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b) Would the project cause a signi.icant environmental impact due to a con.iict with any land use 
plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental 
effect? 

Less than Significant with Mitigation. The proposed Project involves the demolition of oil and gas 

processing equipment and other structures onsite, the remediation of contaminated soils, and grading to 

return the Project area to pre-development natural topography. With the mitigation measures identified 

for cultural resources, hazards, and noise the proposed Project would have a less than significant impact 

on any land use plan, policy or regulation. 

The applicant submitted a policy consistency summary analysis (Policy Consistency Analysis, October 

2021) as part of the proposed Project application package. The analysis confirms consistency with 

California Coastal Commissions and City of Carpinteria land use documents. 

3.12 Mineral Resources 

a) Would the project result in the Joss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be a 

value to the region and the residents of the state? 

No Impact. The proposed Project does not involve the use of mineral resources or have the potential 

to impact the availability of any mineral resources. 

b) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource recovery 

site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan? 

No Impact. The proposed Project would not result in the loss of availability of a locally important 

mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan. 

3.13 Noise 

a) Would the project result in generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in 
ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local 
general plan or noise ordinance, or app licable standards of other agencies? 

Less than Significant with Mi_tigation. The applicant included a noise assessment (Padre Associates 

Carpinteria Noise Management Plan, Behrens and Associates, Im:, June 7,2021) as part of the application package 

submittal. Ambient noise levels were measured at three different locations at the north, west and south 

property boundaries of the proposed Project site. Results of the ambient monitoring was also used to 

assign ambient noise levels for at seven different receptor locations. Noise modeling was then completed 

to estimate the peak day construction noise for maximum noise generating equipment at the Former 

Marketing Terminal Area, the nearest proposed work area to residential areas. The noise modeling also 

included the noise from heavy-duty trucks using Dump Road to export contaminated soil and import 
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clean fill. Results of the noise modeling was used to calculate the existing ambient noise levels plus 

proposed worst case Project construction noise levels for the seven offsite receptors. Results are shown 

in the table below. 

Noise Levels dBA CNEL 
Receptor 

Location Project Ambient Increase 
Number Construction over 

Impact + Project Ambient 
Rl Holiday Inn 53.2 68.6 0.1 

R2 5615 Carpinteria Multi Family Residential 52.6 68.6 0.1 

R3 5585 Carpinteria Multi Family Residential 51.2 60.9 0.5 

R4 Residence Arbol Verde Drive 52.7 61.1 0.7 

RS Residence Arbol Verde Drive 57.2 62.1 1.7 

R6 Residence at Eastern Terminus of Calle Pacific 56.9 62.0 1.6 

R7 Carpinteria Bluffs Trail 52.1 67.8 0.1 

Source: Padre Associates Carpinteria Noise Management Plan, Behrens and Associates, Inc., June 7, 2021 . 

The table indicates the City's 75 dBA CNEL construction noise standard would not be exceeded. Further, 

construction Project-related noise increases would be less than 2 dBA over existing levels and would not 

exceed City thresholds for temporary construction noise. Nighttime construction activities may be 

necessary in the surf zone due to tidal access issues, however, these activities would be temporary and 

short term. The proposed Project does not involve a permanent noise source, therefore, generation of 

a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project would 

be less than significant with the addition of mitigation measures to reduce noise. 

b) Would the project result in generation of excessive groundbome vibration or groundbome noise 
levels? 

Less than Significant Impact. The applicant estimated vibration levels from a worst case 

construction/ demolition activity of the operation of a large dozer at the MSRC Lease Area and the closest 

potential structure receptor, City Hall located approximately 95 feet to the south. The 

construction/ demolition related vibration was estimated using methodology provided by the California 

Department of Transportation (2013), which indicates vibration (based on use of a large dozer) would 

generate a PPV of 0.016 inches/second, which would be barely perceptible to humans and would not 

cause any damage to structures. Therefore, vibration impacts would be less than significant. 

c) For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land use plan or, where 
such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, 
would the project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels? 

No Impact. The Project site is not located within two miles of an airport and is not subject to an airport 

land use plan. No increase in aviation-related noise would occur. 
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3.14 Population and Housing 

a} Would the project induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either direcdy (for 

example, by proposing new homes and businesses} or indirecdy (for example, through extension 

of roads or other infrastructure}? 

No Impact. The proposed Project does not involve any development of new homes, businesses, roads 

or other infrastructure. The Project would not induce any population growth. 

b) Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the 

construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 

No Impact. The proposed Project would not displace people or housing. 

3.15 Public Services 

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of 
new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental 
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to 
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times, or other performance objectives for any of the 
public services, including: fire protection, police protection, schools, parks, or other public 
facilities? 

No Impact. The proposed Project involves removal of petroleum processing, storage and transportation 

facilities and related flammable materials, such that fire protection requirements would decrease at the 

site. New or altered fire protection facilities, police protection, schools, parks, or other public facilities are 

not included in the Project and would not be required to serve the site. 

3 .16 Recreation 

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

Less than Significant. The proposed Project would not increase the use of any neighborhood parks, 

regional parks, or other recreational facilities. The Project would not change any access or use of Tar Pits 

Park of the Carpinteria Bluffs Trail. During offshore work activities the Project has the potential to 

impact recreational boating activities for several months due to the increase in work boat and barge use 

to remove the offshore pipeline sections. This use would be short term, temporary and limited to the 

immediate area near the pipeline routes, therefore, would not be a significant impact to offshore 

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

Less than Significant. The proposed Project does not involve the development or expansion of 

recreational facilities or generate the need for additional recreational facilities. As noted above, the Project 

would not change any access or use of Tar Pits Park of the Carpinteria Bluffs Trail, however, Project 

activities have the potential for a short term interruption in trail use. However, the interruption in trail 

use would be short term and temporary and therefore less than significant. 

3.17 Transportation 

Senate Bill 743 (2013) required the Governor's Office of Planning and Research (OPR) to develop alternative 

methods of measuring transportation impacts under CEQA. At a minimum, the new methods must apply within 

areas that are served by transit. Once the new transportation guidelines are adopted, automobile delay ( often 

referred to as Level of Service or LOS analysis) generally would no longer be considered to be an environmental 

impact under CEQA. The OPR added CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3 which provided that, in most cases, 

vehicle miles travelled is the most appropriate measure of transportation impacts. 

a) Would the project con.iict with a px-ogram, plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation 

system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities 

Less than Significant: The proposed Project does not involve any permanent change or increase in 

traffic or change to any circulation system or transit, roadway, bicycle, or pedestrian facility. The applicant 

included a traffic analysis for the proposed Project as part of the application submittal package (Trafjit" 

Parking and VMT Ana!Jsis, Associated Transportation Engineers, June 2021). The traffic analysis estimated peak 

hour traffic increases at local intersections as provided in table below. 

Intersection Peak Hour LOS Project Added Trips 
Consistent 

Yes/No 
A.M. Peak Hour 

U.S Highway 101 NB/Bailard Ave. LOSC 6 Yes 

U.S Highway 101 SB/Bailard Ave. LOSB 6 Yes 

Carpinteria Ave./Bailard Ave. LOSB 6 Yes 

Carpinteria Ave./Casitas Pass Rd. LOSC 7 Yes 

P.M. Peak Hour 

U.S Highway 101 NB/Bailard Ave. LOSB 6 Yes 

U.S Highway 101 SB/Bailard Ave. LOSC 6 Yes 

Carpinteria Ave./Bailard Ave. LOSB 6 Yes 

Carpinteria Ave./Casitas Pass Rd. LOSC 7 Yes 

Source: Traffic, Parking and VMT Analysis for the Decommissioning and Remediation of the Carpinteria Oil and Gas Processing 
Facilities - City of Carpinteria, Associated Transportation Engineers, June 2021. 
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The traffic analysis also estimated the ADT, Average Daily Traffic, for the proposed Project trip 

generation as summarized in the table below. 

Project Number per Day Shift Schedule 
Trip Generation 

Component ADT AM Peak PM Peak 
Employees 15 7:00 am to 5:00 pm 26 13 13 

Haul Trucks 16 9:00 am to 4:00 pm 32 0 0 

Deliveries 2 9:00 am to 4:00 pm 4 0 0 

Totals 62 13 13 

Source: Traffic, Parking and VMT Analysis for the Decommissioning and Remediation of the Carpinteria Oil and Gas 
Processing Facilities - City of Carpinteria, Associated Transportation Engineers, June 2021. 

The addition of six to seven additional trips to intersections operating at Level B or C would not cause a 

change to the level of service at the intersections noted above and therefore would be consistent with the 

City's thresholds regarding LOS. 

The proposed Project daily one-way trip total of 62 is also below the Office of Planning and Research 

(OPR) Technical Advisory for the evaluation of transportation impacts 110 one-way trips per day 

threshold. Therefore, the Project would not conflict with any transportation plan, policy or ordinance. 

b) Would the project con.iict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines§ 15064.3, subdivision (b}? 

Less than Significant. 

CEQA Guidelines§ 15064.3(b) generally requires that a project's transportation impacts be evaluated for 

CEQA purposes using vehicle miles traveled, however, as noted above projects that generate less than 

110 on-way trips and is a construction, not an operational, project and therefore are not expected to cause 

as significant impact pursuant to CEQA guidelines. 

c} Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp 
curves or dangerous intersections} or incompatible uses (e.g., fann equipment)? 

Less than Significant with Mitigation. The traffic analysis prepared for the proposed Project analyzed 

intersection design, intersection operations, and intersection site distance. Although the traffic study did 

not identify any potential conflicts with haul truck use, any increase in traffic at the Carpinteria 

Avenue/Dump Road intersection could be significant and may require temporary traffic controls such as 

flaggers. The Project does not involve any incompatible uses such as farm equipment. 

d} Would the project result in inadequate emergency access? 

No Impact: The proposed Project would not alter any existing emergency access road, Carpinteria 

Avenue would remain open during all Project activities. 

51 



Chevron Carpinteria Oil and Gas Facility Decommissioning 
Initial Study 

3.18 Tribal Cultural Resources 

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural 
resource, defined in Public Resources Code§ 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural 
landscape that is geographically defined in tenns of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred 
place, or object with cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is: 

3.19 

i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a 
local register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code section 
5020.l(k)? 

Less than Significant with Mitigation. The Cultural Resources Assessment identified archaeological 

resources at the Project site (cultural resource CA-SBA-06). The report details the resource as disturbed 

to heavily disturbed dependent on the location within the Project site. Given the presence of a cultural 

resource and the ground disturbing activities of the proposed Project, potential for impacts to previously 

undisturbed resources is possible without mitigation. Standard mitigation techniques for cultural 

resources such as a Cultural Resources Management Plan and worker training for cultural resource 

awareness would reduce the potential for impacts to archaeological resources to less than significant. 

ii) A resource detennined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial 
evidence, to he significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public 
Resources Code§ 5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public 
Resource Code § 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource 
to a California Native American tribe? 

No Impact. The City has not identified any tribal cultural resources beyond that identified by other 

agencies. 

Utilities and Service Systems 

The State CEQA Guidelines and Checklist have been amended for Utilities and Service Systems. The previous 

question a) was removed and questions b), c), h), and i) were consolidated. Question d) and f) were reworded. 

The modifications to the checklist resulted in fewer questions. Previous environmental review has been 

consolidated accordingly. 

a) Would the project require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, 
wastewater treatment or storm water drain age, electric power, natural gas, or 
telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause sig nificant 
environmental effects? 

No Impact. The proposed Project does not involve the construction of any infrastructure. 

52 



Chevron Carpinteria Oil and Gas Facility Decommissioning 
Initial Study 

b) Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably 
foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years? 

Less than Significan t. The proposed Project water use would be limited to potable water used for dust 

control, soil compaction and site restoration. This water use is temporary and short term, the applicant 

has estimated this water use to a few thousand gallons per day. This short term and temporary water use 

would not be a significant impact to groundwater supplies or interfere with groundwater recharge. 

c} Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider, which serves 
or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project's projected demand in 
addition to the provider's existing commitments? 

No Impact. Workers employed at the Project site would use portable restrooms which would be 

emptied and transported to an appropriate sanitary district disposal facility by a commercial third party 

vendor. 

d) Would the project generate solid waste in excess of state or local standards, or in excess of the 
capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction 
goals? 

Less than Significant. The proposed Project would generate solid waste in the form of equipment and 

piping, concrete, asphalt, gravel and contaminated soil. Equipment, piping and related metal materials 

would be recycled at an appropriate facility. Concrete, asphalt and gravel would be recycled at State Ready 

Mix. Non-hazardous contaminated soils would be transported to the Simi Valley Landfill. Hazardous 

contaminated soils would be transported to the Kettleman or McKittrick disposal sites. These facilities 

have adequate capacity to receive Project-related solid waste and recycle these wastes to the extent 

feasible. Therefore, the proposed Project would not impact the attainment of any State-mandated solid 

waste reduction goals by the City or Santa Barbara County. 

e} Would the project comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and 
regulations related to solid waste? 

3.20 

No Impact. The proposed Project would dispose of recovered materials at solid waste disposal facilities 

approved and permitted by the California Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery. 

Wildfire 

The State CEQA Guidelines were amended in July 2015 and the CEQA Checklist has been amended since the 

December 2013 Final MND was prepared to specifically include a separate section on wildfire impacts. 

Nonetheless, the potential for wildfires were addressed in the December 2013 Final MND under Hazards. 

If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones: 
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a) Would the project substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency 
evacuation plan? 

No Impact. The proposed Project would not involve the closure of either public or private roadways, 

therefore, would not impact ingress or egress for emergency access and thus not impact an emergency 

response or evacuation plan. 

b) Would the project, due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wild.ire risks, 
and thereby expose project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the 
uncontrolled spread of a wild.ire? 

c) Would the project require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as 
roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other uti1ities} that may exacerbate 
.ire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment? 

d) Would the project expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or 
downstream Hooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage 
changes? 

No Impact. The proposed Project site is not located within a designated High Fire Hazard Severity 

Zone as designed by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection. The City General Plan 

Seismic and Safety Element identifies the Project site as within a low fire hazard area. The beach and 

offshore Project site are not subject to wildfires. The Project does not involve any development of 

infrastructure that could increase the spread of a wildfire. The Project site does not include any steep 

slopes or major drainages that may cause downstream flooding, landslides, excessive run-off or post-fire 

slope instability in the event the Project site was affected by wildfire. 

3.21 Mandatory Findings of Significance 

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

As addressed throughout this Initial Study, the proposed Project would have no impact, a less-than­

significant impact, a less-than-significant impact with mitigation incorporated, or a potentially significant 

impact as indicated for each issue area. Impact areas Agriculture/Forestry, Minerals, Public Services and 

Wildfire were found to have no potential impact. Potential impacts to Air Quality, Energy, Noise, 

Recreation, Transportation/Circulation, Utilities were found to be less than significant. Cultural 

Resources, Geology, Greenhouse Gases, Hydrology, Land Use and Tribal Resources were determined to 

be less than significant with mitigation. 

Due to the potential for an oil spill or release of hydrocarbons from infrastructure demolition, flushing 

and pigging of pipelines, removal of pipelines or a release from one of the legacy onsite oil wells impacts 

to Biological Resources and Hazardous Materials was determined to be potentially significant. Mitigation 
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measures would reduce the potential for such an impact; however, the potential could still remain and the 

impact to the environment could be significant. 

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

The proposed Project is short term with temporary demolition and construction type activities over a 

project schedule of approximately three years. No other large construction projects are currently 

scheduled in the immediate Project area nor are any oil and gas remediation projects. Upon conclusion 

of the proposed Project the Project site would be remediated and graded back to a natural state with no 

development, a net benefit for the environment and community. Therefore, the proposed Project would 

not a have a cumulatively considerable impact. 

c) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on 
human beings, either directly or indirectly? 

Less than Significant While the potential impact to the environment from a release of hydrocarbons 

could have significant impacts, these potential impacts would not have a direct or indirect substantial 

adverse effect on human beings. 
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