. It als> covers the seven Gevelcprent tracts identified above.

.
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t We have rendered our conservation recamendations for the protection of the
. El Sequndo blue butterfly, the Californis brown pelican, the Californis
Jeast term, the light-footed elajper vall, and the salt marsh bird‘'s beak.
o Ay astivity or progran svthorised, funded, or carried cut by & Federal
-~ sgency which may affect any listed species or its Critical Raditat, will
require Section 7 consultation.

The G5 §s rerinded of their continuing responsibility to review their
sctivities dn Jight of their Section 7 ebligations. Ghould additional
onshore facilities be proposed, or the use pattern of existing facilities

™ be changed, or a nev species be 1isted that may be affect by exploratien
: sctivities, Section 7 consultation must be Snitisted 4f a ®msy affect®
( Getermination §s made. Also, should the construction of additional onshore
: facilities be proposed, éifferent pipeline rautes be proposed, & change dn
) .
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€S must review all Geveloment/rodaction

:.he :e ttern of the existing orshore facilities be proposed, or & new
pesies

disted which mey be affected by the develogmant plans containes
in this consultation, Section 7 consultation must be zeinitiated.

Plans not cowered by this
eonsultation §n Jight of Section 7(c) of the Dndangered Species Act ef
31973, as srended. .

e w218 1ike to thank CS for their consideration in p&v&dina the necessery
inforration needed to conduct this eonsultation. -

- i Sl

Rodert 8. Cook
Attachrente (5)
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See

APPENDIX 3

CULTURAL RESOURCE SURVEYS

“Archaeological and Cultural Resource Investigation for a Proposed
Cable Route from Platform Edith to Huntington Beach, California" in
Chevron U.S.A. Inc., April 1982, Supplement to: Development and
Production Plan for Platform Edith Lease OCS-P 0296 Appendix 2.
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APPENDIX 4

CONTINGENCY PLANS

Chevron U.S.A. Inc. submitted the "0il Spill and Emergency Contingency
Plan for Platform Edith OCS Lease P 0296" on April 10, 1981. It is
available for inspection in the Public Information Room at the Minerals
Management Service Pacific OCS Region Office, 1340 West Sixth Street,
Los Angeles, Californmia 90017.



APPENDIX 5

MAPS, DIAGRAMS, AND PHOTOGRAPHS

See "List of Tables and Figures" in Chevron U.S.A. Inc., December 1980,
Platform Edith Environmental Report, and in Chevron U.S.A. Inc.,

April 1982, Supplement to: Development and Production Plan for
Platform Edith. '



* APPENDIX 6

U.S. GEOLOGICAL SURVEY REPORTS

See Environmental Geology for Proposed Platform Edith and Production
Pipeline, Memorandum from Deputy Conservation Manager, Jume 5, 1981
in MMS, 1982 OCS Environmental Assessment, Plan of Development and
Production Proposed Platform Edith Lease OCS-P 0296.
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APPENDIX 7

PROPOSED PLAN OF DEVELOPMENT
AND ENVIRONMENTAL REPORT

These are available for imspection in the Public Information Room at the
Minerals Management Service Pacific 0CS Office, 1340 West Sixth Street,
Los Angeles, California 90017. Copies were mailed to Federal agencies
as specified by 30 CFR 250.34 and the Department of the Interior Manual.
State distribution was through the California Coastal Commission and the
Governor's Office of Planning and Research.

Revisions to the Development and Production Plan and Air Quality Analysis
were received in October 1981 and February 1982, respectively.

Supplement to the Proposed Plan of Development and Environmental Report
vere received April 1982.
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