8.
Comments and
Responses

8.1 Introduction

A total of 11 letters with 40 comments were received from various agencies and
members of the public concerning the Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative
Declaration (IS/MND) for the decommissioning and sale of the Montebello Gas
Storage Facility.

8.2 List of Comment Letters Received

The comment letters received on the Draft IS/MND have been grouped by agency
(federal, state, regional, and local), organizations, and members of the public. The
letters are given a letter designation (A for agency and P for public individuals), as are
the comments in each letter. The commenter and the letter numbers are listed below.
FEDERAL AGENCIES

Al. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Carlsbad)

STATE AGENCIES
A2. California Department of Transportation (Los Angeles)
A3. California Department of Highway Patrol (Monterey Park)
A4.  California Department of Conservation (Sacramento)
A5.  California Department of Fish and Game (South Coast Region)
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REGIONAL AND LOCAL AGENCIES
A6.  Los Angeles County Fire Department
A7.  Los Angeles County Public Works Department
A8.  City of Monterey Park Municipal Service Department
A9.  Los Angeles County Department of Parks and Recreation
A10. Southern California Association of Governments

PUBLIC INDIVIDUALS
P1.Harold C. S. Lai

8.3 Responses to Comments

This section contains responses to all of the comments received on the Draft IS/MND
during the review period. Each letter of comment is numbered according to the
numbering system identified above (Ax and Px). Each comment in each letter was
assigned a number (Px-1). Responses are provided to each written comment. Where a
response to a comment has been provided in another response, the reader is referred
to the previous response.

This chapter provides responses to environmental issues raised regarding the
environmental effects of the proposed project, pursuant to 815088 of the CEQA
Guidelines. Comments that state opinions about the overall merit of the project are
not responded to and instead are forwarded to the decision-maker for consideration as
part of their overall evaluation of the proposed project.

All changes to the IS/ZMND are described in the response and referenced by the page
number on which the original text appears in the IS/MND. Added text is underlined;
deleted text is stricken-
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United States Department of the Interior
Fizh and Wildlife Servics
Ezalogical Services
Carlsbad Fish and Wildlife Offies

3730 Loker Aveous Wast
Carlsbad, Cafformia 52003

I Rzply Bafiar oo
FWE-LA-1566.1

Karen DeCurmeas, CBUC APR 1 B 2001

efo MEHA Environmental Consulting, Ine.

4 West Fourth Avenue, Sudte 203 Al
San Mawo, Califormia 94407

Re:  Droft Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Soushern California Gas Company
Decomissioning and Sale of the Montebello Gas Siceage Facility, City of Mon=bello,
Loz Angeles County, Califomia

Dear M, DeCannes:

The U. 5, Fish snd Wildlife (Service} has reviewed the Draft Mitiguted Megative Declaration
(ML) received March 16, 2001, for the decommissioning and sals of the Meatebello Gas
:a"hcn.gc Facility (MGSF), in the city of Montebello, Los Angeles County. The propesed project
i3 [ocated on two sites south of Interstate 10, The east site conszists of 11 acres and s locsied
southwest of the inferection of Jeffersan and Mantebello Boulevards. The muin facliry cogtaing
27 acres and 1 located nortwest of Howard Avenue. A small portion of the west sits Ties within
the jurisdietion of the City of Menterey Park.

I‘Fn-'-: offer the following comments and recommendations regarding project-associated hiclogical |
impacts based on our review of the initial stady and our knowledge of de<lining hahitat types and
fpecies within Los Angeles County. We peovide thess comments in keeping with aus agency's
misaien to work “with others to conserve, protect, and enhance tish, wikdlife, md plants and their
hahitats far the continuing benefit of the American people.” Specifically, we sdminister the
Endangered Species Act (Act) of 1973, s ameaded. Section 7 of the Act reguires Fedesal
agencied ta sonsult with the Fish and Wildlife Servics (Service) should it be detestnined that their | Ad-]
azdans may affect federully lsted threatened or endangered species, Section 9 of the Act
E‘fﬂhﬂbﬁ the “take™ (2.2, hasm, harassment, pursalt, injery, Kl of federally list=d wildlife.

Harm™ is further defined to include kabitar madification or degradarion where it kills ar injures
wildlife by impairing essential behavioral parterns including breeding, feeding, or sheltering.

Take incidental 1o etherwise lawful activitias can be permified under the provizions of sections 7
(Federal consnltations) and 10 (permits) of the Act. We dlso provide comments on public potices
Eﬂl_ﬁ for @ Fedezzl permit or license affecting the Nadan's waters pursuant to the Clean Water

SCF MGSF Decommissioning and Sale May 11, 2001
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Eowen DeGannes (FW5S-LA-1365.11 P

The projact propedes: 1) the recovery and sale of cushion gas within the Faeiling 3) the
desommissioning of the MGST facilites including abandanment of walls and rermoval or
demplitian of equipment, buildings, and other $ite improvements; and 3) sale of all MGSF asees
includng the main facility, aade gite, aad 14 townsiie lans. Aceesding o the document, o
reasomanly foreseeable acton of the project’s full implementation is the subsequent development
of the MGEF properties in aceardance with existing land use regularions. This potentally
incheces 32 <inpls Family homes within the City of Montebello and 2 small
indusmialimanufacmring/service comemercial uge on the tare MGEF lots located within the City
of Monterey Fark.

The sites consist of 4.94 acres of coastz] sage scoub, 1.37 acres of chaperral, 2,62 asres of malsfas ]
scrub, 0.33 acres af willow woodlnad, 4.31 acr=s of rudemalmomative prazaland, and 28,97 acmes
of developed or ormamentsl aress. No forused surveys for sensidve plant or waldlife species
wars conducted. The oaly site visits by a beelogst were an September 12 and December 21, Al-2
2007, Bezause these visits wese conducted well outside of the flowering pericd of most sengitive
plants, the status of sensitive plant species on the property remaing undelenmined. In addition,
the significancs of the proposed project on g=nitive biological resources cannar scetrately be
asszized due to the lack of focused surveys.

Altbough po proteco] surveys wese coaducted on the property, the federally threatened coasral
Califermia gnatcatcher (Polisprila californics calffornis, “gnatcaicher™) was detected on the east
aite. Any project-relaed impacts that destroy ar modify cocupied coastal sage sorub may gesult
In the ircidental take of gnatcatchers. As stated previously, take incidents] to otherwise lawful
sctivities can be nuthorized undsr sections 7 (Feders] consulurions) and 10 (habitat conssrvation | A 1-3
plans) of the Aer. A potential Federal nexus sxists for formal section T consuhation with the
U. 8. Ammy Corps of Engineers and thair perminiing program undes the Clean Water Act.
However, if 8 Federal nexus does not exist for this specific projest, we recommend that the
spplicant proceed with the development of a hahitat conservation plan and applicatica for an
incidental mke permit under ssedon 1002H1HE) of the Aet

Past projects involving well abandonment and decrmmésaioming of farmer oil and gas fislde in
souhern Califormia, inciuding the removal of all abeve and below gmde facilities, has resulted i
significant adverse apvironmental impacts. We agree with the conclusion of the Draf MND thar
abandonment activides on the MGSF represant 2 significant impact (Page 4.4-16). However, o Al=4
the stafus of sensitive plant and animal species on e sie has not been adequately amcased,
adequare avoidance, minimization, snd mitigation measures cznmot be proposed af this Gme, We
recommend that the acoeages of impacts to sach vegstation type b meosured hised on known
kocations of infrassmcture to be removed. We also recomemend that focused surveys be
eomduczed for all seasitive plant and animal species thet may cccur on the propertiss.

The propesed project has potentially significant adverss enviranmental sffects, and these impacts ]
bave not been reduced to a level belew significant through the propased midgaden, Thersfors, | Al5

e :I'.'a:um:n.:adﬂw.dm Drraft MNT be revised to address the above concems, oc Bt an
environmental impact report be propured _l
May 11, 2001 SCF MGSF Decommissioning and Sale
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Karen DeGannes (FAS-LA-1565,11 3

We appeeciate the oppermunicy to eommest on the sbove-referenced Draft MND, If you have iy
questions pestaining to thess comments, please sontact Kevin Clark at (760) 431-5440,

Sincersaly,
Ko (Gfare_
Karen A. Evans
Acting Assistant Field Supervisar
et Bmd Henderson, CDFG
SCF MGSF Decommissioning and Sale May 11, 2001
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Al

Al-1
Response

Karen A. Evans, Acting Assistant Field Supervisor,
Ecological Services Division
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Carlsbad Office

Mitigation measures 4.4-1 and 4.4-4 require the conduct of surveys for the
federally threatened coastal California gnatcatcher (Polioptila californica
californica) and other special-status species. Based on the a May 10, 2001
site visit with USFWS and CDFG the Mitigation Monitoring Plan will
require that SCG baseline surveys conduct no later than June 15, 2001 for
plant species and August 30, 2001 for wildlife species. In the event that
plant protocol surveys cannot be implemented by June 15, 2001 because of
seasonal timing, they will be completed no later than June 15, 2002these
surveys not more than one year prior to any ground disturbing activities
related to decommissioning, and that SCG work with the USFWS to
ensure adequate mitigation in the event that any special-status plant or
wildlife species are identified to ensure adequate mitigation.

To clarify the reason why full protocol surveys were not conducted
during preparation of the IS/ZMND the following text is added as the first
paragraph after the heading “ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS” on page
4.4-15:

Decommissioning of the Montebello Gas Storage Facility is projected
to span a five year period. During that time frame it is possible that
new species may migrate to the site or that other resident species will
be newly listed and require special attention/protection during the
course of the project’s implementation. Ground disturbing activities
associated with decommissioning are not expected to begin until one
or more years into the five year period. Focused or protocol surveys
for plant and wildlife species were not conducted during preparation
of the Initial Study and Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration.
Reconnaissance surveys were conducted to determine the general
range of species that might be encountered during decommissioning
and to define a general approach to ensure protection for any special-
status species.

To ensure that the interests of the USFWS are adequately addressed in
the future focused or protocol surveys will be conducted one year prior to
any ground disturbing activities Mitigation Measure 4.4-1 is revised as
follows:

To ensure that the interests of the USFWS, CDFG and other relevant resource
agencies are adequately addressed in the future focused or protocol surveys will
be conducted not more than one year prior to any ground disturbing activities.
For the purposes of this analysis the baseline condition is assumed to be the
currently permitted levels of operation. Consultation will take place with
USFWS and CDFG prior to implementation of these mitigation measures.
Mitigation Measure 4.4-1 is modified as follows:

SCF MGSF Decommissioning and Sale May 11, 2001
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Mitigation shall compensate for adverse effects of other activities discussed
below. Impact-reducing measures to be undertaken prior to or during
decommissioning shall include:

a.

Baseline surveys of special-status and sensitive species identified during the
May 10, 2001 field visit shall be conducted by SCG no later than June 15,
2001 for plant species and August 30, 2001 for wildlife species. In the event
that plant protocol surveys cannot be implemented by June 15, 2001 because
of seasonal timing, they will be completed no later than June 15, 2002.
Future surveys may require alteration of the species list in consultation with
USFWS and CDFG.

Protocol surveys shall be conducted for special-status and sensitive species
having suitable habitat as identified by CDFG during a site visit on May 10,
2001. The surveys shall be conducted during the appropriate season, and
not more than one year prior to the first ground-disturbing activity, the
surveys shall clearly identify the precise locations, presence, and
degrees/types of use of the species. The surveys shall strictly adhere to all
current (at implementation) protocols established or regulated by the
USFWS and the CDFG. The USFWS and CDFG shall be contacted prior to
commencing the surveys for the purpose of defining protocol requirements.
The USFWS and CDFG shall be provided copies of the survey results for the
purpose of assessing the need for mitigation and the appropriate mitigation
required for the resource type and extent of potential impact.

Isolation and demarcation of special-status plant populations or designated
special-status species wildlife habitat prior to and during decommissioning.

Within the decommissioning area, collection of seeds and seedlings for
dominant species of sensitive vegetation communities (i.e., coast sage scrub,
riparian) that may require restoration. These seeds and seedlings may be
suitable for protection and development of nursery stocks by others for
relocation and replanting on MGSF sites not planned for development or
other lands approved by USFWS and CDFG. Seed collection will not be
used for restoration of rare plants. High quality top soil from the impacted
site should be segregated and used for any future re-planting efforts.

Provision of suitable gnatcatcher and horned lizard nesting sites on other
lands during the decommissioning period. In general, this type of mitigation
has not proven highly successful and should not be relied upon as the sole
method of offset or mitigation.

Replacement planting of listed trees at replacement ratios determined
suitable and appropriate, in consultation with the Cities of Montebello and
Monterey Park and the County of Los Angeles.

SCG shall conduct surveys for special-status plant species during the
appropriate flowering period prior to surface-disturbing activities.

If impacts to endangered, threatened or special status plants and project
impacts to plants cannot be avoided, mitigation alternatives and plans shall be
designed based on the specific requirements of the species and habitat involved.
The plan shall include a combination of on-site and off-site mitigation:

a.

On-site: Partial avoidance, seed collection with re-seeding, or acquisition of
seedlings from a nursery and/or replacement of stockpiled soil, as directed
by USFWS and CDFG. Any on-site re-planting plans shall include
monitoring for a minimum of five years to determine success of re-seeding

May 11, 2001
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and habitat creation. The mitigation shall be implemented prior to surface
disturbance of listed plants.

b. Off-site: Land acquisition or use of a conservation easement over an existing
population of the special-status species that the project eliminated
(minimum 1:1 replacement). Establishment of a management endowment as
necessary to provide for long-term management of the population.

Al-2

Response  Please see response to Al-1.

Al-3

Response Please see response to Al-1.

Al-4

Response  Please see response to Al-1. Also, as part of conducting focused or
protocol surveys as required by Mitigation Measures 4.4-1 and 4.4-4
delineation of acreage that could be impacted by decommissioning
activities will be identified. Please also see Appendix H for a copy of the
site delineation completed by LSA Associates.

Al-5

Response Please see response to Al-2.

SCF MGSF Decommissioning and Sale May 11, 2001
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DEPARTHMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
OFFICE OF ADVANCE FLANMING
CHISTECICT 7, Do OFFICE 1=10C

100 SORTH SFoIwG GSTREET

L AMGELES, CA 50013

THL: (313) 8575938 ATRE: f 44751358

B3 (213) ga-2806

b=, Kares Deliammes
505 Van Masa Avermie
Sam Francisco, CA, 94102
RE: IGR/CEQA Mo, 010373 WY
SCHRE200T03 1061
Decommissinning & Zals of
Southem Callfornia Gas Compeny
ISMND '
Vic. LAMSOS. 89
April 17, 2001 Al

Deesr Ma. Diearmes;

Thenis you for incheding the California Depurtment of Transportation (Caltrans) in the envisonmentz]
Teview process for the Decommissioning & Sale of Southern California Gas Company Project.

‘i’elnmﬂdl_i]::m remmind you that any transportetion of heavy constroction equipment and/or materials
which nequires the use of oversised-transport vehicles on State highways will require a Caltrans
mqﬂm:imm%mﬂnwmmmphhﬁwuﬁ—pﬁmm Al-|
perioda. We wo prefer to see 8 conatruction traffic management when ili

wre wilizd fior the trocks, P e e Blies

If'you have any questions regarding this response, you can reach me &t {213) B97-4429 and refir
IGRACEQA Mo, 0103T3NY, ? ?

__ Sincezely, : s
STEPHEN 1. BUSWELL
Transportaticon Plaming Offce
Calt District 7

“r

SCF MGSF Decommissioning and Sale May 11, 2001
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A2 Stephen J. Buswell, Transportation Planning Office
California Department of Transportation, Los Angeles

A2-1

Response  If the project requires transportation of heavy construction equipment
and/or materials that use oversized-transport vehicles on State highways,
SCG will apply for and obtain a Caltrans transportation permit in
accordance with provisions of the California Motor Vehicle Code and
other applicable California laws. Prior to use of state facilities for these
trucks, SCG will prepare a construction traffic management plan for
Caltrans’ review as noted in mitigation measure 4.15-1.

SCF MGSF Decommissioning and Sale May 11, 2001
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ERR-=CHEE 11029 CPL 415 783 2280  F.EE3.nT
State of Calernia—Business, Transpariation and I'Iululrlg Agenay GRAY DAVLE, Gaverpnar
DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORMNLA HIGHWAY PATROL
East Los Argales A @
1681 Corporale Center Orive ;

Monterey Park, CA 91754
1323} R =lf2g
{B00} TIE293 {TTITDD
MR 0% REcEWED-
March 25, 2001 L:i.ll"-ll" 7 | ED
AFR - §
. File No.: 535,11745.9552 -0
STATE GLEARINGHOUSE
State Clearinghouss E_H__‘_

1400 Tenth Street, Room 121
Seeramenta, AC PSR4

Subi. Enﬁnmﬂlqﬂmm-S{EHHDﬁIDHML a3

To Wham it May Concern:

Enst Las Argeles Ares has reviewed the stody docament, SCH #20010210a1, reganding the
decommissicning and sale of Sowhem Califamnia Gus Company”s Montebelle Gas Starage Facllity 5
Montebelln, CA. The facility in question i loested at the eentral nerthern section of the city, bordering
the south city limdes of Momberey Fark, [t is approximately 4 mile soutk of State Rowtz (SR) 60, the anly
revidway within the jurisdiction for the Califarnéa Highwey Patrol (CHF) that I3 withio the feility’s
sphere of canoem. 2

The facility is sitanted on the soathem slops of o hill axd & 2ot in view of traffic on SR 60. Therefore,
none af the dessmenissiening sotvity at the facilify will be seen by motarists on the fesway.
Consequently, the dzsommessionzng of the fzeitity will nat visually mepact tmific flow on SR 60,

Ezardous Material | Fire Conerms

The decommissioning of the gus storage Faclity creates the potential for the release of hazardous
rraterials nlo the stmosphere or an ascidentsl fire that could speead o the sToumding beush, In sither
event, traffie on SB 50 may be impacted. However, it is anticipated that the environmental concems wifl | AJ3-1
et be significant, dus to miigation messures in plece, Mootskelle Fine Departmert bolds the permits
fior the Facility and the decormmdssianing oprration, |
Ared mamagement will costzot the Fire Degartments foc ibs Citles of IMeotebsello and Menterey Parik to

engure that the approprists protocols and procedures are in effect to faciliace the CHF's response, if A32
neceszary, 10 the event of & releass of hazardous materals ints the stmosphere ar a e,

ﬁmmd-r
Eae= Las Angelas Ares

=

ez Office of 3pecial Projests

|

1At
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A3 H. A. Acevedo, Captain Commander
California Department of Highway Patrol (CHP)
East Los Angeles Area

A3-1

Response = Comment noted.

A3-2

Response In the event of a release of hazardous materials into the atmosphere or a
fire SCG will notify the City of Montebello and City of Monterey Park Fire
Departments to ensure that appropriate protocols and procedures are in
effect to facilitate CHP’s response, if necessary.

SCF MGSF Decommissioning and Sale May 11, 2001
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CoOnEry o, gav

E & w

GEayY DAVES
COvERMGAH

CEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
fTATE GOF CALIFORMNTIEA

Aprll 17, 2001

Ms. Karen DeGannes, CEQA Project Manager
Celifornia Public Utidies Commisaion

505 Van Mess Avenue

San Francisco, CA 04102 Ad

Dear M=, DeGannes:

Subject: Draft Initial Study/Miigated Megative Declaration (MND) far
Decommissioning and Sale of Southern Californla Gas Company's
Montebello Gas Sterage Facility - SCH #2001031061

Tha Cepartment of Conservation's Division of 4l Saz and Geathermal
Resources (Division) has reviewad the MND for the referencad project.
The Divisicn supervises the drilling, maintena nea, and plugging and
abandenment of oil, gas and gecthermal wells in Califernia. We affer the
following comments for vour consideration.

Nurmercus references are made to the Division's ivalvement In fa[=11

manitoring 2nd mitigation during the various project phases. Plegse

‘eview these references, and, as neceasary, revise them to ba conglstant Ad-1
with the Division's authorities. Specifically, references o the Division i

the MND's propoged mitigation measures showld conform to the

Information centained in the following paragragh.

The Divigion does not have authority aver general soi gas monitoring:
anly manitaring directly related to wells fals within the Divigian's authority,
The Division is, however, avaiisble to meet with Southem Californla Gas Ad-2
(SCE] o review well moniering procedures and data during the gas
recevery and decommissioning phases (unti the wells are pluggad and
sbandsred properly). Following cessation of gas withdrawal operafions,
and well plugging and abandonmeni, further menitoring would be the
reaponsibiity of the landowner(s) and the cities of Montebello ar Montersy
Park. If, during pest-abandonment preject monitoring, anamalous gas Ad-3
measurements are racorded, they should be repered immediately fo the
Division. Upan investigation, the Division will determine whether well
reabandanment is necesaary, .

May 11, 2001
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Mz, Earen DaGannas
March 16, 2001
Fage 2

The Division recaommends that if siructures ars to be Bullt ever or in the il
} preamity of

plugged and at:'anu:!nned wels, the wells are vented. (It should Be nated 4ot r‘nitEgalinn
meRsure 4.5-1, which states, " with[in] 3 ft of the casing,” differs fram the
recormmanded standard well vent cone design parameter of _within 2 # of the casing.")
alidgl.nﬂﬁh',.a gaﬂﬂ:a}. test of the surface plug should be withessed and approved by '

nislen immediately afer plugging and sbandonr ior to i [ ]
et il _;ga‘rg onment, and prior to installation of 3 | A4-5

Finally, the reference to "DOGEGR" in mitigation messure 4,5-18 and the i
_ JBa a h
On-Gaing’ Post-Transfar Measures, should be deleted. RR wﬂ] o

Thank you for the apportenity to eamment on the NOP. if you have guestions an our
camments, or reguire bechnical assistznce or infarmation, pleass contact Dayid
Sannhe; at the Cypress disirict office; 5816 Carparate Avenue, Suie 200, Cyprass
Califernia 90630-47341; or, phone (714) 816-5847. |f yerd have other questions you <
contact me at (916) 445-5733. 4

Kenmeth E. Trodt
Erviranmental Coordinatar

co: David Sanchez
Division of Cll, Gas and Gecthermal Rescurces, Cypress

Linda Campian
Dwvision of Qll, Gas end Geathermal Rezources, Szoraments

SCF MGSF Decommissioning and Sale

May 11, 2001
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A4

A4-1
Response
A4-2
Response

A4-3
Response
Ad-4
Response

A4-5
Response

A4-6
Response

Kenneth E. Trott, Environmental Coordinator,
California Department of Conservation,
Division of Oil, Gas and Geothermal Resources,
Sacramento Office

Comment noted.

As noted in the IS/ZMND, SCG will enlist an independent expert to
conduct general soil gas monitoring. SCG will coordinate with DOGGR to
review well monitoring procedures and data during the gas recovery and
decommissioning phases.

Comment noted.

Mitigation measure 4.6-1 is changed to read: “...the systems shall use
some means of concentrating gases released from the well within 2 ft of
the casing...”

After plugging and abandonment, and prior to installation of a well vent
system, a gas leak test will be witnessed and approved by DOGGR in
accordance with applicable California Codes and regulations.

The reference to DOGGR in mitigation measure 4.6-18 is deleted, as
follows: “...systems shall be approved by the City of Montebello and-by
DOGGR in order that building permits and approvals can be issued before
construction...”

SCF MGSF Decommissioning and Sale
Application No. 00-04-031
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DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
S5in Vo A
San Diega, ﬂﬂlnn:n;;'. 23 @

{BSE} 2574303
FAK |B5H) 8574258

April 12, 2001

Karen DeCiannes, Project Mansger

/o MHA Environmental Corsulting, Inc.
4 West Fousth Avenus

S Mateo, CA 34402

Comments on the Seuthern California Gus Company Maatebello Gas Storage Facility
Detommissioning and Sale Mitigated Negative Decluration, Montebells and Muonterey
Park, Los Angeles Connty, Califarnia
(SCHH#2001031061)

Diear My, DeGannes: As

. The Department of Fish and Game (Department) has reviewed the above-referenced Draft
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND). The Department is identified as o Trustee Ageney
PUTSAASE b C.aJifun'uu. Environmental Qualicy Act (CEQA) Section 15386 and is responsihle for
the conservation, prolection and management of the state’s biological resources.

The project area consists of approximately £3.2 acres congisting of existing faeilities,

: areas, landscaping, and native vegetation inchuding constal sage serab, mule far scruh,
willonw “?In:rdlmd. sycamnone woodland, and mixed chaparral on four sites. The sfte supports the
_Fmiet'fﬂly-um_d threatened coastal California gnateatcher (Polioprila californica californica) as
1':l:n1:|ﬁe@ during & September 2000 site reconnaissance survey, The proposed project is the
decommissioning and sale of the Montebello Gas Swrage Facility (MGSF) located in the oities
nﬂ-‘!:nm-:hulln and Monterey Park. The proposed project includes the secovery and sale of
cushion ges, decommissioning of the facility, including demelition of existing facilities and
possible so0il remediation, and the sale of all facility assets. Portions of the property may be
developed pursisant to existing land use designations of the cities of Momntebello and b omterey
Park. TEI.I.‘ﬁD.‘L'u'! dmr:]-:_-pmeut ey include 12 single family homes within the City of
Hnm[:hnlm and industrial manifactaringfeammercinl use on the two MOSF lots locsted within
the City of Monterey Park,

The Department offers the following comments and recommendations:

The MND is misaing pages 4.4-7 through 4.4-8 in the copy supplied to the Department. In order
m&:ﬁim&ﬁ:ﬂ:mmm’mdmnﬂﬁepmjnnplm'pmvmﬂwmpqmmmm -F'ﬁs'l
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Karen DeGannes
Apml 12, 21
Page 2

missing pages. The Department may provide additional comenents om the proj {Levai
review of the missing pages. R e J AS-1

. Om poge 4 412 l._1f'¢|: MMND, the document states that ary fily protected species may nof]
Mmkmarpmw_ withou! s permit. Pursunnt to Section 3511 of the Fish and Game Code,
¥ protected species may not be taken ar possessed at any time. No provision of this code or | A5-2
:'ﬂgiu; LE‘.&_HMTE:EFEM" to authorize the issusnce of permits or licenses to take any fudly
. te-taibed kite (Elonuy lawewrus), identified e, £ ily protected
apecies, and may mot be taken, p sl :

O page 4.4-15 of the MND, the document states that “allowances
relocation, restoration, and other related COMPENEalory measures™ for Emm:std::;gm
species, The Dl:]:ta.r'r.lmtnl generally does not suppart the use of refocation, salvage, andior A5-3
!l'ﬂ-n-'EPJEﬂﬂth 28 mutigation fir impacts to rare, threatened, or endangered species. Depariment
studies have shown that these efforts are experimenial in nature and largely unsuceessfl,

Stream and Riparian Resources

The project will require & Streambed Alteration e vant to Secti -
a’n'.’q._ln:!f:h:: Fish and Came Code, batween the applicant ::ﬁ?wmpﬁm pEoT ll:n'I:: (o
Sppileant s cammencement of any activity that will msbstantially divert or abstruct the natural
Row or suhunqaﬂ;r change the bed, channel, or bank (which may include sssociaed riparian
redources) of & river, stream or lake, or use material from a smeambed. The Depariment's
i85uance of & Stﬂ.ﬂtbni Alteration Agrecment for o project thas is subject 1o CEOQA will resuire
CEQA compliance actions by the Department a5 respemaible agency. The Department as s
rupnmﬂ_:-!—u ggency under CEQA, may consider the |ocal jurisdiction’s (lead agency) Negative s
Dmlamf-:ru oF E_m For the project. To minimize additional requirements by the Departmens:
irlll‘su.l_mi_nﬂactluu 1600 ef req. and'or under CEQA, the documest should fully idencify the
pﬂl:ntillmm.mmme Inke, stream ¢r riparian resources and provide adequate avoidance
J;.mun_nn. momitosing and reporting commitrents for issuance of the agreement. A Stm:mhen.!
ﬂwn Agreemnent form may be obtained by writing to The Department of Fish and Game,

ewndge Avenue, San Diego, CA 92123, or by calling (858) 636-3160, or by accessing
the Department's web site at wrow. dfip ca gow 1500 -

TthMﬂmnuutﬁamhmmidmﬁﬁ:dmﬁmﬁuW##lﬁ] but on o ]
£y thar frln_un:d-welupmmt could impact “small ripadan or wetlands kabizass (e.g2. imn.]g;}::nngs
O Soip '-r.rﬂ':wimgrm of less than 100 sq #)"(page 4.4-17). The Depariment has responsibilisy
for wetland and fipanen habitats and opposes any alteration of o natural watercourse that would | AS-5
rm:]ltn:anuiu:huuut:mdandmnrhtﬁmd babitat values. Alerations include, but are
not Heited to: conversion to subsurface drains, placemnent of &l or uilding of seructures within
ﬁnmmmﬂcmndmﬁnnmmvﬂufmmmﬂmmamb:i All wetlands and
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Karen DelGunpes
Al 12, 2000
Page 3

“m. whether intermi or perennial, should be retained and provided with substantal

mba:;h which presesve the riparian end squatic values and maintain their value oo oa-sits and AS5.5
off-site wildlifi populaticas,

Survey Methodology

The Department is concemed that oo therough foristic or wildlife surveys have been. 7

eonducted beyond the September 2000 reconmaiszance visit o the site. Likewise, mo focused
surveys have been conducted for special-starus plants or animals including the coastal Califirmin
gnatcaicher, To provide adequate public and agency review of the biclogical impacts of the
Ppraposed project, the Department recomumends that adequate binlogical information be made
availnble for public and ageney review, This information, along with public and agency
comments relating to the pew informaticn, should be incloded in the final MND. The
Department recommends that the following informartion be ohtained:
L. A complese assessment of the flora and fauna within and adjacent to the project area, with
particular emphasis upon identifying éndangered, threatened, and locally unique spacies
and sensinve hebitats,
A5.4
& A thorough assessment of rare plants and rare natural communities, following the
Department's May 1984 Guidelines (revised May 2000} for Assessing Iepacts to
Rare Plants and Rare Natural Commumities { Anachment 17,
k. A complete assesament of semaitive fish, wildlife, reptile, and amgphibian specigs.
Seasona] varlations in use of the project aren should also be addressed, Focused
species-specific surveys, eonducted at the appropeiate time of vear and time of day
when the sensitive species are active or otherwiss identifiable, are required.
Acceptable species-specific survey procedures should be developed in
consultation with the Department and the 1.5, Fish and Wildlife Service.
. mm,mmﬁwmmmmnmmmmm
which meet the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) definitiog (s=e
CEQA Guidelines, § 15380), J
Because many of the decommissioning activities may be delayed until 2006, the .
Department recommends updated focused surveys for special-stanes species with the potential te
ooour on the site. Surveys should generally be performed 0o more than ane year priar to AS5-7
distarbance of the ground, whether associzted with the decommissioning or fusure development,
Impacts
SCF MGSF Decommissioning and Sale May 11, 2001
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Karen DeGannes
Apri] 12, 2001
Page 4

_ The discussion on page 4.4-1 5 liss severs] “Checkdist Questions™ denoted with bullst -
gjmw&la-rb::;a. the ?E:qm text refers back to the checklist questions using letiess ag a A5-8
m Bfion. The impact discussion shouwld refer 1o the checklise topics by narme S
nvoid this confizsion, “ by - :

_ The Department is concerned about the back of specific information and impact s ]
in the I"-'IND Hecause the Biological Resources section of the MND does not provide ;.n.n]]-'.‘.-lt
discussion c::f-s-pmi fic impact lecations or & map depicting areas of impact, the Department
Gammes provide 4 detziled analysis of project irnpacts at this time . The Department recommends | AS-9
rewising the MND io includs & dissussion of specific areas supporting native vegetation ar
SD_:FLEITSLHL'IIE spectes that may be impacted by decommissisaing with approprinte avoidance and
. e measmres. Letailed maps depicting native vegetation cornmumities, locations of
speciil-status species, and habitat buffers would facilitate review of the project. J
_ Impects 1o active nests of raptors and non-rapdor migratory binds are considered 1
mlgmﬁnam - The destruction of an sctive nest of any raptor is prohibited pursuant o Califormia | AS-10
Fish and Game Code 3503 5. Construction, grading, or ¢learing activities within 300 foat of any
active nests of mptors should be avoided. S

Pursuant to California Fish and Game Cade 3503 it is unlawfis to take, possess, or
nezdlessly destray the nest or egys of any bird, except as otherwise provided by this [Fizh and
G'ﬂ-lﬂ'l!] cade ar any regulation made pursuant thereto. [n order to avold Impacts 1o active nests of
MUY &nd non-migratory birds, the Department recommeads that vegetation is not disturbed | AS=11
during the nmmu,t:-ép;]crjﬂhlybcmm March 15 through July 15, However, if sersitive
#pecies, duch as the cosstal California gnatcarcher ame it the bresding season sho
considered as February 15 through September 15, e e -

Special Status Species and Hubitats

m:pm}utalmanﬂdn:muher:b:]buDiJFieldHCmeppmcmpﬁ -
(Cpumtia Hitoralls). Tn addition to the species listed in Table 4.4-1, constal cactas 'amtﬁ?—m AS5-12
{Campworimchuy brumneicapiflur couess) should be the subject of focnsed surveys,

Enmdea.inFaﬁllt}-mdﬂmEas:Ejh:mppﬂnmumi serub. According to the
MND, only the East Site supports potential habitat for the San Dﬁu Cﬂ-an}mnaddf:ud
(Phymasoma coranatum biainvillel), Hoveever, according to the MND, the Main Fagility does | A5-13
Dot suppart pedential habitat for the hormed lzard nor the coastal Californis gnateatcher, Plaass
identify the reasordng behind this assessment.

Coastal sage serub is a Rare Natural Community (S.2.1). The Departmens considess Rare |
Mataral Communitias as thrsatened habitats having both regional and local significance. AS-14

=
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Kuaren DetGannes
Aprel 12, 2601
Page &

P.‘_ L) E.' L) . - - . i i - -
&:mmdmh. MINIMIZAN0G, 20d mitigation messures should be descsibed in detil for coassal sage J A5-14

Mitigation Measores

Mitigation for impacts to coastal California gnatcatcher should not includs "relocation™
Emﬂ.d—m. The Depasiment genesally does not suppor: the use of relocation, salvage, andior
transplantation &5 mitigation for Impacts to mos, threatened, or endangensd species, Department
studies have shown that these efforts are sxperimental in nature and largely unsucoessiil,

AS-15

hitigation Measure 4.4.1

 The Department recommends that general and focused biological surveys are pesformed
poior b the preparation of the final MND for public and agency review. The Department
recormmends that buffers/avoidance be provided in as much detail as possible in the Final MND.
The mpm'nnmtg:nmﬂ}rduﬁmmppun the use of relocation, salvage, and'or transplantation | AS5-146
as mitigation for impacts to rars, threatened, or endangered species. Department studies have
shown that these efforts are experimental in nature and largely unsucosssfil, Proposed mitigation
measures and conceptual plans should be discussed in the Final MND.

A

Mitigation Mensure 4.4-2

The Department reconumends that impacts 1 streams, wetlands, and riparian kahi
] : tat fire .
disclosed prior to the preperation of the final MND for public and sgency review, el

Mitigation Measure 4.4-3
The Depertment recommends thar ot leass  conceptusi wetland mitigation and

monitoring plan be inchuded in the Final MND. Mule fat and othes riparian vegetation may also
be subject to mitigation for Jossss of riparian resources, : AS5-18

Mitigation Measure 4.4-4 2

Becanss both the East Site and the Main Facility support coastal sage scrub, the
Department recommends that constal sage scrub impacts are mitigsted at both locations, The
Departeient recommends that specific arens subject to avoidance/distarbance are analyzed and

ql;ﬂlﬁﬁad [nmeFfMI'-m. The Department recommends that gnatcarcher surveys are condustsd AS5-19
prir ta the preparntion of the Final MND. The bottom of page 4.4-21 is missing the dissussion
of gtepd s be taken if nest sites, egps, efc. are located on the aite. Please revise and clarify this
SCF MGSF Decommissioning and Sale May 11, 2001
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Karen DeGanne
Aprl 12, 2001
Poge &

sectiom. The Department recommends that specific mitigation meadures are davelo i
Jhe D _ _ | ped prior o
decommissioaing and prior to the preparation of the Final MND. 4 A5-19

Tio es3ist the lead agency in improving the Biological Resources section of the document. |
the Department has provided specific comments, Far the reasons oatlined in this letter, the
I?tpamnl:utwm adequately review the environmenzal effects of the propased project at this A5-10
tme. We recommend revisions o the MND and would be happy to review any subgequent
documents related to this project.. :

 The Department E.ppr'mm El:i-:.up[:ﬂrtunir_l.' t0 comment on Your project. If vou have any
Eﬁ;ﬂm ar eomments pertaining to this letter, please contact Brad Henderson at (310) 214-

Sincerely, ,727/’ .

Wilkiam E. Tippets
Environmental Program Manager

tci  Department of Fish and Game
File
Kevin Clark, 10.5. Fish and Wildlfe Servics

State Clearinghouse
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AS

Ab5-1
Response

A5-2
Response

A5-3
Response

A5-4
Response

Ab-5
Response

William E. Tippets, Environmental Program Manager
California Department of Fish and Game (South Coast Region)

The biology section of the IS/MND was emailed to Brad Henderson on
April 16, 2001 with the two missing lines that did not print on page 4.4-6
of the IS/MND. The two missing lines are:

“ ...vegetation and habitat map. The results of the mapping effort are
shown in Figure 4.4-1 and a list of plant species found at the Main
Facility is in Appendix D.”

The comment that there are two missing pages is inaccurate. Pages 4.4-7
and 4.4-8 are the page numbers for Figure 4.4-1, which is the vegetation
map for the project site.

The text on page 4.4-12 has been modified to read “The Department is not
authorized to issue permits for either the taking or possession of species
so designated.” It is also noted that the white-tailed kite (elanus leucurus).

Mitigation Measure 4.4-1d has been revised as follows:

Within the decommissioning area, collection of seeds and seedlings for
dominant specieis of sensitive vegetation communities (i.e., coast sage
scrub, riparian) that may require restoration. These seeds and
seedlings may be suitable for protection and development of nursery
stocks by others for relocation and replanting on MGSF sites not
planned for development or other lands approved by USFWS and
CDFG. Seed collection will not be used for restoratiuon of rare
plants.High quality top soil from the impacted site should be
segregated and used for any future re-planting efforts.

The wetland delineation report by LSA is now included as Appendix H.
currently no impacts are identified to Waters of the US that may also
require a Section 1601 Agreement from the CDFG.

Please see response to A5-4. A scrivener’s error stated that there are no
wetlands on the site. Figure 4.4-1 correctly identifies a total of 0.10 ac of
wetland on the Main Facility and East Site. The response to Checklist
Question c on page 4.4-16 is revised to correct the error:

Checklist Question c) “Blue-line streams” did once occur on the
Main Facility. Other drainages on the Main Facility and East Site
contain mulefat scrub and willows vegetation. Given the past
disturbance for these features, the value of these drainages as
functional wetlands may be limited. Altheugh-ro—blde-Hne-streams™
rerrai-on-anry-MGSE-site-some+iparian-habitatand-trees-suggest

SCF MGSF Decommissioning and Sale May 11, 2001
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and-East-SHeA reconnaissance survey of the Main Facility and East
Site was conducted for the purpose of determine the presence of
wetlands or other waters of the United States. The survey concluded
that a total of approximately 0.10 ac exists between the two sites
along the historic drainage courses.

A5-6

Response  As agreed with USFWS and CDFG, baseline surveys will be completed for
special-status and sensitive plant and wildlife during 2001. Additional
surveys will be conducted no more than 1 year prior to decommissioning
activities.

Ab-7

Response  Please see response to A5-6.

A5-8

Response  The significance criteria used to assess potential environmental effects of
the proposed Project and connected actions were defined by Checklist
Questions a through f. The bulleted items identify additional significance
criteria.

A5-9

Response = Comment noted.

A5-10

Response  Raptor surveys will be conducted prior to any ground disturbing activities
to avoid impacts.

A5-11

Response = Comment noted.

Ab-12

Response  Coastal cactus wren will be included in the focused surveys.

A5-13

Response  The biological assessment conducted during preparation of the Initial
Study and Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration preliminarily concluded
that the extent and density of coastal sage scrub was too small and
dispersed to provide adequate habitat for the San Diego coast horned
lizard (Phynosoma coronatum blainvillei). As commented in the
response to Al-1, Mitigation Measures 4.4-1 and 4.4-4 require the conduct
of surveys for the federally threatened coastal California gnatcatcher
(Polioptila californica californica) and other special-status species. The
Mitigation Monitoring Plan will require SCG to conduct baseline surveys
in addition to surveys not more than one year prior to any ground
disturbing activities related to decommissioning, and that SCG work with
the Department of Fish and Game in the event that any special-status
plant or wildlife species are identified to ensure adequate mitigation.

May 11, 2001 SCF MGSF Decommissioning and Sale
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A5-14
Response

A5-15
Response

A5-16
Response

A5-17
Response

Ab5-18
Response

A5-19
Response

A5-20
Response

Mitigation Measure 4.4-1 describes in detail the avoidance and
minimization techniques for coastal sage scrub.

Relocation shall not be included as a mitigation measure.

As agreed to with USFWS and CDFG baseline surveys will be conducted
before August 2001.

No impacts are anticipated to wetlands, etc. at this time. If nesting sites,
eggs, etc. are found on site SCG will notify and consult with USFWS and
CDFG.

Commented noted.

Please see revised Mitigation Measures 4.4-1 and 4.4-4.

A CDGF representative toured the project site on May 10, 2001 and has
assisted in providing clarifications to text and mitigation measures.
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
FIRE DEPARTMENT

1320 NORTH EARTERM SaEnE
OS5 SRCRLES, CALFGRMS J0081-15H }_ﬂ.

{323 8904330

P. MICHAE, FREEMAr:
FIAE CHIEF
FORESTER & FEAE 'WARDEN

April 11, 2001

Karen DeGannes, CPUC CEQA, Project Manager
&'o - MHA Environmental Consuliing, Inc.

4 West Fourth Avenue, Siite 302

San Maren, CA. 04402

Diear M. Dalhimmes:

DRAFT MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND INITIAL STUDY A
ND
EEHGERTE; mgﬂéum FOR THE DECOMMISSIONING AND SALE OF SOUTHERN
ALIF AS COMPANY'S MONTEBELLO GAS STORAGE
MONTEBELLO™ - (EIR #1104/2001) el

The Drafi Mitpgsied MNegarlve Declarstion and Initial Srud i

_ : ¥ oak Mitigated Program for the
dtu-::mrmfmh:rnmg and gale of Sowthern California Gas Company's Montebello Gas Storage Facility hag
been reviewed by the Flanning, Land Development, and Foreswy Divisions of the County of Los
Angeles Fire Deparment, The following are their commenis: ’

PLANNING SECTION:

The subsect property is totally within the cides of Moneebello and Monterey Park and does not appear |
b have any impact om the emergency responsibilities of this Department. It is npot a part of the Ab-1
COErgency response area of the Consolidated Fire Protection Dristrict, -

LAND DEVELOPMENT UNIT:
This praject is hn:u:d :!u]:e:'.;.r m the City of Montebelly, Therefore, the City of Montebello Fire T
Deparmess his jurisdiction concerning this project and will be seiting condiions. This project is

located in close proximity to a jurisdictional area of the County of Los Angeles Fire Depirtment, Ab-2
However, the project is unlikely to have an impact om our ability o respond o any Incidents.
FERWNGE THE UKINCORPOAATED AGELS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY AND THE CITIES OF:
e LA AL ARAZELET CAaMT S Tl R LA AL, MALEL Bz
#ATER CAABIARE  Oudna e s
i N GME | CUNRETORARR  Lamwooy e Ry UM e
m!-u.u'ﬂ'lhﬂﬂ CEARE L MONTE i) ] LANCASTER  MALLOALE FORLRO WL BITTES  PREMRECTY
L L mDALT D R (e o Y
SCF MGSF Decommissioning and Sale May 11, 2001
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Karen DeGannes, CPUC CEQA Project M
April 11, 2000 R e
Page 2

m‘]‘f: c'mtnq.- 1:1;:.4::5 Angeles Fire Department, Land Development Unit agpreciates the oppormmity 1o
\ETL O this project.  Should any questions arise please contsct Inspe '
priesishyal D coar Michael H:I:.Ha.rgu-: at

Thg ORESTRY DIVISION:
& slatutary responsibilities of the County of Los Angeles Fire Department Foresiry Division i
; i
crodim conrrol, watershed management, rare and endangered species, vegeiaon, fus mndiﬁcaﬁ.::
E E’:r];rwi-[‘qufu'e H;md Severity Zones or Fire Zone 4, archeological and cultirzl resomress and |AS-3
o Tree Drdinance, The aress germane to the statutory responsibilities of he
Los Angeles Fire Degartment have besn addressed, . s

If you have any addithmal questions, pleass contact diis office at (313) 8904330,

Very truly yours,

Tt

DAVID R. LEININGER, ACTING CHIEF, FEORESTRY DIVISION
PREVENTION BUREAU

DEL:e
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A6

A6-1
Response
A6-2
Response
A6-3
Response

David R. Leininger, Acting Chief,
Forestry Division Prevention Bureau,
County of Los Angeles Fire Department

Comment noted.
Comment noted.

Comment noted.
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS LA~

BO3 SOUTH FRBMONT &VERRE
ALEARTERA Sl FORMLE 210031 T
Teopirona: (A2 430-5 00
ADCRERS ALL OONRE ST s Fir-
PO, RO 1482
ALHARTIRA CALIFCH ML 91307 el

TR PLEREE
REFEA Tome -2

April 11, 2001

Me. Kararn DeGannes

MHA Environmantal Consuiting, Ine.
Four West Fourth Avenue, Suite 303
San Mateo, CA 94402-1819

Dear Ma. DeGannea: AT

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION (MARCH 12, 2001)

DECOMMISSIONING AND SALE OF SOUTHERN CALIFORMIA GAS COMPANY'S
MONTEBELLO GAS STORAGE FACILITY

CITY OF MONTEBELLO

We have reviewed the above-mentioned document. The proposed project s
generzlly located norhwest of Montebelle Boulevard at Lincoln Avenue in the
City of Montabellg,

'“"F-: progosed project Involves recovering and salling cushion gas, decormmissioning
i3 Montebello Gas Storage Facility, and seling all faciity asssts, including the
property undar California Public Lnilitiee Coda 881,

Wae do not believe the proposed project will have a significant impact on County ]ﬁ]r.|
roadways or intersactions. Mo further information is required,

We recommend the State of Calfornia Departmant of Transportation and City of
Mortersy Park review this document for significant impacts'mitigations  within

] AT-2
their jurisdictions.

May 11, 2001
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Ms. Karen DeSannes
April 11, 2004
Pagse 2

If_:.~_~:|u heave any questions, pleasa coniact Mr. Keith Hosy of our Traffle and Lighting
Divislan, Traffic Studies Section, at (B2E)} 200-4BET.

Very truly yours,

JAMES A NOYES
Cirector of Public Warks

X H,:’/ i
W W p——
OHM T. WALKER
Assistant Deputy Director
Traffic and Lighting Divisicn
KH:
ERnuaz
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A7 James A. Noyes, Director of Public Works
John T. Walker, Assistant Deputy Director, Traffic and Lighting
County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works

A7-1

Response = Comment noted.

AT7-2

Response  Both the State of California Department of Transportation and the City of
Monterey Park have reviewed the IS/MND and provided comments.
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CITY OF MONTEREY PARK  L#

320 west PevwTTINK AVEriJe = monterey park, £a 71 754-2054
= THAICIDE Serices oerer

April 16, 2001

Karen Delammes

CPUC CEQA Project Manager

e’ MHA Environmendal Consulting, Inc.
4 West Fourth Averue, Suite 303

San Meten, CA 04402

RE:  Draft Mitgated Negative Declaration ~ Decommission and Sale of the
Montebello Gas Storage Facility — Monsebello and Monterey Pack, CA

Ag

Dreear M. DeGannes:

Thamie you for providing the City of Monterey Park the epportunity to comement on the
subject document. A small triangular portion of the facility is kocsted within the
jurisdiction of Monterey Park. This portion bas a currest zoning designation of 1
Manufacturing (M) and a General Plan designation of Industrial The City of Monterey
Park is currently undergoing a comprehensive update of the Genersl Plan, and the
muggested land wse designation is called for Open Space. This designation will likelybe | AR.|
eemifirmed later this year. The Draft General Plan and environmental documents were
presented to the Southern California Gas Company for review and comments, The City
of Morterey Park received no particular comments or concems as it pertams to the

subject site. -

As indicated i the Mitigated Negative Declaration docussent, the purposs of its
preparation was to analyze potemtial environmendal impacts and identify appropeiace
mitigation messures for the proposed action of the Southern Califormia Gas Company o
decommiasion and sell the Focility, In the review of the Mitigated Megative Declaration,
the following comments are provaded:

1 Pages B-14, Geology and 50dls, The Facility abats the O Landfill, a
recognized Superfund site in Momterey Park. Gas Company degassing
ctivities may mnfuencs wells associnted with the OT1 site. Any results of
moditoring and analyses should also be reported to the City of Monterey Pack
Also, for any mondtoring upgradea, City of Monterey Park staf should be AB-2
incduded for review and evaluation input. AR well abandonment
documentation should alse be provided to the local agencies. Belated tuses
pertaming to potential impacts from posshle subsidence due to degassmg
shoeld be identified and discussed &t grester detail. -

. Pages 14-16, Hazards and Hazardous Maserials. Again, dus to the close
proximity of the OII site, it is imperative that monitoring and degassing AB-3
activities are 30 conducted to confirm safe environmental levels and to prevent
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Karen Deliannes
April 16, 2001
Page 2

arry disruption to the landbll Al reports should e provided 1o the ceanup j

operator of the landfill and the City of Monterey Park. AB-3
& Page 3-15, Conclusions, 'With the anticipated changes to the Moaterey Park

zeneral Plan, the scenano for Momterey Park should shange to open space.

i Fi.Eurt 4,4=1, Vegstation b.-'l'.a]:l Thas exhobit shauld be amended 1o descmbe ]-MI-S
the portion m Montersy Pask,

5 Page 4.6-12, Subsidence. This kmited discussion should be expanded to
address potential impacts to the landfill ares components, such as any ]ﬂ.ﬁ-ﬁ
protective subsurfacs cover layers and gas and leachate distribution pipes

€  Appendix A Identify the legal deseriptions for the Momterey Park parcels.  1A8-T
7 Pages 5-1to 5-3. Was the ¢leanup operator of the landfill, New Cure, and rhj

EPA contacted for input? Al8-8
R Ceneral comment-The document should state that any fature development m‘:]

the subjest sites require separats emvironmental review and documentation. | * \B-9

These comments have been provided in response to the mandated review and comment
process, This lester atiempts to provide a single response from this agency, bowever,
there 15 the presibility that other City Departments transmitted separate letters within the
praseribed comment period. If you have any questions regarding the responses, please
comtact me &t (626} 3071463,

Sineerely,

(G et

Ray Hamada
Planmng Manxger

May 11, 2001 SCF MGSF Decommissioning and Sale
8-42 Application No. 00-04-031



8: Comments and Responses

A8
A8-1
Response

A8-2
Response

Ray Hamada, Planning Manager
City of Monterey Park Municipal Services Center

Comment noted.

The Montebello Oil Field produced oil from sandstone reservoirs deep
beneath the surface. Shale beds cap each sandstone reservoir. These rock
layers form a geologic structure shaped like an elongated dome.
Maximum subsidence occurred when oil and associated fluids were
withdrawn during field production. Injection of gas during use as a
storage field is unlikely to cause significant uplift of the geologic
structure. Therefore, only very minor surface subsidence associated with
degassing is anticipated.

Southern California Gas Company’s degassing activities are unlikely to
affect monitoring wells at the OIl site. An expert in rock mechanics
(Terralog Technologies USA Inc., 2000) conducted an evaluation of
potential subsidence resulting from gas depletion of the storage reservoir.
Based on his calculations, he provides an “order of magnitude estimate”
of 0.44 inch for the maximum subsidence anticipated. This “order of
magnitude estimate” is a range from as little as 0.044 inch to as much as
4.4 inches. Based on expert analysis and professional experience, a
conservative value of about 2 inches was used for the purpose of
environmental review.

Maximum subsidence would occur at or near the center of the field
structure or elongated dome. Since the OII landfill is located on the flank
of this geologic structure, the amount of subsidence encountered at the
landfill would be less than at the center of the field structure. Even if 2
inches of subsidence occurred near the field center, subsidence at Oll
landfill would be substantially less, probably much less than 1 inch at the
base of the landfill.

Normal landfill operations result in significant surface subsidence.
Depending on the depth of fill, typical landfill settlement can range from
a few feet to several feet. Landfill monitoring wells, and other facilities,
including intermediate and final covers, and leachate collection systems,
should be designed to withstand subsidence of this magnitude. In
comparison to normal landfill settlement, less than an inch of relatively
uniform bedrock movement associated with degassing would not
contribute significantly to the overall site subsidence. Therefore, no
impacts to Oll landfill monitoring wells are anticipated due to the storage
field degassing.

Results of monitoring and analyses will be reported to the City of
Monterey Park. SCG will include the City of Monterey Park staff for
review and evaluation input to any monitoring upgrades. SCG will
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provide all well abandonment documentation to the appropriate local
agencies.

A8-3

Response  SCG has indicated that it will provide reports to New Cure, which is
conducting remedial actions at Oll, and to the City.

A8-4

Response  The analysis of development opportunities for the portion of the MGSF
lands within the City of Monterey Park were based on the currently
adopted General Plan Land Use Element and Zoning Ordinance. Analysis
of potential uses other than that allowed by a properly adopted General
Plan and zoning ordinance would be presumptive of future legislative
decisions of the Monterey Park City Council. It is noted that Monterey
Park City staff have indicated a potentially favorable future decision to
revise the General Plan Land Use and zoning ordinance designations for
the subject property.

A8-5

Response  Please see response to Al-1. The focused and protocol surveys required by
mitigation measures 4.4-1 and 4.4-4 will include that portion of the MGSF
located within the City of Monterey Park.

AB8-6

Response  Please refer to the response to A8-2 above. No measurable impacts to the
landfill protective cover or other facilities are anticipated as a result of
degassing and associated subsidence. As discussed in response A8-2, it is
anticipated that degassing operations would cause approximately 1 inch
or less of surface subsidence at Oll. Landfill gas and leachate collection
and conveyance systems, as well as protective cover layers, should be
designed to withstand substantially greater subsidence than this.
Therefore, no impacts to Oll landfill facilities are anticipated.

AB8-7

Response  Copies of the legal description of that portion of the MGSF located within
the City of Monterey Park may be requested from SCG.

A8-8

Response  New Cure was not contacted for input to the IS/ZMND. As the OIl landfill
is a Superfund site, the agency responsible for oversight of the
remediation activities is the United States Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA). A public notice was sent to the EPA regarding publication
of the draft IS/MND.

A8-9

Response  The future development of any of the MGSF lands may or may not be
subject to separate environmental review. Subsequent future
environmental review would only be required if a proposed use or
development was defined as a project under the provisions of CEQA. If a
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subsequent future proposed use or development does not require any
discretionary review and conforms to all applicable local land use
regulations, such a proposal may be regarded as ministerial in nature.
Ministerial projects are not defined as a project under the provisions of
CEQA and not subject to its requirements. A determination of whether or
not a future proposed use or development is subject to the provisions of
CEQA will be made by the cities of Monterey Park and Montebello at a
later time.
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION

Apl 4, 2000

Ws. Karen DeGannes

CPUC CEQA Project Manager
MHA Envircnmental Consuiting, Inc.
4 West Faurth Avenue, Suite 303
San Mateo, California 4402

Dear Me. DeGannas;

DRAFT MITIGATED NEGATIVE, INITIAL STUDY, AND MITIGATED PROGRAM
FOR DECOMMISSIONING AND SALE OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS
COMPANY'S MONTEBELLO GAS STORAGE FACILITY A9
MONTEBELLO, CALIFORNLA

The subject draft envirenmental document has been reviewed for its polential impact on
the: parks and recreation facilities under the jurisdiction of this deparimenl. The project

will nat impact the park and recreation facilities of this department, s describad. A9-|
Theratore, we offer no commeant on the planned development of the project

Thank you for including this department in the review of the draft emdronmantal
document.  If we may be of fudber assistance with this planned project, vou may
contact Ms. Lillie Lowary, Park Planner, at (213) 738-2077,

Sinceraly,

Syl

Acting Chief of Planning

Execotive Cifices « 433 South Vermont Awerme - Los Angeles, CA SO0X-IBTS . (213) 7382061
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A9 Larry Hensley, Acting Chief of Planning

County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation
A9-1
Response = Comment noted.
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SOUTHE R K CALFD RN,

April &, 2001
ASSOCIATION of M. Karen DeGannes
GOVERNMENTS CPLC ':-T.'-Q-"l. PT':‘:.E":':I'-MWHE
& MILA Environmemtal Conzulting, Inc.
sin Office d West Fourth Avenue, Sufte 303
Wl B Seweral St San Maten, CA 54402
Lotk Roer
Lisk B, Caibimin
by RE: SCAG Clearingbouge 120010148 Decommissioning and Sale of
Southern California Gas Company's Montebello (zas Storage Facility,
L] 181 Montebelln Califarnin AlD
F () st
Dhear be DeGannes
AAEEE CE R
S . ettt o e Wehnemieurddmthnvamfu:mmddmmmd#mmmudﬂmlhis
gty ke not regionally significant per Areawide Clearinghouse critesia. Thesefore, the
Termariy o A Gy = pm_iﬁ:t Goes3 ot waErTan c]mi,r]ﬂ'lmup: comements gt this time, Should thers A 10<]
D gt e e Ml be & change in the scope of the project, we would appreciats the spportunity to
Lm dimpuin ity forara. s b, réview and comment at that timea

A description of the project was published in the April 1, 20
Inergovernmental Review Feport for public review and comment

A - Bl G L M ¢ e ; ;

i R e B The projest title and SCAG Clearinghouse sumber should be used in all
E;::ﬂmz comrespondence with SCAG concerning this project. Comespondence sheould
:;‘um"_ﬂ_:.:-m_ b sent i0 the attention of the Clearinghouse Coordinator. If wou have any
ynﬂmﬁ;_umuf!:-:__qi—--. questions, pleass contaet me at (213) 236-1867,

A

b « By i, b + i Mmla. E|m|:‘.l

i
/
i
by

iy ot s e '
s - e, et P il e, ! il
oA i o Colhien Dnleamy, Lypans ®iges] «

JEFFRE

S by Hirtembrs, Asdusey - Bar Farry s s m MEF
Erechaasssy S
i - Chaken Wit servss B ey Inzergovernmental Feview

[ [ TR ST
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Al0 Jeffrey Smith, Senior Planner, intergovernmental Review
Southern California Association of Governments

Al10-1

Response = Comment noted.
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Harald ¢. s. Lai
CERTIFID PUDLIC ADTOLUHTANT e I||
[0 BL CamMING L L Te
MONTERELLL CALIFORMIA B06d40-112L

Telephone: (323) T21-1234 Fex: (323) $90-138E
Apdl L6, 2000

Karen DeGannes, Project Manager
&'n MHA Environmentsl Conzulting, Ine,
4 West Fourth Avenue, Swite 303
San Maten, Califamia 904402
Facsimile: [550) 3731211
" E-mail; montebello @mha-inc.com

Re: NOTICE OF PUBLICATION DREAFT MITIGATED MEGATIVE
DECLARATION AND INITIAL STUDY FOR DECOMMISSIONING
AND SALE OF THE MONTEBELLO GAS STORAGE FACILITY

Pl

Dear Ms. Dediannes,

I am in receipt of your letter. Since [ am a resident of Racquet Mountain Community and |
have made inquiries with my neighbors, whe did not receive this letter, T don't Pl-1
undesstand the reason why [ have received it from yow ,

However, | understand that there exisits an underground gas well undemesth my back ]
yard, My concem to you about this matter is that if in the fumrs should a leak occur

ﬁﬂm it, Wher will be responsible in light of the pending sale of MGSF facility. ['m aware
that in the past, homeowners with gas well under their property, wers compensaied when | py 2
the: gzs company had to buy their property in order 1o 2ccess the gas well, :
Shoukd MUGSF site facility sale wke place, who will be responsible to me regarding this
matter in fizure. [ would appreciate hearing from year about the impact this will have
O e, :

Sincerely,

Hiorold Lai .
1400 El Caming Rd.
Montebello, Ca, 90640
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P1

P1-1
Response

P1-2
Response

Harold C. S. Lai
Montebello, CA

Notification of the proposed project and availability of the Initial Study
and Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration was sent to over 3,500 members
of the Montebello/Monterey Park community. The distribution list
included only those owners of properties listed on the most recent
equalized property tax role as required by provisions of the California
Government Code. As such, the list may not have included individuals
and households that recently acquired property in the area nor did it
include individuals and households who are renters.

Currently, if any abandoned well leaks due to the effects of SCG gas
injection activities, SCG is responsible for repairing or re-abandoning the
well. Because SCG will be removing essentially all of the injected gas
during decommissioning, it is unlikely that there will be any delayed
effects from gas injection that would cause a well to leak. However, SCG
will remain responsible for any abandoned well leaks that are caused by
its previous injection of gas.

If a well leak is not caused by effects of injected gas, liability for well repair
or re-abandonment is specified by California Public Resources Code
sections 3208.1, 3250, 3251 and 3251.5.

Section 3208.1 states:

3208.1. (a) To prevent, as far as possible, damage to life, health, and
property, the supervisor or district deputy may order the re-
abandonment of any previously abandoned well if the supervisor or
the district deputy has reason to question the integrity of the previous
abandonment. The operator responsible for plugging and abandoning
deserted wells under Section 3237 shall be responsible for the re-
abandonment except in the following situations:

(1) The supervisor finds that the operator plugged and abandoned
the well in conformity with the requirements of this division in effect
at the time of the plugging and abandonment and that the well in its
current condition presents no immediate danger to life, health, and
property but requires additional work solely because the owner of the
property on which the well is located proposes construction on the
property that would prevent or impede access to the well for
purposes of remedying a currently perceived future problem. In this
situation, the owner of the property on which the well is located shall
be responsible for the re-abandonment.

(2) The supervisor finds that the operator plugged and abandoned
the well in conformity with the requirements of this division in effect
at the time of the plugging and abandonment and that construction
over or near the well preventing or impeding access to it was begun on
or after January 1, 1988, and the property owner, developer, or local
agency permitting the construction failed either to obtain an opinion
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from the supervisor or district deputy as to whether the previously
abandoned well is required to be re-abandoned or to follow the
advice of the supervisor or district deputy not to undertake the
construction. In this situation, the owner of the property on which the
well is located shall be responsible for the re-abandonment.

(3) The supervisor finds that the operator plugged and abandoned
the well in conformity with the requirements of this division in effect
at the time of the plugging and abandonment and after that time
someone other than the operator or an affiliate of the operator
disturbed the integrity of the abandonment in the course of
developing the property, and the supervisor is able to determine
based on credible evidence, including circumstantial evidence, the
party or parties responsible for disturbing the integrity of the
abandonment. In this situation, the party or parties responsible for
disturbing the integrity of the abandonment shall be responsible for
the re-abandonment.

(b) Except for the situations listed in paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) of
subdivision (a), nothing in this section precludes the application of
Article 4.2 (commencing with Section 3250) when its application
would be appropriate.

Sections 3250, 3251, and 3251.5 state the following:

3250. The Legislature hereby finds and declares that hazardous and
certain idle-deserted oil and gas wells, as defined in this article, are
public nuisances and that it is essential, in order to protect life,
health, and natural resources that such oil and gas wells be
abandoned, re-abandoned, produced, or otherwise remedied to
mitigate, minimize, or eliminate their danger to life, health, and
natural resources.

The Legislature further finds and declares that, although the
abatement of such public nuisances could be accomplished by means
of an exercise of the regulatory power of the state, such regulatory
abatement would result in unfairness and financial hardship for
certain landowners, while also resulting in benefits to the public.

The Legislature, therefore, finds and declares that the expenditure of
funds to abate such nuisances as provided in this article is for a
public purpose and finds and declares it to be the policy of this state
that the cost of carrying out such abatement be charged to this state's
producers of oil and gas as provided in Article 7 (commencing with
Section 3400).

3251. For the purposes of this article, an oil or gas well is a
"hazardous well" if the supervisor determines that the well is a
potential danger to life, health, or natural resources and there is no
operator determined by the supervisor to be responsible for plugging
and abandoning the well under subdivision (c) of Section 3237. Also,
for the purposes of this article, an oil or gas well is an "idle-deserted
well" if the supervisor determines that the well is deserted under
Section 3237 and there is no operator responsible for its plugging and
abandonment under Section 3237.
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3251.5. (a) Notwithstanding Section 3251, a well shall be deemed a
hazardous well if it has been determined by the supervisor to pose a
present danger to life, health, or natural resources and has been
abandoned in accordance with the requirements of the division in
effect at the time of the abandonment 15 or more years before the
date of the supervisor's determination that it poses such a danger.

(b) Re-abandonment initiated by the supervisor shall not be affected
by the timeline established in this section.
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