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INITIAL STUDY 
1​ INTRODUCTION 
 
This Initial Study (IS) document evaluates potential environmental effects resulting from 
construction and operation of the proposed Banning Oil Drill Site Compliance Review 
(“Project”). The Project is subject to the guidelines and regulations of the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Therefore, this document has been prepared in compliance 
with the relevant provisions of CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines as implemented by the 
City of Los Angeles (City). Based on the analysis provided within this Initial Study, the City has 
concluded that the Project will not result in significant impacts on the environment. This Initial 
Study and Negative Declaration are intended as informational documents, and are ultimately 
required to be adopted by the decision maker (Zoning Administrator) prior to project approval by 
the City. 
 
1.1 PURPOSE OF AN INITIAL STUDY 
 
The California Environmental Quality Act was enacted in 1970 with several basic purposes: (1) 
to inform governmental decision makers and the public about the potential significant 
environmental effects of proposed projects; (2) to identify ways that environmental damage can 
be avoided or significantly reduced; (3) to prevent significant, avoidable damage to the 
environment by requiring changes in projects through the use of feasible alternatives or 
mitigation measures; and (4) to disclose to the public the reasons behind a project’s approval 
even if significant environmental effects are anticipated. 
 
An application for the proposed project has been submitted to the City of Los Angeles 
Department of City Planning for discretionary review. The Department of City Planning, as Lead 
Agency, has determined that the project is subject to CEQA, and the preparation of an Initial 
Study is required. 
 
An Initial Study is a preliminary analysis conducted by the Lead Agency, in consultation with 
other agencies (responsible or trustee agencies, as applicable), to determine whether there is 
substantial evidence that a project may have a significant effect on the environment. If the Initial 
Study concludes that the Project, with mitigation, may have a significant effect on the 
environment, an Environmental Impact Report should be prepared; otherwise the Lead Agency 
may adopt a Negative Declaration or a Mitigated Negative Declaration. 
 
This Initial Study has been prepared in accordance with CEQA (Public Resources Code §21000 
et seq.), the State CEQA Guidelines (Title 14, California Code of Regulations, §15000 et seq.), 
and the City of Los Angeles CEQA Guidelines (1981, amended 2006). 
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1.2. ORGANIZATION OF THE INITIAL STUDY 
 
This Initial Study is organized into four sections as follows: 
 
1 INTRODUCTION 
 

Describes the purpose and content of the Initial Study, and provides an overview of the 
CEQA process. 

 
2 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 

Provides Project information, identifies key areas of environmental concern, and includes 
a determination whether the project may have a significant effect on the environment. 

 
3 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
 

Provides a description of the environmental setting and the Project, including project 
characteristics and a list of discretionary actions. 

 
4 EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 
 

Contains the completed Initial Study Checklist and discussion of the environmental 
factors that would be potentially affected by the Project. 
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INITIAL STUDY  
2​ EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
 

PROJECT TITLE BANNING OIL DRILL SITE COMPLIANCE REVIEW 

ENVIRONMENTAL CASE NO.  ENV-2025-622-ND 

RELATED CASES ​  ZA-1972-20725-O-PA3 

  

PROJECT LOCATION 521, 525, 529, 601, 623, 625, EAST ANAHEIM STREET; 
(FULL ADDRESS RANGE: 500 EAST OPP STREET, 925 NORTH 
EUBANK AVENUE, 920 NORTH BANNING BOULEVARD, 
WILMINGTON, CA 90744) 

COMMUNITY PLAN AREA WILMINGTON-HARBOR CITY 

GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION LIGHT MANUFACTURING; LOW MEDIUM I RESIDENTIAL 

ZONING [Q] RD3-1XL-O-CUGU; [Q] M2-1VL-O-CUGU 

COUNCIL DISTRICT 15TH – MCOSKER 

  

LEAD AGENCY City of Los Angeles  

STAFF CONTACT​  EDBER MACEDO 

ADDRESS 200 N. SPRING STREET, ROOM 763, LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 

PHONE NUMBER 213.978.1198 

EMAIL EDBER.MACEDO@LACITY.ORG 

  

APPLICANT WARREN E&P, INC. C / O PAUL HASTINGS LLP (DUNCAN 
JOSEPH MOORE; LAUREN GLASER) 

ADDRESS 355 SOUTH GRAND AVENUE, SUITE 100, LOS ANGELES, CA 
90071 

PHONE NUMBER 213.891.8764 
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION  
 
Project Description: The Project is a Compliance Review, pursuant to the Zoning 
Administrator's authority to require the applicant to file an application, as stipulated by Condition 
No. 27 of Case No. ZA-1972-20725-O-PA2-1A and pursuant to LAMC Section 13B.2.2.H. for the 
purposes of reviewing the applicant's compliance with the effectiveness of the Conditions 
regulating the operations of the Banning Oil Drill Site. No new drilling, re-drilling, deepening, well 
maintenance, construction, or other work is proposed as part of the Project. 
 

 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 
 
The site is located on a level, irregular shaped, through parcel of land of approximately 
10.05 acres, with a frontage of 238 feet on the south side of Opp Street, 899 feet of the 
west side of Eubanks Avenue, 642 feet on the north side of Anaheim Street, and 455 feet 
on the east side of Banning Boulevard. The northerly portion of the property is classified in 
the [Q] RD3-1XL-O-CUGU Zone, while its southerly portion is classified in the [Q] 
M2-1VL-O-CUGU Zone, and within Nonurbanized Oil Drilling District No. 5. The site was 
later subject to ‘Q’ Qualified Conditions that were imposed by the General Plan/Zoning 
Consistency Program that was mandated by AB 283 for the northerly portion of the site, 
and pursuant to the 1999 Wilmington-Harbor City Community Plan Update for the southerly 
portion of the site, and read as follows:  

 
[Q] RD3-1XL-O-CUGU: The permanent "Q" Conditions relating to Sub Area 8 indicate that 
properties developed with three or more dwelling units shall provide open space, 
landscaping, architectural treatments and parking. per Ordinance No. 167,244, effective 
October 5, 1991 (attached to the file).  

 
[Q] M2-1VL-O-CUGU: The permanent "Q" Conditions relating to Sub Area 80 are 
associated with open storage, landscaping, setbacks, walls/fences, driveways, and cargo 
containers per Ordinance No. 177,243, effective May 10, 2005. 

 
The current zoning of the subject parcels were changed to [Q] RD3-1XL-O-CUGU and [Q] 
M2-1VL-O-CUGU in 2016 upon the establishment of the Clean Up Green Up Supplemental 
Use District, which encompasses the subject property.  
 
The property is occupied by the central production facility for the Banning Oil Drill Site, 
consisting of an oil well drilling yard, an oil and water separation yard, a water management 
yard, an oil storage yard, a personnel yard, a maintenance yard and a pipe storage yard.  
 
This Project was filed pursuant to Condition No. 27 of Case No. ZA-1972-20725-O-PA2-1A 
which highlights that the Zoning Administrator reserves the right to require the applicant to file 
an application for purposes of reviewing the applicant's compliance with and the effectiveness of 
the Conditions regulating the operations of the Drill Site. Condition No. 27 states that upon the 
review of Conditions, the Zoning Administrator may modify, add, or delete Conditions for the 
Banning Oil Drill Site.  
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Streets 
 

Opp Street, adjoining the subject property to the north, is designated by the Mobility Plan 
2035 as a “Local Street - Standard” and designated with a roadway width of 36 feet, and is 
improved with asphalt roadway, concrete curb, and gutter. 

 
Banning Boulevard, adjoining the subject property to the west, is designated by the Mobility 
Plan 2035 as a “Local Street - Standard” and designated with a roadway width of 36 feet, 
and is improved with asphalt roadway, concrete curb, a bicycle lane, and gutter. 

 
East Anaheim Street, adjoining the subject property to the north, is designated by the 
Mobility Plan 2035 as an “Avenue II” thoroughfare and designated with a roadway width of 
56 feet, and is improved with asphalt roadway, concrete curb, and gutter. 

 
Eubank Avenue, adjoining the subject property to the west, is designated by the Mobility 
Plan 2035 as a “Local Street - Standard” and designated with a roadway width of 36 feet, 
and is improved with asphalt roadway, concrete curb, and gutter. 
 
Properties to the south, across East Anaheim Street, are zoned [Q] M2-1VL-O-CUGU. One 
property is improved with a restaurant and parking lot. Another property, abutting Banning 
Boulevard, serves as truck parking and shipping container storage yard. Another property, 
abutting George De La Torre Jr. Avenue, is a warehouse building.  

 
Properties to the east, on Eubank Avenue, are split between two zoning designations. 
Several properties are zoned [Q] MR2-1VL-O-CUGU. The properties to the north of these 
lots are zoned [Q] RD3-1XL-O-CUGU. All these properties are improved with different uses, 
including, but not limited: a trucking storage yard, a shipping container storage yard, and a 
truck parking lot. While most of these lots are used for storage and parking purposes, there 
is a property that is being utilized as a temporary Bridge Housing residential facility for 
people experiencing homelessness. According to L.A. City records, the Bridge Housing 
residential facility's lease was recently extended through 2026.  
 
Properties to the north, across Opp Street, are zoned for residential uses. The properties 
fronting Eubank Avenue and Lecouvreuer Avenue are zoned [Q] R2-1XL-O-CUGU. The 
properties fronting Cary Avenue are zoned R1-1XL-O-CUGU.  

 
Properties to the west, across Banning Boulevard, are zoned for residential and 
commercial. The majority of the lots fronting Banning Boulevard are zoned [Q] 
R3-1VL-O-CUGU. There is a corner commercial property at East Anaheim Street and 
Banning Boulevard that is zoned [Q] C2-1VL-O-CUGU. This commercial property is 
improved with a shopping center with several tenant spaces and a parking lot. The lots 
zoned for residential are improved with a mix of single family residences as well as 
three-story multi family dwellings. A 64-unit affordable housing development totaling 3 
stories at 841 Banning Boulevard. The housing development, completed in December 
2024, features 63 units that are income-restricted to residents designated as "Low-Income" 
Area Median Income limits.  
 
(For additional detail, see “Section 3. PROJECT DESCRIPTION”).​ 
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OTHER PUBLIC AGENCIES WHOSE APPROVAL IS REQUIRED  
(e.g. permits, financing approval, or participation agreement) 
 
None 

 
 

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED 
 
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving 
at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the 
following pages.  
☐  Aesthetics ☐  Greenhouse Gas Emissions ☐  Public Services 
 
☐  Agriculture & Forestry Resources 

 
☐  Hazards & Hazardous Materials 

 
☐  Recreation  

☐  Air Quality 
 
☐  Hydrology / Water Quality 

 
☐  Transportation   

☐  Biological Resources 
 
☐  Land Use / Planning 

 
☐  Tribal Cultural Resources  

☐  Cultural Resources 
 
☐  Mineral Resources 

 
☐  Utilities / Service Systems  

☐  Energy  
 
☐  Noise ☐  Wildfire 

 
☐  Geology / Soils  

 
☐  Population / Housing ☐  Mandatory Findings of     

      Significance 
 

 

DETERMINATION  
(To be completed by the Lead Agency) 
 
On the basis of this initial evaluation: 
 
☒      I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a 

NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 
 
☐      I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not 

be a significant effect in this case because revisions on the project have been made by or agreed to by the 
project proponent.  A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.  

 
☐     I find the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL 

IMPACT REPORT is required. 
 
☐    I find the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially significant unless 

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

 
☐     I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all 

potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE 
DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that 
earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed 
upon the proposed project, nothing further is required. 
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

1) A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are adequately
supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question.
A "No Impact" answer is adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the
impact simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault
rupture zone).  A "No Impact" answer should be explained where it is based on project-specific
factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants,
based on a project-specific screening analysis).

2) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site,
cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational
impacts.

3) Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist
answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less that significant with
mitigation, or less than significant.  "Potentially Significant Impact" is appropriate if there is substantial
evidence that an effect may be significant.  If there are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact"
entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required.

4) "Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where the
incorporation of a mitigation measure has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact" to
"Less Than Significant Impact."  The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly
explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level (mitigation measures from "Earlier
Analysis," as described in (5) below, may be cross referenced).

5) Earlier analysis must be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process,
an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR, or negative declaration.  Section 15063
(c)(3)(D).  In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:

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

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

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

6) Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for
potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances).  Reference to a previously prepared or
outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the
statement is substantiated

7) Supporting Information Sources: A sources list should be attached, and other sources used or
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individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion. 

8)​ This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead 
agencies should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project’s 
environmental effects in whichever format is selected. 

9)​ The explanation of each issue should identify: 

a)​ The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and 

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

INITIAL STUDY  
3​ PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

 

3.1​ PROJECT SUMMARY 
 

Project Description: The Proposed Project is a Compliance Review, pursuant to the Zoning 
Administrator's authority to require the applicant to file an application, as stipulated by Condition 
No. 27 of Case No. ZA-1972-20725-O-PA2-1A and pursuant to LAMC Section 13B.2.2.H. for the 
purposes of reviewing the applicant's compliance with the effectiveness of the Conditions 
regulating the operations of the Banning Oil Drill Site. No new drilling, re-drilling, deepening, well 
maintenance, construction, or other work is proposed as part of the Project. 
 
 
3.2​ ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 
 

3.2.1​ Project Location  
 
The site is located in the Wilmington neighborhood in the City of Los Angeles. It is 
located in the Wilmington-Harbor City Community Plan Area. The northerly portion of the 
property is classified in the [Q] RD3-1XL-O-CUGU Zone, while its southerly portion is 
classified in the [Q] M2-1VL-O-CUGU Zone, and within Nonurbanized Oil Drilling District 
No. 5.   
 
Streets 
 
Opp Street, adjoining the subject property to the north, is designated by the Mobility Plan 
2035 as a “Local Street - Standard” and designated with a roadway width of 36 feet, and 
is improved with asphalt roadway, concrete curb, and gutter. 
 
Banning Boulevard, adjoining the subject property to the west, is designated by the 
Mobility Plan 2035 as a “Local Street - Standard” and designated with a roadway width 
of 36 feet, and is improved with asphalt roadway, concrete curb, a bicycle lane, and 
gutter. 
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East Anaheim Street, adjoining the subject property to the north, is designated by the 
Mobility Plan 2035 as an “Avenue II” thoroughfare and designated with a roadway width 
of 56 feet, and is improved with asphalt roadway, concrete curb, and gutter. 
 
Eubank Avenue, adjoining the subject property to the west, is designated by the Mobility 
Plan 2035 as a “Local Street - Standard” and designated with a roadway width of 36 
feet, and is improved with asphalt roadway, concrete curb, and gutter. 
 

3.2.2​ Existing Conditions 
 
The site is an existing oil well facility located on a level, irregular shaped, through parcel 
of land of approximately 10.05 acres, with a frontage of 238 feet on the south side of 
Opp Street, 899 feet of the west side of Eubanks Avenue, 642 feet on the north side of 
Anaheim Street, and 455 feet on the east side of Banning Boulevard. The northerly 
portion of the property is classified in the [Q] RD3-1XL-O-CUGU Zone, while its southerly 
portion is classified in the [Q] M2-1VL-O-CUGU Zone. General land use designations 
include: Light Manufacturing and Low Medium I Residential.  
 
The Banning Oil Drill Site has both oil extraction and oil production facilities in place at 
the subject property. There is no active drilling of new wells nor is there any re-drilling or 
deepening of existing wells at this time. There are a total of 281 wells onsite: 150 active 
wells, 66 idle (non-operating) wells, and 65 permanently plugged wells. The site is also 
improved with facilities including, but not limited to: natural gas-powered microturbines, 
ancillary office buildings, electrical substations, and below-grade oil well cellars. The 
site’s production facilities include many aboveground storage tanks for the purpose of 
storing crude oil product, brine water discharge, and solvents used to separate crude oil 
product from brine water. Some of the aboveground storage tanks are connected via 
both aboveground and underground pipeline connections throughout the subject 
property.  

Underground Storage Tank 

The site is included on the List of Leaking Underground Storage Tank Sites from the 
State Water Board's Geotracker database; as a result, this subject property is 
considered part of the "Cortese List" pursuant to California Government Code Section 
65962.5. A former oil extraction and production company, Exxon Company U.S.A., 
initiated the soil investigation and remedial work for a former 500-gallon waste oil 
Underground Storage Tank. The Water Board’s cleanup case identification is “Loc Case 
No. XS0000662.” On February 26, 2013, the Los Angeles City Fire Department issued a 
'No Further Action' letter denoting that the site investigation had been completed for that 
leaking underground storage tank. The site is listed in the Water Board’s Leaking 
Underground Storage Tank (LUST) database. 
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3.2.3​ Surrounding Land Uses 
 

Properties to the south, across East Anaheim Street, are zoned [Q] M2-1VL-O-CUGU. 
One property is improved with a restaurant and parking lot. Another property, abutting 
Banning Boulevard, serves as truck parking and shipping container storage yard. 
Another property, abutting George De La Torre Jr. Avenue, is a warehouse building.  
 
Properties to the east, on Eubank Avenue, are split between two zoning designations. 
Several properties are zoned [Q] MR2-1VL-O-CUGU. The properties to the north of 
these lots are zoned [Q] RD3-1XL-O-CUGU. All these properties are improved with 
different uses, including, but not limited: a trucking storage yard, a shipping container 
storage yard, and a truck parking lot. While most of these lots are used for storage and 
parking purposes, there is a property that is being utilized as a temporary Bridge 
Housing residential facility for people experiencing homelessness. According to L.A. City 
records, the Bridge Housing residential facility's lease was recently extended through 
2026.  

 
Properties to the north, across Opp Street, are zoned for residential uses. The properties 
fronting Eubank Avenue and Lecouvreuer Avenue are zoned [Q] R2-1XL-O-CUGU. The 
properties fronting Cary Avenue are zoned R1-1XL-O-CUGU. There is a baseball 
recreational facility at the north west corner of the neighborhood block that is owned by 
the oil well facility operator, but separate from the oil well operation. The privately-owned 
baseball recreational facility was conditionally approved by the Zoning Administrator by 
way of Case No. ZA-1982-117-CUZ. 
 
Properties to the west, across Banning Boulevard, are zoned for residential and 
commercial. The majority of the lots fronting Banning Boulevard are zoned [Q] 
R3-1VL-O-CUGU. There is a corner commercial property at East Anaheim Street and 
Banning Boulevard that is zoned [Q] C2-1VL-O-CUGU. This commercial property is 
improved with a shopping center with several tenant spaces and a parking lot. The lots 
zoned for residential are improved with a mix of single family residences as well as 
three-story multi family dwellings. A 64-unit affordable housing development totaling 3 
stories at 841 Banning Boulevard. The housing development, completed in December 
2024, features 63 units that are income-restricted to residents designated as 
"Low-Income" Area Median Income limits.  
 

3.2.4.   Regulatory Background 
 

Oil drilling and production activities at the Banning Oil Drill Site were first undertaken in 
1937 by the McMillen Petroleum Corporation under the authority of Ordinance 78,108, 
78,260 and 78,269. Activities involved Non Urbanized Oil Drilling Districts 5, 6 and 7 
which were consolidated into Non Urbanized Oil Drilling District No. 5 on November 26, 
1955 by Ordinance No. 106,386. Humble Oil and Refining Company, later to become the 
Exxon Corporation, developed a water flood plan for a portion of the Wilmington Oil Field 
and obtained the approval of operators and landowners to form the Wilmington Townlot 
Unit, Fault Block I in 1972. This operation continues to the present time. On February 25, 
1972, the Zoning Administrator approved a determination permitting development and 
operation of a semi-controlled drilling and production site that is identified as the Banning 
Oil Drill Site (hereafter addressed as “the Drill Site”). Warren E&P became the legal 
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operator of the Drill Site on February 1, 2005. On July 20, 2006, pursuant to Case No. 
ZA-1972-20725-O-PA1, the Zoning Administrator approved a request made by Warren 
E&P permitting the operator for the drilling of a maximum 540 Class "A" and Class "B" oil 
wells to be distributed in five (5) well cellars at the Drill Site and adopted Mitigated 
Negative Declaration No. ENV-2005-7988-MND. The ZA determined that by imposing 
conditions, environmental impacts, associated with the proposed scopes of work, could 
be reduced to a level of less significance. 

Pursuant to Condition No. 27 of Case No. ZA-1972-20725-O-PA1, the Office of Zoning 
Administration sent a request to the operator on December 24, 2007, to file a Plan 
Approval for a Review of Compliance and Effectiveness of Conditions. On January 31, 
2008, the Office of Zoning Administration sent a final notice to the operator to file a Plan 
Approval for Review of Compliance and Effectiveness of Conditions. After the operator 
filed a Plan Approval, on October 2, 2008, the Zoning Administrator sustained the 
previous determination issued on July 20, 2006, and also addressed several compliance 
concerns associated with the Drill Site operations through additional findings and 
discussion points in the determination. The decision, Case No. ZA-1972-20725-O-PA2, 
was appealed to the Harbor Area Planning Commission. On December 31, 2008, the 
Harbor Area Planning Commission issued a determination for Case No. 
ZA-1972-20725-O-PA2-1A, in which the Commission denied the appeal and sustained 
the Zoning Administrator's approval outlined originally in the July 20, 2006 determination. 
 
On August 2, 2024, the Office of Zoning Administration required the Operator to file for a 
Compliance Review pursuant to Condition No. 27 of the last discretionary approval, 
Case No. ZA-1972-20725-O-PA2-1A. 

 

3.3​ DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT 
 

3.3.1​ Project Overview  
 

The Project is a Compliance Review, pursuant to the Zoning Administrator's authority to 
require the applicant to file an application, as stipulated by Condition No. 27 of Case No. 
ZA-1972-20725-O-PA2-1A and pursuant to LAMC Section 13B.2.2.H. for the purposes of 
reviewing the applicant's compliance with the effectiveness of the Conditions regulating 
the operations of the Banning Oil Drill Site. No new drilling, re-drilling, deepening, well 
maintenance, construction, or other work is proposed as part of the Project. 
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3.4​ REQUESTED PERMITS AND APPROVALS 
The list below includes the anticipated requests for approval of the Project. The Initial Study will 
analyze impacts associated with the Project and will provide environmental review sufficient for 
all necessary entitlements and public agency actions associated with the Project. The 
discretionary entitlements, reviews, permits and approvals required to implement the Project 
include, but are not necessarily limited to, the following:  

 

●​ Pursuant to LAMC Article 13, Sec. 13.B.2.2.H, a Compliance Review in conjunction with 
the continued operation of the Banning Oil Drilling Site as authorized and conditioned 
pursuant to Case No. ZA-1972-20725-O-PA2-1A.  

 

●​ Other discretionary and ministerial permits and approvals that may be deemed 
necessary, including, but not limited to, temporary street closure permits, grading 
permits, excavation permits, foundation permits, building permits, and sign permits. 
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INITIAL STUDY  
4​ ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS 
 
I.  AESTHETICS 
  

 
 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with  
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Except as provided in Public 
Resources Code Section 21099 would the project: 

    

a.​ Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic 
vista? 

☐ ☐ ☐     ☒ 

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

☐ ☐ ☐     ☒ 

c.​ In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade 
the existing visual character or quality of public 
views the site and its surroundings? (Public 
views are those that are experienced from 
publicly accessible vantage point). If the project 
is in an urbanized area, would the project conflict 
with applicable zoning and other regulations 
governing scenic quality? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

d.​ Create a new source of substantial light or glare 
which would adversely affect day or nighttime 
views in the area? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 

        No Impact 

a)​ Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? 
The proposed Project involving a Compliance Review of an existing land use approval will not 
have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista because there will be no visible change as a 
direct result of the Project. Accordingly, there will be no direct or indirect impact to scenic vistas, 
or scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings, 
or other locally recognized desirable aesthetic natural features within a state scenic highway. 
Therefore, no impact would occur. 

Banning Oil Drill Site Compliance Review​ PAGE 16​ City of Los Angeles 
Initial Study / Negative Declaration​ ​ September 2025 
 
 



 

 
 

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock 
outcroppings, and historic buildings, or other locally recognized desirable aesthetic 
natural feature within a state scenic highway? 
There are two designated state scenic highways within the City of Los Angeles: the Arroyo Seco 
Historic Parkway, (also known as the Pasadena Freeway SRO110) and Topanga Canyon State 
Scenic Highway (SR-27). Where scenic resources have been identified in the two designated 
state scenic highways within the City, existing policies are already in place to protect them and 
this proposal would not change any of those protections. Nothing in the Project is proposing to 
change any existing plans or policies that are intended to protect scenic resources. Therefore, 
no impact would occur. 

c) In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality 
of public views of the site and its surroundings? (Public views are those that are 
experienced from publicly accessible vantage point). If the project is in an urbanized 
area, would the project conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing 
scenic quality? 
 
The Project will not degrade any of the existing visual character or any public views of the 
subject property.  The Project would not result in a change  to any existing plans or policies that 
are intended to conserve existing visual character or quality of public views of the subject 
property. Therefore, no impact would occur. 

 

 

 

 

 

d)  Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect daytime 
or nighttime views in the area? 
The Project will not create any new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely 
affect daytime or nighttime views in the area. There is no proposed work on the Project Site that 
would result in any lighting fixtures or new structures that would interfere with either daytime or 
nighttime views in the Proposed Project’s local vicinity. Therefore, no impact would occur. 

 

II.  AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES  
 

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, 
lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment 
Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of Conservation as an optional model to 
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use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest 
resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer 
to information compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding 
the state’s inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the 
Forest Legacy Assessment Project; and forest carbon measurement methodology provided in 
Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board.  

 
 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with  
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project:     
a.​ Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or 

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

☐ ☐ ☐     ☒ 

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

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

c.​ Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause 
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public 
Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland 
(as defined by Public Resources Code section 
4526), or timberland zoned Timberland 
Production (as defined by Government Code 
section 51104(g))? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

d.​ Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of 
forest land to non-forest use? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

e.​ Involve other changes in the existing 
environment which, due to their location or 
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to 
non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land 
to non-forest use? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 

No Impact 

a)  Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance 
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and 
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?  
The Project, a Compliance Review, does not propose any new construction or ground disturbing 
activities. The Project will not convert farmland to non-agricultural use, affect an agricultural 
preserve eligible for enrollment under a Williamson Act contract, or impact forest land or timber 
land. The Proposed Project would not conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, 
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forest land or timberland. Therefore, the Proposed Project would have no impact related to 
agricultural and forestry resources. No impact would occur, and no mitigation would be required.  

b)  Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract? 
The Project Site is zoned both for residential and manufacturing, and therefore the Project 
would not conflict with any existing zoning for an agricultural use. Additionally, only land located 
within an agricultural preserve is eligible for enrollment under a Williamson Act contract, and 
since the project area does not contain any lands covered by a Williamson Act contract, the 
project does not conflict with the Williamson Act. Therefore, no impact would occur and no 
mitigation measures are required. 

c)  Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public 
Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code 
section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government 
Code section 51104(g))? 
Since the Project is not anticipated to induce any new oil well activities such as drilling, 
redrilling, deepening or well maintenance on existing wells. The Project does not include any 
new construction or alteration of the existing use. The Project will not alter existing development 
patterns, it will not directly or indirectly result in the loss or conversion of any forest land, 
timberland, timberland zoned Timberland Production, Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or 
Farmland of Statewide Importance or the conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use. 
Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further analysis is required. 

d)  Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use? 
There is no rezoning component  proposed as part of this Project. As a result, the Project would 
not result in the conversion of any existing agricultural or forest land uses. Moreover, the project 
is not anticipated to induce development or trigger any additional activity on or around the oil 
drilling site that would in any other way alter existing development patterns. Therefore, no 
impact would occur. 

e)  Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or 
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use or conversion of 
forest land to non-forest use? 
The Proposed Project does not include any requested actions that would entail the conversion 
of Farmland to non-agricultural use. Since the Plan Approval-Compliance Review does not 
include any scopes of work that will convert forest land to non-forest use then it is not 
anticipated to induce development or in any other way alter existing development pattern with 
regards to farmland and forest land. Therefore, no impact would occur. 

III.  AIR QUALITY 
 

Where available, the significance criteria established by the South Coast Air Quality 
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Management District (SCAQMD) may be relied upon to make the following determinations. 

 
 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with  
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project:     
a.​ Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 

applicable air quality plan? 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

b.​ Result in a cumulatively considerable net 
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the 
project region is non-attainment under an 
applicable federal or state ambient air quality 
standard? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

c.​ Expose sensitive receptors to substantial 
pollutant concentrations? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

d.​ Result in other emissions (such as those leading 
to odors) adversely affecting a substantial 
number of people? 

 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

No Impact. 

a)  Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan? 
The Proposed Project will neither obstruct the implementation of South Coast Air Quality 
Management District plans, nor violate any air quality standard, nor contribute substantially to 
an existing or projected air quality violation. The Applicant’s requested actions do not include 
scopes of work that would result in any new construction or ground disturbing activities. 
Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further analysis is required. 

b)  Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which 
the air basin is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality 
standard? 
The Proposed Project will not result in any considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant 
because the Project does not include any changes to existing baseline conditions. The Project 
does not involve any new construction and no changes are proposed that would indirectly 
increase building size or scale. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further analysis is 
required. 

c)  Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? 
The Proposed Project, a review of the Applicant’s compliance with the imposed Conditions of 
Approval, will not result in exposing sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations. 
At this time, the Applicant’s requested actions do not include any requests for approvals that 
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entail new construction, new oil well activities, or other forms of facility activity. Therefore, no 
impact would occur, and no further analysis is required. 

d)  Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a 
substantial number of people? 
The Project does not include any requested actions to build new floor area, demolish existing 
structures, or introduce new uses to the existing facility at the subject property. Since the 
Proposed Project will not result in an increase in construction activities or new oil well activities; 
it would not result in new sources of objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of 
people. Therefore, no impact would occur and no mitigation measures are required.  

 

 

 

 

IV.  BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
 
 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with  
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

  
Would the project:     

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

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

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

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 
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c.​ Have a substantial adverse effect on state or 
federally protected wetlands (including, but not 
limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) 
through direct removal, filling, hydrological 
interruption, or other means? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

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

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

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

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

f.​ Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plan, Natural Community 
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, 
regional, or state habitat conservation plan? 

 
No Impact  

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

a)  Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on 
any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or 
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 
The Proposed Project does not propose any new construction or ground disturbing activities. 
The Project Project does not include any requested actions that would introduce any new uses 
to the existing oil well facility, nor will it impact existing zoning and land use designations. As the 
Proposed Project will not directly or indirectly result in new development or any rezoning, it 
would not have a substantial adverse effect on any state or federally listed species, riparian 
habitat, state or federally protected wetlands (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, 
coastal, etc.), sensitive natural communities, migratory fish or wildlife species, established native 
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, native wildlife nursery sites, trees, or marine animals. 
Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further analysis is required. 

b)  Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural 
community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 
As the Proposed Project will not directly or indirectly result in new development, land alteration, 
or any rezoning, it would not have a substantial adverse effect on any state or federally listed 
species, riparian habitat, adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Plan, trees, or 
marine animals. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further analysis is required. 
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c)  Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands (including, 
but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, 
hydrological interruption, or other means? 
The Project Project would not introduce any new uses to the existing oil well facility that would 
have a substantial adverse effect on wetland areas. Therefore, the Proposed Project will not 
impact existing zoning and land use designations. As the Proposed Project will not directly or 
indirectly result in new development or any rezoning, it would not have a substantial adverse 
effect on any state or federally listed species, riparian habitat, federally protected wetlands 
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.), sensitive natural communities, 
migratory fish or wildlife species, established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, 
native wildlife nursery sites, adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Plan, trees, 
or marine animals. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further analysis is required. 

d)  Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or 
wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or 
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites? 
The Proposed Project is not requesting any new oil well facilities or new construction activities 
that would interfere substantially with the movement of wildlife species. Since the Proposed 
Project will not directly or indirectly result in new development or any rezoning, it would not 
interfere with any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native 
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites. 
Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further analysis is required. 

e)  Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as 
a tree preservation policy or ordinance? 
The Proposed Project would not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting 
biological resources, such as the City’s Protected Tree Ordinance. Therefore, no impact would 
occur, and no further analysis is required. 

f)  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural 
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat 
conservation plan? 
At this time, there are no adopted Habitat Conservation Plans, or Natural Community 
Conservation Plans, or other approved habitat conservation plans in the City. Even so, the 
Project will not result in any new construction, land alteration, or ground disturbance. Therefore, 
no impact would occur and no mitigation measures are required. 
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V.  CULTURAL RESOURCES  
 
 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with  
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project:     
a.​ Cause a substantial adverse change in the 

significance of a historical resource pursuant to § 
15064.5? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

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

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

c.​ Disturb any human remains, including those 
interred outside of dedicated cemeteries? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 

No Impact 

a)  Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as 
pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines §15064.5? 
The Project will not result in any physical modifications to the existing built environment. As a 
result, the Proposed Project will not induce new development or change development patterns 
that would cause a substantial adverse change in a historical resource’s significance. Therefore, 
no impact would occur, and no further analysis is required. 

b)  Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource 
pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines §15064.5? 
The Project will not result in any physical modifications to the existing built environment. As a 
result, the Proposed Project will not induce new development, lead to ground disturbance, or 
change development patterns that would cause a substantial adverse change in an 
archaeological resource’s significance. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further 
analysis is required. 

c)  Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries? 
The Project would not result in any activity that would disturb any human remains. The subject 
property does not encompass any formal cemeteries or areas outside of formal cemeteries that 
may contain human remains. Therefore, no impact would occur and no mitigation measures are 
required. 
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VI.  ENERGY  
 
 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with  
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

      Would the project:     
a.​ Result in potentially significant environmental 

impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary 
consumption of energy resources, during project 
construction or operation? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

b.​ Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for 
renewable energy or energy efficiency? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

No Impact 

a)​ Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, 
or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project construction or 
operation?  
 
The Proposed Project does not authorize any oil well activities or any new operations, therefore 
there will be no impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy 
resources. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further analysis is required. 
 
b)​ Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy 
efficiency? 

 
The Proposed Project does not conflict with or obstruct any state or local plan for renewable 
energy or energy efficiency as there are no proposed oil well activities or construction activities 
that would be carried out against the goals of any state or local energy plan. Therefore, no 
impact would occur and no mitigation measures are required. 

 
VII.  GEOLOGY AND SOILS  

 
 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with  
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project:     
a.​ Directly or indirectly cause substantial adverse 

effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death 
involving: 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with  
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

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

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

ii.​ Strong seismic ground shaking? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 
iii.​Seismic-related ground failure, including 

liquefaction? 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

iv.​Landslides? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 
b.​ Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of 

topsoil? 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

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

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

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

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

e.​ Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the 
use of septic tanks or alternative waste water 
disposal systems where sewers are not available 
for the disposal of waste water? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

f. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or unique 
geologic feature? 

 
No Impact.  

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 

a)  Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of 
loss, injury, or death involving: 

i)  Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent 
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area 
or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines 
and Geology Special Publication 42. 
ii)  Strong seismic ground shaking? 
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iii)  Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? 
iv)  Landslides? 
 

The Proposed Project would not result in any ground disturbing activities. Therefore, no impact 
would occur, and no further analysis is required. 

b)  Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? 
The Proposed Project does not involve any changes to the existing land uses or density and 
would not be anticipated to induce development or otherwise change development patterns. 
The Project, involving a Compliance Review, would not entail grading activities or demolition 
activities that would contribute to any soil erosion or loss of topsoil. There is no new construction 
proposed nor is there is the Applicant proposing any new oil well activities that would entail new 
oil wells, redrilling existing wells, or performing well maintenance on existing wells. Therefore, 
no impact would occur, and no further analysis is required. 

c)  Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable 
as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral 
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse? 
The Proposed Project, involving a review of Conditions of an oil well facility, does not entail any 
requests to perform new oil well activities that would lead to ground disturbance or ground 
instability. As such, the Project will not exacerbate any condition in the existing environment 
related to any earthquake faults, seismic ground shaking, soil erosion, or contribute to the 
instability of any soils or improper use of any septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal 
systems. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further analysis is required. 

 

d)  Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18 1 B of the Uniform Building Code 
(1994), creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property? 
The Applicant is not requesting to conduct any work that would result in new oil wells or oil well 
activities. Therefore, there would be no potential for direct or indirect risks to life or property. The 
requested Compliance Review is a Project that involves the Zoning Administrator conducting a 
review of the drill site’s Conditions and the extent that the Applicant has been complying with 
said Conditions. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further analysis is required. 

e)  Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative 
wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of 
wastewater? 
The Proposed Project would not result in any activities that would improperly utilize septic tanks 
or alternative wastewater disposal systems. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further 
analysis is required. 
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f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique 
geologic feature? 

The Proposed Project does not seek approval for scopes of work that would entail ground 
disturbance activities at the subject property. As such, there would be no impact on any 
paleontological resources or unique geologic features. Therefore, no impact would occur and no 
mitigation measures are required.  

 

VIII.  GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 
 
 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with  
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project:     
a.​ Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either 

directly or indirectly, that may have a significant 
impact on the environment? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

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

 
No Impact.  

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 

a)  Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a 
significant impact on the environment? 
The Project, a Compliance Review, does not propose any new construction, development, or 
ground disturbing activities. The Proposed Project does not involve any zone changes or 
changes to existing land uses or density and would not be anticipated to induce development or 
otherwise change development patterns. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further 
analysis is required. 

b)  Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of 
reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases? 
The Proposed Project would not facilitate growth and does not propose any new development 
or ground disturbance on the Project site. Therefore, no conflict is anticipated with the City’s 
adopted Plan for a Healthy Los Angeles, the Mobility Plan 2035 or the City’s Green New Deal 
(Sustainability Plan 2019). The City’s Green New Deal establishes a target to cut greenhouse 
gas emissions to 50% below 1990 levels by 2025; 73% below 1990 levels by 2035; and 
becoming carbon neutral by 2050. The Mobility Plan 2035 accounts for the growth and 
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development in the City as envisioned under the General Plan and targets for reductions in 
vehicle miles traveled (VMT) that will reduce the amount of carbon emissions and improve the 
region’s air quality. In addition, by supporting efforts to reduce GHGs, the Project would also 
support SCAG’s RTP/SCS, which integrates land use, housing, and transportation strategies to 
achieve an eight percent reduction in GHGs from transportation sources by 2020 and a 19 
percent reduction in GHGs from transportation sources by 2035. These regional targets are set 
by the California Air Resources Board (CARB) under Senate Bill 375, to help achieve significant 
additional GHG emission reductions from changed land use patterns and improved 
transportation in support of the State's climate goals, as well as in support of statewide public 
health and air quality objectives.  

The requested Compliance Review is a review of the drill site’s discretionary Conditions of 
Approval and will not conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the 
purposes of reducing greenhouse gasses. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no mitigation 
measures are required. 
IX.  HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

 
 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with  
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project:     
a.​ Create a significant hazard to the public or the 

environment through the routine transport, use, 
or disposal of hazardous materials? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

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

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

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

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

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

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with  
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

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

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

f.​ Impair implementation of or physically interfere 
with an adopted emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

g.​ Expose people or structures, either directly or 
indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury or 
death involving wildland fires? 

 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

No Impact. 
 

a)  Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine 
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials? 
The Proposed Project does not include any scopes of work that involve oil well activities. The 
Project does not involve the drilling of new wells, the redrilling or deepening of existing wells, or 
well maintenance on existing wells. There is no expansion in the Drill Site’s lot size and there is 
no new construction proposed. Due to the lack of physical construction work, there will be no 
ground disturbance as a result of the Project. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further 
analysis is required. 

b)  Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably 
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials 
into the environment? 
The requested Compliance Review is not a Project that would result in new oil wells, the 
deepening of oil wells, or extensive well maintenance activities. The requested actions for the 
Proposed Project is the review of Conditions for an existing oil well facility. The Compliance 
Review will not result in any proposed work that would create a significant hazard to the public 
or to the environment. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further analysis is required. 

c)  Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school? 
The Proposed Project would not result in any new construction, expansion of existing structures, 
or new oil wells. The Plan Approval-Compliance Review would not approve of any activities that 
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would emit hazardous emissions or acutely hazardous materials and waste within one-quarter 
mile of an existing school. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further analysis is required. 

d)  Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled 
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a 
significant hazard to the public or the environment? 
The active and idle wells are a mix of oil/gas production wells and waterflood (water injection) 
wells. The site has existing buildings and is developed with a use (petroleum hydrocarbon 
extraction and production) that could release hazardous materials on soil, in groundwater, or 
into the air. The existing buildings and structures on the subject property are used for the 
extraction and production of oil/gas at the Drill Site. The subject property is located on the list of 
Leaking Underground Storage Tank inventory compiled and maintained by the Regional Water 
Quality Control Board. The site is identified by the Regional Water Quality Control Board by 
Case No. T0603712547 and is identified by the Los Angeles City Fire Department clean up 
Case No. XS0000662. As a result, the subject property is listed on the state's Cortese List of 
hazardous waste and hazardous materials sites. The cleanup work for the Leaking 
Underground Storage Tank began in 1991 by Exxon Company U.S.A. and the City of Los 
Angeles's Fire Department was the Lead Agency. According to records information from the 
Regional Water Quality Control Board, the case was closed in 2013. Nevertheless, the 
Proposed Project does not entail any requests for ground disturbance, new construction, 
grading, demolition, or new oil well drilling. As a result, the requested Compliance Review will 
not result in any significant hazard to the public or the environment. The Proposed Project 
consists of a Compliance Review of the Applicant’s Conditions of Approval and there are no 
requests to complete physical work – on the oil wells or for new structures. Therefore, no impact 
would occur, and no further analysis is required. 

e)  For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not 
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project 
result in a safety hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in the project 
area? 
The Proposed Project is not located within two miles of a public airport. Since 
requested-Compliance Review will not involve the approvals of any new oil wells or new 
construction then there is no risk of excessive noise for people residing or working in the Project 
area. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further analysis is required. 
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f)  Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response 
plan or emergency evacuation plan? 
 
The Proposed Project would not impair implementation or physically interfere with an adopted 
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. The requested Compliance Review is 
a discretionary review of the drill site’s land use Conditions. The Applicant’s requested 
approvals would not result in any scopes of work that would impact emergency preparedness 
measures. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further analysis is required. 

 
g) Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, 
injury or death involving wildland fires? 
The Proposed Project does not include any requests to construct new structures or construction 
activities. The Applicant is also not proposing any new oil wells, redrilling of existing wells, well 
maintenance activities on existing oil wells or any expansion of  the existing Drill Site. Since 
there is no request to perform either oil well activities or building new structures, there are no 
foreseeable work that would result in ground disturbance activities.  As such, there is no risk of 
exposing people or structures to an injury or death involving wildland fires. Furthermore, the Drill 
Site is not located in a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone. Therefore, no impact would occur, 
and no mitigation measures are required. 

 

 

X.  HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 
 
 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with  
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project:     
a.​ Violate any water quality standards or waste 

discharge requirements or otherwise substantially 
degrade surface or ground water quality? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

b.​ Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or 
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge 
such that the project may impede sustainable 
groundwater management of the basin? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 
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Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with  
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

c.​ Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of 
the site or area, including through the alteration of 
the course of a stream or river or through the 
addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner 
which would: 

i.​ Result in substantial erosion or siltation 
on- or off-site; 

ii.​ Substantially increase the rate or amount 
of surface runoff in a manner which would 
result in flooding on- or off-site; 

iii.​ Create or contribute runoff water which 
would exceed the capacity of existing or 
planned stormwater drainage systems or 
provide substantial additional sources of 
polluted runoff; or 

iv.​ Impede or redirect flood flows? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

d.​ In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk 
release of pollutants due to project inundation? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

e.​ Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a 
water quality control plan or sustainable 
groundwater management plan? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

No Impact.  
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a)  Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or otherwise 
substantially degrade surface or ground water quality? 
The Proposed Project does not propose any new construction, new development, or ground 
disturbing activities. The requested Compliance Review does not involve any zone changes or 
changes to the existing land uses or density and would not be anticipated to induce 
development or otherwise change development patterns. Therefore, no impact would occur, and 
no further analysis is required. 

b)  Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with 
groundwater recharge such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater 
management of the basin? 
The Proposed Project does not involve the construction of any new structures or any ground 
disturbing activities. Since the requested Compliance Review does not encompass any new site 
development, then there is no risk of substantially decreasing groundwater supplies or impeding 
with any form of groundwater management. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further 
analysis is required. 

c)  Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through 
the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of impervious 
surfaces, in a manner which would: 

i.​ Result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site; 

ii.​ Substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which 
would result in flooding on- or off-site; 

iii.​ Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or 
planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of 
polluted runoff; or 

iv.​ Impede or redirect flood flows?  

The Project, a Compliance Review, entails a review of the existing oil well facility’s land use 
conditions and the extent of how the Applicant has complied with the Conditions. There is no 
physical project that would result in new oil wells or new buildings at the drill site. Since the 
Proposed Project does not include any scopes of work involving grading or ground disturbance 
activities then there is no risk in substantially altering any existing drainage pattern of the site or 
area. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further analysis is required. 

d)  In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to project 
inundation? 

The subject property is not located in a Flood Zone, Tsunami Hazard Area, or seiche zones. The 
Proposed Project does not involve any proposed scopes of work and/or activities that would 
create new risks for potential release of pollutants. As such, the requested Compliance Review 
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would not raise new risks associated with hazard zones. Therefore, no impact would occur, and 
no further analysis is required. 

e)  Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable 
groundwater management plan? 
The Proposed Project does entail any oil well activities, excavation work, or building 
construction that would result in ground disturbance activities. The Applicant’s requested actions 
for the Compliance Review do not include any requests for changing the zone or changing the 
land use.  No water quality control plan or sustainable groundwater management plan would be 
impacted because any future development would be restricted to the existing allowable land 
uses and would continue to be subject to all applicable state or local water quality control plans 
or sustainable groundwater management plans. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no 
mitigation measures are required. 
XI.  LAND USE AND PLANNING 

 
 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with  
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project:     
a.​ Physically divide an established community? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 
b.​ Cause a significant environmental impact due to 

a conflict with any land use plan, policy, or 
regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or 
mitigating an environmental effect? 

 
No Impact.  

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

a)  Physically divide an established community? 
The Project, a Compliance Review, does not propose any new construction, new development , 
or ground disturbing activities. As such, the Project would not result in a physical division of an 
existing community. The Proposed Project does not conflict  with local land use plans, goals, 
and policies and is in substantial conformance with the purpose, intent and provisions of the 
General Plan or any other plans, policies or regulations adopted for the purpose of avoiding or 
mitigating an environmental effect. The Proposed Project is meant to evaluate the Applicant’s 
compliance with the Conditions of Approval and their effectiveness with safeguarding the local 
vicinity from potential nuisance concerns or adverse land use impacts. Therefore, no impact 
would occur, and no further analysis is required. 
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b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use plan, 
policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental 
effect? 
The requested Compliance Review would not conflict with any land use plan, policy, or 
regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or lessening an environmental effect. The 
Proposed Project does not involve any requests to build new structures, expand existing 
structures, or to change the subject property’s zoning, or land use, designation. In addition, the 
Applicant is not proposing to drill new wells or perform redrilling, deepening, or well 
maintenance on existing oil wells. Due to the lack of new structures and lack of any proposed oil 
well projects, there is no anticipated ground disturbance work from this Proposed Project. 
Therefore, no impact would occur and no mitigation measures are required.  

The L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide 2006 addresses consistency with plans:  

For conflicts with environmental goals and policies, consider whether the project would 
interfere with the City's efforts to meet such goals, or be inconsistent with adopted policies.  

To determine the Project’s potential to conflict with adopted policies, the following City plans 
were reviewed: Conservation Element of the General Plan, West Adams-Baldwin Hills-Leimert 
Community Plan, Harbor Gateway Community Plan (2022 Draft), Air Quality Element, A Healthy 
Plan for Los Angeles, Safety Element, L.A.’s Green New Deal, and the Wilmington Harbor City 
Community Plan (Spring 2025 Draft). The vast number of these policies recognize the negative 
health and safety implications of locating oil wells in proximity to residential uses. Further, as 
can be seen in the table, the City has adopted numerous policies over the last 20 years that 
encourage either increased management of or termination of oil drilling, including: 

●​ Policy LU75-1 Discretionary Review. Seek a high level of discretionary 
review for any changes to, or expansion of, existing oil extraction sites 
and activities so that the public may remain informed and involved, 
and so that appropriate environmental review may take place 
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act. (West 
Adams-Baldwin Hills-Leimert Community Plan) 

●​ Policy 2: continue to support state and federal bans on drilling in the 
Santa Monica Bay and on new drilling along the California coast in 
order to protect the San Pedro and Santa Monica bays from potential 
spills associated with drilling, extraction and transport operations. 
(Conservation Element) 

●​ Coordinate with L.A. County to develop a sunset strategy for oil and 
gas production operations (L.A. Green New Deal) 

●​ Reduce oil production by 40% below 2013 levels 

●​ 1.2.1 Environmental Justice. In keeping with the Plan for a Healthy 
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LA, build a fair, just and prosperous city where everyone experiences 
the benefits of a sustainable future by correcting the long running 
disproportionate impact of environmental burdens faced by 
low-income families and communities of color. (Safety Element) 

●​ 5.4 Protect communities’ health and well-being from exposure to 
noxious activities (for example, oil and gas extraction) that emit odors, 
noise, toxic, hazardous, or contaminant substances, materials, 
vapors, and others. (A Plan for a Healthy Los Angeles) 

 
The Project is consistent with current City goals and policies, shown above, that encourage 
buffers from active wells and call for a transition toward green energy sources such as 
renewable solar. The Project, a Compliance Review of an active oil well facility, aligns with the 
land use policy objectives to protect community health and wellbeing from exposure to noxious 
activities, specifically oil and gas extraction, that emit odors, noise, toxic, hazardous, or 
contaminant substances, materials, vapor and others. 

 
XII.  MINERAL RESOURCES  

 
 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with  
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project:     
a.​ Result in the loss of availability of a known 

mineral resource that would be of value to the 
region and the residents of the state? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

b.​ Result in the loss of availability of a 
locally-important mineral resource recovery site 
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan 
or other land use plan? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 

No Impact.  

a)  Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to 
the region and the residents of the state? 
The Compliance Review does not propose any new construction, any specific development 
project(s), or any ground disturbing activities. The Compliance Review does not involve any 
zone changes or changes to the existing land uses or density and would not be anticipated to 

Banning Oil Drill Site Compliance Review​ PAGE 37​ City of Los Angeles 
Initial Study / Negative Declaration​ ​ September 2025 
 
 



 

 
 

induce development or otherwise change development patterns. The Proposed Project has no 
effect on mineral resources locally or regionally. This review of Conditions will 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. The Project would not be expected to impact 
internal resources, including sand and gravel extraction. Petroleum is not considered a mineral 
resource. Even if petroleum was a mineral resource, it is not a locally-important resource, as 
evidenced in the numerous goals and policies adopted by the City over the last 20 years that 
support a move away from petroleum in favor of renewable energy and electricity. See Table 1 
below for an outline of City policies supporting the Project. Nonetheless, the Project, a 
Compliance Review, does not have an impact on mineral resources and no mitigation measures 
are required. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further analysis is required.  

 

b)  Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site 
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan? 
This review of Conditions will 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. 
The Proposed Project does not consider any requested actions or approvals that would result in 
excavation, grading, or permanent structures. Therefore, no impact would occur and no 
mitigation measures are required. 

The Project, a Compliance Review, would not be expected to impact internal resources, 
including sand and gravel extraction. Petroleum is not considered a mineral resource. Even if 
petroleum was a mineral resource, it is not a locally-important resource, as evidenced in the 
numerous goals and policies adopted by the City over the last 20 years that support a move 
away from petroleum in favor of renewable energy and electricity. Nonetheless, the Project, a 
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Table 1 
City Policies Supporting the Project (Compliance Review) 

Aesthetics 

West Adams- LU75-6 Mitigation of Impacts. Encourage adequate mitigation of noise, odor, glare, 
Baldwin Hills- vibration, and aesthetic impacts. Support efforts to discourage continuous around-the-clock 
Leimert Community drilling. 
Plan 

Harbor Gateway Ensure that existing oil well sites located in residential areas have well maintained 
Community Plan landscaping and equipment and appropriate perimeter fencing (except for the front yard 

portions) until such time as thev are ohased-out. 

Ai r Quality 

Air Quality Element 4.1 .1 Coordinate with all appropriate regional agencies the implementation of strategies for 
the integration of land use, transportation, and air quality policies 

5.1 .2 Effect a reduction in energy consumption and shift to non-polluting sources of energy 
in its buildings and operations 

5.3.1 Support the development and use of equipment powered by electric or tow-emitting 
fuels 

A Plan for a Healthy 5.1 Reduce air pollution from stationary and mobile sources; protect human health and 
Los Angeles welfare and promote improved respiratory health. 

5.2 Reduce negative health impacts for people who live and work in close proximity to 
industrial uses and freeways through health promoting land uses and design solutions. 

5.4 Protect communities' health and well-being from exposure to noxious activities (for 
example, oil and gas extraction) that emit odors, noise, toxic, hazardous, or contaminant 
substances, materials, vapors, and others. 

5.7 Promote land use policies that reduce per capita greenhouse gas emissions, result in 
improved air quality and decreased air pollution, especially for children, seniors and others 
susceptible to respiratory diseases. 

Safety Element 1.2.8 Industrial Emissions and Air Quality Monitoring. In keeping with the Air Quality 
Element, ensure that every Angeleno can breathe clean, healthy air by addressing air 
pollution from all sources, with a particular emphasis on prioritizing the health and wellbeing 
of overburdened families and delivering environmental justice. 



 

 
 

Compliance Review, does not have an impact on mineral resources and no mitigation measures 
are required. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further analysis is required.  

 

XIII.  NOISE  
 
 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with  
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project result in:     
a.​ 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 applicable standards of other 
agencies? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

b.​ Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

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.  

a) 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 applicable standards of other agencies? 
The Project, a Compliance Review, does not propose any new construction, new development), 
or ground disturbing activities. The Proposed Project does not involve any zone changes or 
changes to the existing land uses or density and would not be anticipated to induce 
development or otherwise change development and land use patterns. As a result, the 
Proposed Project does not entail any temporary or permanent increases in noise levels in 
excess of regulatory standards. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further analysis is 
required. 

b) Generation of, excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels? 
The Proposed Project will not result in new construction or in the expansion of existing 
buildings. There will also be no excavation or grading activities associated with the Project. The 
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Applicant is not requesting approval for any new wells, redrilling or deepening of existing wells 
or for well maintenance of existing wells. As such, the absence of any physical work as a result 
of the Project means there would be no groundborne vibration levels, or groundborne noise 
levels. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further analysis is required. 

 
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? 
The Proposed Project is not located within the vicinity, or two miles, of a private airstrip or an 
airport land use plan, or an anticipated airport land use plan. The requested Compliance Review 
does not propose any new construction or ground disturbance activities. As such, there would 
be no risk to exposing excessive noise levels to persons residing near the Project Area. 
Therefore, no impact would occur and no mitigation measures are required. 

 

XIV.  POPULATION AND HOUSING  
 
 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with  
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project:     
a.​ Induce substantial unplanned population growth in 

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

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

b.​ Displace substantial numbers of existing people 
or housing, necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

No Impact.  

a)  Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly (for 
example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through 
extension of roads or other infrastructure)? 
The Proposed Project, a Compliance Review, does not propose any new construction, new 
development, or ground disturbing activities. The Proposed Project does not involve any zone 
changes or changes to the existing land uses or density and will not foreseeably induce 
development or otherwise alter existing development patterns. The Project would neither induce 
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population growth nor direct population growth to any new areas. Therefore, no impact would 
occur, and no mitigation measures are required.  

b)  Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the 
construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 
The Project involves a Compliance Review to assess the effectiveness of existing Conditions of 
Approval encumbering the subject land use, an existing oil drilling facility. Therefore, the project 
would not involve changes to any existing residential land uses. It would not displace any 
residents, remove existing housing, or necessitate the construction of replacement housing 
elsewhere. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further analysis is required.  
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XV.  PUBLIC SERVICES 
 

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: 

 
 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with  
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

a.​ Fire protection? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 
b.​ Police protection? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 
c.​ Schools? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 
d.​ Parks? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 
e.​ Other public facilities? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 

No Impact.  

a)  Fire protection? 
The requested Compliance Review does not propose any new construction, new development, 
or ground disturbing activities. The Proposed Project does not involve any zone changes or 
changes to existing land uses or density and would not be anticipated to induce development or 
otherwise change development patterns. As such, the Proposed Project would not increase the 
number of residents in the general vicinity and is not expected to result in an increased demand 
for fire emergency services as well as for any fire protection services. Therefore, no impact 
would occur and no mitigation measures are required. 

b)  Police protection? 
The requested Compliance Review does not propose any new construction, new development, 
or ground disturbing activities. The Proposed Project does not involve any zone changes or 
changes to existing land uses or density and would not be anticipated to induce development or 
otherwise change development patterns. As such, the Proposed Project would not increase the 
number of residents in the general vicinity and is not expected to result in an increased demand 
for police protection services. Therefore, no impact would occur and no mitigation measures are 
required. 
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c)  Schools? 
The requested Compliance Review does not propose any new construction, new development, 
or ground disturbing activities. The Proposed Project does not involve any zone changes or 
changes to existing land uses or density and would not be anticipated to induce development or 
otherwise change development patterns. As such, the Proposed Project would not increase the 
number of residents in the general vicinity and is not expected to result in an increased demand 
for school services. Therefore, no impact would occur and no mitigation measures are required. 

d)  Parks? 
The requested Compliance Review does not propose any new construction, new development, 
or ground disturbing activities. The Proposed Project does not involve any zone changes or 
changes to existing land uses or density and would not be anticipated to induce development or 
otherwise change development patterns. As such, the Proposed Project would not increase the 
number of residents in the general vicinity and is not expected to result in an increased demand 
for park services. Therefore, no impact would occur and no mitigation measures are required. 

e)  Other public facilities? 
The requested Compliance Review does not propose any new construction, new development, 
or ground disturbing activities. The Proposed Project does not involve any zone changes or 
changes to existing land uses or density and would not be anticipated to induce development or 
otherwise change development patterns. As such, the Proposed Project would not increase the 
number of residents in the general vicinity and is not expected to result in an increased demand 
for public facilities. Therefore, no impact would occur and no mitigation measures are required. 
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XVI.  RECREATION 
 
 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with  
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

     
a.​ Would the project increase the use of existing 

neighborhood and regional parks or other 
recreational facilities such that substantial 
physical deterioration of the facility would occur or 
be accelerated? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

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

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

      No Impact.  
 
a)  Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or 
other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facilities 
would occur or be accelerated? 
The requested Compliance Review does not propose any new construction,  new development 
project(s), or ground disturbing activities. The Proposed Project does not involve any zone 
changes or changes to existing land uses or density and would not be anticipated to induce 
development or otherwise change development patterns. As such, the Proposed Project is not 
expected to induce substantial population growth within the City. Since the Project does not 
increase density or land use intensity, the Proposed Project would not increase population in the 
general vicinity and therefore, is not expected to result in an increase in 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. Therefore, no impact would occur and 
no further analysis is required.  

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? 
The Proposed Project does not propose any new construction, new development, or ground 
disturbing activities. The requested Compliance Review does not create new dwelling units, 
commercial/office spaces, or other new land uses that could induce population growth and 
demand on recreational facilities. Since the Proposed Project does not increase any floor area 
or habitable spaces, the Proposed Project would not increase population in the general vicinity 
and therefore, is not expected to result in any expansion of recreational facilities that may in turn 
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have an adverse physical effect on the environment. Therefore, no impact would occur and no 
mitigation measures are required.  
XVII.  TRANSPORTATION1 

 
 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with  
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project:      
a.​ Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy 

addressing the circulation system, including 
transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒  

b.​ Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15064.3, subdivision (b)? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒  

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

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒  

d.​ Result in inadequate emergency access? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒  

 

No Impact. 

a)  Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation system, 
including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities? 
The Project would not conflict with the City’s Mobility Plan as no new permanent roadways or 
road modifications would be constructed as a result of the requested Compliance Review. 
Therefore, no impact would occur and no further analysis is required.  

b)  Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3, subdivision (b)?  
The Project, a Compliance Review, is not changing the use or intensity of the Project Site. As 
such, there is no conflict with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3, subdivision (b) because there 
will be no substantial increase in trip generation from the review of Conditions. Therefore, no 
impact would occur and no further analysis is required.  

 

c)  Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves 
or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 
The requested Compliance Review would not modify existing roadways or intersections, as 
such there would be no hazards due to design features or increased conflicts between 

1 
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incompatible uses that would occur as a result of the Project. The Project would not result in 
changes being made to the local roadways or impede public access on any public right-of-way.  
As such, there would be no increase of any hazards due to a geometric design feature from any 
street infrastructure improvement. Therefore, no impact would occur and no further analysis is 
required. 

d)  Result in inadequate emergency access? 
The Project is not proposing any new structures, new public infrastructure, or expansion of 
property size. The Proposed Project will not result in any inadequate emergency access given 
that the subject property will remain the same in size, acreage, and land use. Therefore, no 
impact would occur and no mitigation measures are required. 
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XVIII.  TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 
 

 
 
 

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

 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with  
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

     
a.​ 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 5020.1(k), or 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

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

 
 
     No Impact.  

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

a)  Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal 
cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, 
feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and 
scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California Native 
American tribe, and that is: 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 5020.1 (k)? 
 
The Proposed Project does not propose any new construction, new development , or ground 
disturbing activities. Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52) established a formal consultation process for 
California Native American Tribes to identify potential significant impacts to Tribal Cultural 
Resources, as defined in Public Resources Code §21074, as part of CEQA. As specified in AB 
52, lead agencies must provide notice inviting consultation to California Native American tribes 
that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of a proposed project if the 
Tribe has submitted a request in writing to be notified of the proposed project. The Tribe must 
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respond in writing within 30 days of the City’s AB52 notice. Most tribal cultural resources are 
anticipated with buried resources and land valued for association with tribal practices.  

In compliance with the requirements of AB 52, the City commenced formal notification of the 
Project on April 15, 2025 beginning with the Gabrieleño Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation 
tribe. Formal notification was also provided to additional California Native American tribes that 
have requested notification in the City of Los Angeles on August 5, 2025. To this date, only two 
tribal nations, the Gabrieleño Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation and the Gabrielino Tongva 
Indians of California Tribal Council, requested consultation. The City formally closed 
consultation with the Gabrieleño Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation on May 12, 2025 after 
clarifying that no grading or building was proposed at the site and therefore, no mitigation 
measures were required for the requested Compliance Review. The City also formally closed 
consultation with the Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California Tribal Council on May 5, 2025 after 
affirming that the Project does not involve activities that would incur ground disturbance 
activities.  

Copies of the respective letters are in the administrative record. Most tribal cultural resources 
are anticipated with buried resources and land valued for association with tribal practices. The 
Proposed Project will not result in any excavation of soils or ground disturbance, and therefore, 
no impact would occur. As no impacts are associated with the project then no mitigation 
measures are required.  

b)  Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal 
cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, 
feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and 
scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California Native 
American tribe, and that is: A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion 
and supported by substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth 
in subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall 
consider the significance of the resource to a California Native American tribe? 
The Proposed Project does not propose any new construction, any specific development 
project(s), or any ground disturbing activities. The Plan Approval-Compliance Review does not 
involve any zone changes or changes to existing land uses or density and would not be 
anticipated to induce development or otherwise change development patterns. In compliance 
with the requirements of AB 52, the City began sending formal notification of the Plan 
Approval-Compliance Review on April 15, 2025 beginning with the Gabrieleño Band of Mission 
Indians-Kizh Nation tribe. In compliance with the requirements of AB 52, the City commenced 
formal notification of the Project on April 15, 2025 beginning with the Gabrieleño Band of 
Mission Indians-Kizh Nation tribe. Formal notification was also provided on August 5, 2025 to 
additional California Native American tribes that have requested notification in the City of Los 
Angeles. To this date, only two tribal nations, the Gabrieleño Band of Mission Indians-Kizh 
Nation and the Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California Tribal Council, requested consultation. 
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The City formally closed consultation with the Gabrieleño Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation 
on May 12, 2025 after clarifying that no grading or building was proposed at the site and 
therefore, no mitigation measures were required for the requested Compliance Review. The City 
also formally closed consultation with the Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California Tribal Council 
on May 5, 2025 after affirming that the Project does not involve activities that would incur ground 
disturbance activities.  

Copies of the respective letters are in the administrative record. Most tribal cultural resources 
are anticipated with buried resources and land valued for association with tribal practices. The 
Proposed Project will not result in any excavation of soils or ground disturbance, and therefore, 
no impact would occur. As no impacts are associated with the project then no mitigation 
measures are required.   
XIX.  UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

 
 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with  
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project:     
a.​ Require or result in the relocation or construction 

of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment 
or storm water drainage, electric power, natural 
gas, or telecommunications facilities, the 
construction or relocation of which could cause 
significant environmental effects? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

b.​ Have sufficient water supplies available to serve 
the project and reasonably foreseeable future 
development during normal, dry and multiple dry 
years? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

c.​ 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? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

d.​ 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? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

e.​ Comply with federal, state, and local 
management and reduction statutes and 
regulations related to solid waste? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 
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No Impact.  

a)  Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, 
wastewater treatment or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or 
telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause 
significant environmental effects? 
The requested Compliance Review does not propose any new construction, any specific 
development project(s), or any ground disturbing activities. The Proposed Project does not 
involve any zone changes or changes to existing land uses or density and would not be 
anticipated to induce development or otherwise change development patterns. The Project does 
not intensify the demand on any public utilities such as wastewater treatment, drainage 
systems, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunication facilities. Therefore, no impact would 
occur, and no further analysis is required. 

b)  Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably 
foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years? 
The Proposed Project, entailing a review of the facility’s discretionary land use Conditions, does 
not propose any new construction, new development, or ground disturbing activities. The 
Proposed Project does not involve any zone changes or changes to existing land uses or 
density and would not be anticipated to induce development or otherwise change development 
patterns. The existing infrastructure would service the oil well facility as-is and would not impact 
the existing water supplies. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further analysis is 
required. 

c)  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? 
The requestedCompliance Review does not propose any new construction, new development, 
or ground disturbing activities. The Proposed Project does not involve any zone changes or 
changes to existing land uses or density and would not be anticipated to induce development or 
otherwise change development patterns. The existing infrastructure would service the oil well 
facility as-is and would not impact the existing infrastructure for wastewater services. Therefore, 
no impact would occur, and no further analysis is required. 

d)  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? 
The requested Compliance Review does not propose any new construction, new development, 
or ground disturbing activities. The Proposed Project does not involve any zone changes or 
changes to existing land uses or density and would not be anticipated to induce development or 
otherwise change development patterns. As such, there would be no increase in the generation 
of solid waste and none in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure as a result of the 
Project. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further analysis is required. 
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e)  Comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and 
regulations related to solid waste? 
The Proposed Project will not consider any requested actions that result in new solid wastes. 
The Proposed Project does not include any requests to drill new wells, deepen existing wells, 
perform well maintenance on existing wells, or build out new oil well equipment or pipelines. The 
requested Compliance Review also does not propose any new construction, new development, 
or ground disturbing activities. The existing oil well facility is subject to various federal, state, 
and local management standards for solid waste. The Proposed Project will not impede the 
Applicant’s compliance with all solid waste regulations. Therefore, no impact would occur, and 
no further analysis is required. 

 

 

XX.  WILDFIRE 
 
If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity 
zones: 

 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with  
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

Would the project:     
a.​ Substantially impair an adopted emergency 

response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 
☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

b.​ Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, 
exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose 
project occupants to, pollutant concentrations 
from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a 
wildfire? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

c.​ Require the installation or maintenance of 
associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel 
breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or 
other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that 
may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the 
environment? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

d.​ Expose people or structures to significant risks, 
including downslope or downstream flooding or 
landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope 
instability, or drainage changes? 

 
No Impact.  

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 
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a)  Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation 
plan? 
The Project does not propose any new construction, new development , or ground disturbing 
activities. The requested Compliance Review does not involve any zone changes or changes to 
existing land uses or density and would not be anticipated to induce development or otherwise 
change development patterns. The Proposed Project does not impair any potential response or 
emergency evacuation plan. The is required to  continue following all adopted emergency 
response plans required by City, county, and state regulations with regards to oil well 
operations. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further analysis is required. 

 

b)  Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and 
thereby expose project occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the 
uncontrolled spread of a wildfire? 
The Proposed Project does not propose any new construction, new development, or ground 
disturbing activities. The Project Area is not located in a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone 
nor is it located in a High Wind Velocity Area based on City records. Therefore, no impact would 
occur, and no further analysis is required. 

c)  Require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads, 
fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate 
fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment? 
The Project does not propose new construction or ground disturbance activities. As a result, 
there would not be any requirements related to public infrastructure improvements such as the 
relocation or installation of fuel breaks, emergency water sources, or power lines. In addition, 
the Project Area is not located in a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone nor is it located in a 
High Wind Velocity Area based on City records. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no 
further analysis is required. 

d)  Expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream 
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage 
changes? 
The requested Compliance Review does not propose any new construction or any alterations or 
disturbance to the existing land. Due to the lack of a proposed development, there would not be 
any requirements related to public infrastructure improvements and therefore would not be any 
risk of exposing persons to significant hazards such as downslope or downstream flooding or 
landslides. In addition, the Project Area is not located in a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone 
nor is it located in a High Wind Velocity Area based on City records. There would be no risk of a 
post-fire slope instability to the nearby geography. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no 
mitigation measures are required.  
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XXI.  MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE   
 
 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with  
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

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? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

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

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

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

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

No Impact. 

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? 
The requestedCompliance Review does not propose any new construction, new development, 
or ground disturbing activities. The Proposed Project does not involve any zone changes or 
changes to existing land uses or density. The Proposed Project does not include any requests to 
build new structures, expand existing buildings, or perform oil well projects and therefore it 
would not impact any species of the animal community, fish community, or plant community. The 
Proposed Project does not reduce or restrict the range of endangered plants or animals 
because they do not propose to rezone property such that a further increase in development in 
sensitive ecological areas would occur, thereby threatening rare or endangered species of the 
animal, fish, or plant communities. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no further analysis is 
required. 
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b)  Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a 
project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the 
effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects)? 
The requested Compliance Review does not propose any new oil well drilling, any redrilling of 
existing wells, or well maintenance of existing wells.  The Project also does not include any 
increase in floor area for existing structures or feature the construction of new structures. As a 
result, the Proposed Project would not create any cumulatively considerable impacts. There 
would be no impact and no further analysis is required.  

c)  Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse 
effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly? 
The Proposed Project does not include any requests for ground disturbance, new construction, 
grading, demolition, or new oil well drilling or appurtenant activity. As a result, the requested 
Compliance Review will not result in any significant hazard to the public or the environment. The 
existing circumstances and any nuisance concerns from the existing facility shall be analyzed by 
the Zoning Administrator as part of their land use determination. As a result, the Proposed 
Project, a review of the Conditions of Approval of an existing oil well facility, will not have 
environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings. There 
would be no impact and no mitigation measures are required.  
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