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B. Responses to Comment Letters 

Letter  Date    Page  

Comment Letter L1 State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit ................................ January 21, 2014 50 
Comment Letter L2 State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit ................................ January 21, 2014 56 
Comment Letter L3 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service ............................................. February 4, 2014 60 
Comment Letter L4 California Department of Fish and Wildlife ......................... February 3, 2014 82 
Comment Letter L5 California Department of Parks and Recreation ................... February 3, 2014 104 
Comment Letter L6 Native American Heritage Commission ............................... December 10, 2013 128 
Comment Letter L7 Caltrans District 12 .............................................................. December 20, 2013 134 
Comment Letter L8 Caltrans District 12 .............................................................. January 21, 2013 136 
Comment Letter L9 Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board ............... February 1, 2013 142 
Comment Letter L10 The Metropolitan Water District of So. California ................ January 27, 2014 154 
Comment Letter L11 California Native Plant Society ............................................ February 2, 2014 164 
Comment Letter L12 Orange County Fire Authority .............................................. January 30, 2014 180 
Comment Letter L13 Orange County Transportation Authority ............................. February 3, 2014 182 
Comment Letter L14 Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO) ................... January 30, 2014 184 
Comment Letter L15 Yorba Linda Water District .................................................. January 30, 2014 198 
Comment Letter L16 Orange County Sheriff’s Department ................................... January 31, 2014 204 
Comment Letter L17 City of Yorba Linda .............................................................. February 3, 2014 210 
Comment Letter L18 Engineering-Public Works Dept., City of Yorba Linda .......... February 3, 2014 318 
Comment Letter L19 Orange County Coastkeeper ................................................ February 3, 2014 324 
Comment Letter L20 Placentia-Yorba Linda Unified School District ..................... February 3, 2014 326 
Comment Letter L21 Friends of Harbors, Beaches and Parks ................................ February 3, 2014 340 
Comment Letter L22 The Gas Company ............................................................... December 23, 2013 370 
Comment Letter L23 Ehrman, Edward .................................................................. December 23, 2013 372 
Comment Letter L24 Buie, Charles ....................................................................... January 22, 2014 376 
Comment Letter L25 Bartels, Robert G. ................................................................ January 20, 2014 378 
Comment Letter L26 Tewksbury, Mary ................................................................. January 27, 2014 384 
Comment Letter L27 Macheel, Gary and Jacquelynn ............................................ February 1, 2014 388 
Comment Letter L28 Paul, Danny and Kim .......................................................... February 1, 2014 396 
Comment Letter L29 Nelson, Marlene .................................................................. February 1, 2014 432 
Comment Letter L30 Nelson, Marlene .................................................................. February 1, 2014 440 
Comment Letter L31 Nelson, Marlene .................................................................. February 1, 2014 450 
Comment Letter L32 Nelson, Marlene .................................................................. February 1, 2014 454 
Comment Letter L33 Kanne, Bob .......................................................................... February 2, 2014 460 
Comment Letter L34 Rehmeyer, Sharon and Ted .................................................. February 3, 2014 470 
Comment Letter L35 Rehmeyer, Sharon and Ted .................................................. February 3, 2014 484 
Comment Letter L36 Ensign, William and Cynthia ............................................... February 3, 2014 516 
Comment Letter L37 Kuan, David ........................................................................ February 3, 2014 526 
Comment Letter L38 Hosford, Karen .................................................................... February 3, 2014 532 
Comment Letter L39 Schlotterbeck, Melanie ........................................................ February 3, 2014 536 
Comment Letter L40 Kanne, Diane D. .................................................................. February 3, 2014 540 
Comment Letter L41 Newman, Ken ...................................................................... February 3, 2014 576 
Comment Letter L42 Thomas, Steve ..................................................................... February 3, 2014 582 
Comment Letter L43 Collinsworth, Van K. ........................................................... February 3, 2014 584 
Comment Letter L44 Schumann, Edward .............................................................. February 3, 2014 698 
Comment Letter L45 Johnson, Kevin K. ................................................................ February 3, 2014 718 
Comment Letter L46 Johnson, Kevin K. ................................................................ February 3, 2014 750 
Comment Letter L47 Johnson, Kevin K. ................................................................ February 3, 2014 756 
Comment Letter L48 Johnson, Kevin K. ................................................................ February 3, 2014 766 
Comment Letter L49 Netherton, Laurence ............................................................ January 30, 2014 778 
Comment Letter L50 Shute, Mihaly & Weinberger ............................................... February 3, 2014 802 
Comment Letter L51 Department of Conservation ................................................ February 11, 2014 998 
Comment Letter L52 Constance Spenger .............................................................. April 2, 2014 1006 
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Comment Letter L51 
Department of Conservation 
February 11, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Letter L51  
Department of Conservation  
February 11, 2014 

L51-1 The County acknowledges receipt of a letter from the California Department of Conservation 
(DOGGR) dated February 11, 2014. The letter was received after the close of the public 
comment period but responses are provided herein. A detailed summary of DOGGR 
Database well lease names is found on page 13 in the Phase 1 Environmental Site 
Assessment Report (Appendix I of the DEIR) consistent with the information presented in in 
the first row of the table on page 1 of the DOGGR comment letter. 

L51-2 Mitigation Measure Haz-2 requires the preparation of a Phase II Environmental Site 
Assessment (ESA) to be reviewed and approved by the Manager of OC Planning to identify 
the abandoned well locations prior to issuance of grading permits. All DOGGR available 
records will be researched in the preparation of the Phase II ESA. 
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L51-3 As noted on page 14 of the Phase I ESA, representatives from American Geotechnical, Inc. 
visited the site and conducted field observations of three active wells, four previously 
abandoned wells, five storage tanks, and numerous runs of active and abandoned oil 
conveyance piping. 

L51-4 Pursuant to the comment and to clarify the regulations that DOGGR implements concerning 
well operation and abandonment, refer to California Public Resources Code, Division 3, 
Chapter 1, Article 4, §3208 and §3208.1. Section 3208 establishes regulations and criteria 
for properly abandoning wells by requiring that steps be taken to isolate all oil-bearing or 
gas-bearing strata encountered in the well and to prevent subsequent damage to life, health, 
property, and other resources to the satisfaction of final inspection by the DOGGR. 
Section 3208.1 establishes criteria and regulations concerning well re-abandonment. Well 
re-abandonment can occur when the property owner on which a previously abandoned well 
is located proposes construction on the property that would impact the abandoned well. 
DOGGR consultation and final inspection concerning well re-abandonment is required prior 
to disturbance due to construction in the area of wells. Mitigation Measure Haz-4 requires 
the preparation and Remedial Action Plan (RAP) consistent with State law. 

L51-5 Refer to response to Comment L51-4. 

L51-6 Refer to response to Comment L51-4. 

L51-7 The Orange County Oil Code, Sections 7-8-1 through 7-8-53, requires the written evidence 
of DOGGR approval and compliance with state law of any well abandonment pursuant to 
Section 7-8-40 prior to Orange County approval. Since written approval by DOGGR is a 
requirement of Orange County Oil Code consistent with state law, the intent of the comment 
is incorporated into the Mitigation Measure Haz-1. 

L51-8 Page 5-412 Land Use and Planning (Section 5.9) is revised pursuant to the comment to add 
a reference to the applicable California Public Resources Code that specifies the role of 
DOGGR in supervising the drilling, operation, maintenance, and abandonment of tanks and 
facilities associated to oil and gas production. The intent of the DEIR remains the same. 

The operation and closure of the oil facilities is subject to California Public Resources 
Code, Division 3, Chapter 1, Article 4, Section 3106 and the Orange County Code, Oil 
Code, Section 7-8-1 through 7-8-53 of the Orange County Code of Ordinances. 

L51-9 Refer to responses to Comments L51-4 and L51-7. 
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L51-10 Information regarding DOGGR mandates and its role in the supervision of wells is noted. 
The information presented in the comment is consistent with the Mitigation Measures Haz-1, 
Haz-3, and Haz-4. 

L51-11 Information on previously plugged and abandoned wells and applicable State law is noted. 
The information presented in the comment is consistent with the Mitigation Measures Haz-1, 
Haz-3, and Haz-4. 

L51-12 The County of Orange Oil Code requires bonds pursuant to section 7-8-32 consistent with 
State law. The County of Orange Oil Code, section 7-8-30 and 7-8-40 requires evidence of 
written approval by DOGGR prior to any change to physical condition of any well. 

L51-13 State requirements for notice to witness all operations specified in the permit to change the 
physical condition of any well is required in Mitigation Measure Haz-4, which requires the 
preparation of a Remedial Action Plan (RAP) prior to the closure of any existing well. 

L51-14 State requirements for adequate safety measures to prevent unauthorized access to oilfield 
equipment specified in the permit to change the physical condition of any well is required in 
Mitigation Measure Haz-4, which requires the preparation of a RAP prior to the closure of 
any existing well. 
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L51-15 State requirements for plugged and abandoned wells that are damaged during excavation as 
specified in the permit to change the physical condition of any well is required in Mitigation 
Measure Haz-4 which requires the preparation of a RAP prior to the closure of any existing 
well. 
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Comment Letter L52 
Constance Spenger 
April 2, 2014 
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Response to 
Comment Letter L52 
Constance Spenger 
April 2, 2014 

L51-1 The County acknowledges receipt of a letter from Constance Spenger dated April 2, 2014, 
which is past the February 5, 2014 close of the public review period. Therefore, this letter is 
considered late. However, the County has included the following as its response to Ms. 
Spenger. 

The commenter provides historical and mitigation information specifically related to 
Braunton’s milk-vetch, a special status designated species plant. No specific comments were 
provided regarding the Proposed Project or environmental issues or concerns related to 
Braunton’s milk-vetch. Section 5.3- Biological Resources in the DEIR provides a complete 
analysis of Braunton’s milk-vetch, along with other special status species that occur on the 
Project site. The commenter is further referred to the following letters and responses: L3-3, 
L3-5, L3-15, L3-21, L4-2, L4-7, L5-, L11-15, and L11-16. 
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