GEORGE DEUKME

k$fATE OF CALORNIA—STATE AND CONSU/”~ st .ES AGENCY Y E _
17 (916) 427-4161
STATE FIRE MARSHAL ATSS 4664161
(916) 427-4186

7171 BOWLING DRIVE, SUITE 400
SACRAMENTO, CA 95823

(TDD only)

June 28, 1930

Mobil 011 Corporation
West Coast Pipe Lines
Att: Mr. Bill Ham
Project Coordinator
3700 West 190th Street
Torrance, CA 90509-2929

Re: Proposed M-70 pipeline replacement project

Thank you for meeting with Bob Gorham and Tony Lagunzad of our West
Covina staff on June 18, 1990 to discuss the review of your plans

.for the above project.

In response to your letter of May 21, 1990, and a follow—-up to the
meeting, a preliminary review by our staff of proposed valve
locations and spacings along the new M-70 line, (drawing

No. E-1223-c) indicates that Mobil 0il Corporation has adequately
designed the valve spacing and valve locations to 1imit the amount
of spillage. Additionally, valve placement locations as designed
meet the minimum (and in some cases exceed) reguirement of Part
185.260, Title 48, of the Code of Federal Regulations.

As you correctly pointed out in your letter, there are no
regulations presently requiring the spacing of valves on pipelines.
However, as you are aware, Senate Bill No. 268 and Assembly Bill
No. 385 which became effective January 1, 1990 regquire the
California State Fire Marshal to study the valve spacing
requirement and depth of cover reguirement of pipelines located in
urban areas and near railroad tracks and develop new regulations.
If the existing regulations are determined to be insufficient after
such study, then this office will issue new regulations which may
require additional valves or to increase or modify depth of cover

of pipelines within 500 feet of railroad tracks in urban areas such

your new proposed M-70 pipeline. The new regulations if issued,

may affect the proposed pipeline.

We support the efforts that Mobil has taken to replace the existing
M-70 pipeline. As you know the existing pipeline has had a history
of Jeaks. As a result of two leaks in late 1888, and in order to
minimize crude o1l spills on the pipeline, california State Fire

Marshal in a letter dated October 7, 1988 requested Mobil to take

;Cv—-

,

W. E. KAM < TFT

JE=

JUN2g®BO0 - r



Mobil ©i1 Corporation

certain remedial actions to prevent future failures on the said
pwpe11ne One of our recommendatwons was that Mobil was to develop
a time schedule for replacing selected segments of the pipeline
based on leak history, the cathodic protection studies, and other

safety data as approved by this office.

We are pleased to see Mobil making the effort to repliace the
existing M-70 1line with a new pipeline. If the pipeline 1is
constructed as designed it will improve the carrying capacity and
will have better integrity than that of the existing old line.

We would Tike to remind you that construction of the probosed
pipeline will be monitored by our staff for compliance with
California and Federal Pipeline Safety Regulations.

If you have any questions or further inguiries please direct them
to our staff engineer Robert Gorham of our West Covina ofTice at

(818) 337-9999.

St

JAMES WAIT
Acting Division Chief
Pipeline Safety Division

JW:CiS:mjh

cc: Kenneth E. Cude, LADOT
Suite 1600, City Hall
Los Angeles, CA 380012

Richard L. Borden, USFS
Angeles National Forest
701 N. Santa Anita Ave.
Arcadia, CA 91006-27898

Robert King,
Governor’s Office of P]ann1ng & Research

1400 10th Street
Sacramento, CA 85814

W. E. HAN
JUN2 8190
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OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY
(310} 202-58:

CITY OF CULVER CITY

4095 OVERLAND AVENUE, CULVER CITY, CALIFORNIA 90232-0507

NORMAN Y. HERRING
City Attorney

June 4, 1992

Dave Novitski, Esquire
Latham and Watkins

633 West Fifth Street

Suite 4000

Los Angeles, CA 90071-2007

RE:  Mobil Pipeline via mail and fax

Dear Dave:

I have met with Councilman Gourley and he has shared his
thoughts about his review of the franchise agreement. Before I suggest
those modifications or additional conditions, I would like to thank you for
your agreement to deliver the tax information so quickly. I have discussed
the appropriate formula for the franchise fee as it relates to the '
capitalization figure with the City auditor. He has requested to review the
tax bill to interpret whether the taxes paid by Mobil do, in fact, relate to
the request to reduce the capitalization rate from 10.5% to 9%

I have spoken to the City's appraiser, Norman Cantor, who has
reviewed the tax bills submitted by Mobil and he is unable to state that the
taxes paid by Mobil for its pipeline relate to the value of the right-of-way -
through Culver City. Thus, at this time, pending further review, it is the
City's position that 10.5% capitalization is correct.

Other points raised by Councilman Gourley, in which I concur are:
1. Mobil should demonstrate a claims procedure for resolution

of third party claims which sets out a time for review and resolution of
liability and damage issues. This procedure should be an additional
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Page 2

condition of the franchise and one which will be acceptable to the City
Attorney.

2. Mobil must identify contractors who will be performing
pipeline construction and related activities in Culver City, and the value of
those contracts as they relate to Culver City. This information will be
provided to the City Treasurer for Business Tax Certificate purposes as
required by Culver City Municipal Code Section 19-11.

3. The franchise should define the term repair as used
throughout the franchise. (e.g. as good a condition as the street, pipeline,
or other object was before the commencement of work or damage caused

by franchisees construction or operations)

4. Mobil should, in the franchise agreement, agree to cooperate
with the City in street repair and other underground activities in the
location of the pipeline. This would be stated as an affirmative duty and
most likely would be inserted in Section 2, Paragraph B.

5. Section 2, Paragraph B should also include indemnification
for use, ripture or other damage relating to the ordinary pipeline
operation.

6. Franchisee should agree in Section 2, C to compensate the
City for actual costs of processing and approval of any permits or
applications for repair, or street opening related to the pipeline.

7. Under Section 2, paragraph D, an additional financial
security should be an irrevocable letter of credit payable to the City which
would allow the City to draw such funds for repair after reasonable notice
to Mobil and non-repair by Mobil. This would be in addition to the
bonding requirement of $130 per linear foot.

8. Upon the alleged default of the franchise agreement, to
include non-compliance, with environmental conditions of the franchise,
the matter shall be submitted to binding arbitration pursuant to the rules of
the American Arbitration Association. Franchisee shall bear the costs of
arbitration. This would include alleged violations of sections 3, 6,7, and 8

Fl2]
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as well as all other affirmative duties of the franchise. Because there are
no penalty provisions other than for non-payment of the franchise fee, it is
submitted that for the franchisee to bear the arbitration costs is reasonable.

9. Section 11 A. should read:

"Grantee shall indemnify, defend, and hold City etc... This would
mirror the provisions of Section 11, B. In line 4 of paragraph B, strike
reasonable attorneys fees as it is redundant with later language of that

paragraph."

10.  Section 12, A 1 should include insurance for the construction
and operation of the pipeline within the City. Also, we should define
operation as used in the franchise. :

11.  Section 12, A 1(c) should include language that cancellation
or termination of insurance without a replacement policy being provided
shall be a default of the franchise. The form and amount of insurance shall

be subject to approval by the Culver City City Attorney.

-+ 12.  Section 16 - The City shall have the right to prior approval
for applications for transfer of the franchise rights which shall not be
unreasonably withheld. No vested rights not enumerated herein shall

accrue to the franchisee.

I know this is a mouthful of terms but after your review, I hope
you will agree most are non-controversial. We are scheduled to meet on
June 10, 1992, at 2:00 p.m. at my office. Hopefully, we can resolve most

of these issues at that time.

Very truly yours,

Llotsrden ? K4 Q’e 3{
NORMAN Y/HERRING

CITY ATTORNEY

NYH:vl

cc: (Pls. see next page)
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CC:

Councilmember Steve Gourley .
Mrs. Jody Hall-Esser, Chief Administrative Officer

Evelyn Keller, Deputy City Attorney
Sue McCabe, City Treasurer

PRINTED ON RECYCI FN PAPER




Mcbil Oil Corporation WEST GoAsT PipE

3020 OLD RANCH P.
SUITE 200
SEAL BEACH, CALIF

February 10, 1992

Norman Y. Herring, Esq.
City Attorney

City of Culver City

4095 Overland Avenue
Culver City, CA 90232-0507

Re:  Mobil M-70 Pipeline Project

Dear Mr. Herring:

Ruth, Dave, and I enjoyed mecﬁng with ypu and Evelyn Keller recently :
your offices. I am hopeful and feel confident that we can bring this matter to a
mutually acceptable and beneficial conclusion in the very near future.

quested several pieces of information. Packages

4deta1'h'ng the project and addressing the safety innovations utilized in pipeline
construction and operation will be provided to you Monday. You may wish to
distribute these materials to the City Council members and other members of the City

staff.

At our meeting you re

This letter will address three issues: how the fee proposed by Mobil was
derived; alternate provisions for the franchise to have an initial 5-year term with three
S-year option periods; and, to discuss Mobil’s position on the requested mitigation
measures set forth in the City’s correspondence with the Los Angeles Department of

Transportation,
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Mobil

Norman Y. Herring, Esq.
February 6,1992 . ..
Page 2

IHE FEE

The proposed fee of $3.75 per linear foot of 16-inch outside diameter
pipeline was based on a land-based formula employed by the City of Torrance. Mo
is agreeable to accept this formula and believes it provides the City the highest rate
return on a pipeline franchise currently employed by any jurisdiction within the State
California. The Torrance formula utilizes the value of abutting properties to determ:
the fee value of the land within which the franchise Lies. 25% of the fee value was
then used because the franchise being granted is for a subsurface temporary right-of-
way. Mobil would not be occupying the surface of the land, nor have any rights outs
of the temporary right-of-way other than for access as may be necessary for initial
construction and maintenance. A 4-foot wide right-of-way was chosen, which allows 1
inches on either side of the pipeline. A wider right-of-way would not make sense
because such would preclude the City’s use of the land within the right-of-way for oth
franchises or other uses. Once the value of the right-of-way had been established, a
rate of return was set, and this determined an annual franchise fee. Obviously, in the
method of calculation, the use of the land values is very subjective as is the rate of
return. While we believe that the land values utilized by the City of Torrance are
appropriate, the rate of return was arbitrarily high, being set at 12.5%. A rate of
return in the 6% to 7% range is probably more realistic. Also, a subsurface temporary
right-of-way is probably not worth 25% of the fee value. Nevertheless, recognizing thai
we wish to be good neighbors to the City of Culver City as well as with Torrance and
the other municipalities through which the pipeline passes, we are agreeable to $3.75

per linear foot.

THE TERM

We originally proposed a 20-year term. Recognizing your interest that at
a future date someone might be concerned that the franchise fee does not reflect what
Is currently being obtained by other municipalities, we propose an alternative. The
franchise would be granted for an initial term of five years with Mobil being granted
three 5-year options. The rate would be re-negotiated each term. We have drafted the
.enclosed language to allow this to occur. That language includes a replacement section
1.A as well as a replacement section 7.A. Under the provisions of Section 1.A, the
franchise would be renewable and the rate to be charged would be left open.
Recognizing that this may be an "agreement to agree," we have nevertheless included
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Mobil

7

Norman Y. Herring, Esq.
- Page 3

suggest that in this case, paragraph 7.B concerning an adjustment for a cost of livin
increase be deleted. Since the rate would be re-established every five years, and th
cost of living adjustment is generally not known until sometime after the second yea

the term, it would have little benefit.

MITIGATION

think it is best to review each of those proposed measures individually, because many
were picked up in the final EIR/EIS and the Findings adopted by the Board of
Transportation Commissioners (BTC). '

. Item 1 - The conditions are acceptable to Mobil. I believe an additiona;
mitigation measure that "Mobil would coordinate and consult with the City staff to
develop plans and specifications that will mitigate environmental concerns, traffic
concerns and parking concerns to the satisfaction of the City Engineer," would cover
not only this concern but a number of others including those set forth at paragraphs 1.

14, 16, 18, 21 and 22.

. Item 2 - These requirements are addressed in the mitigation measures set
forth in the BTC’s Findings, at mitigation measures PS-2 and T-7. The traffic plans
have already been reviewed by the City Engineer and approved.

. Item 3 - This mitigation measure is acceptable but we believe it is
adequately addressed at T-11.

. Item 4 - This mitigation measure is acceptable and will be added.
. Item 5 - We believe this is addressed at E-5.

e Item 6 - We believe this is addressed at AR-1(2).
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Mobil

Norman Y. Herring, Esq.

 February 6,1992 .
Page 4

Item 7 - We believe this is addressed at AR-1(3), (4) and‘(S).
Item 8 - We believe this is addressed at AR-1(3), (4), (5), and (6).
Item 9 - We believe this is addressed at AR-1(8), (9) and (10).
Item 10.- We beh’éve this is addressed at AR-1(7).

Item 11 - We believe this is addressed at N-2 and SE-1.

. Item 12 - We believe this is addressed at T-7, and with the traffic plan
approved by the City Engineer, see paragraph 1 above. _

. Item 13 - This mitigation measure is acceptable and should be substitute
for mitigation measure T-1 to the extent it is in conflict.

. Item 14 - We believe this-will be covered by the measures set forth in

paragraph 1 above.
. Item 15 - We believe this is addressed at SE-l._

. Item 16 - We believe this measure is addressed by measures SE-1, T-11,
and T-15 and also as discussed in paragraph 1 above.

Item 17 - We believe this is addressed at AR-1(11).

Item 18 - We believe these requirements are addressed at N-2, T-1, T-2,

and T-3 and as set forth in paragraph 1 above.

. Item 19 - We believe this is addressed in paragraph AR-1 but are
agreeable to the additional language as suggested.

. Item 20 - This condition is acceptable to Mobil.

Fr



.City. Another potential use is for the transportat

Mobil

Norman Y. Herring, Esq.
February 6, 1992

‘Page 5

Item 21 - We believe that this requirement has been addressed by the

City Engineer as discussed in paragraph 1 above.

. Item 22 - We believe this requirement has been addressed by the City

Engineer as discussed in paragraph 1 above.

. Item 23 - This condition is acceptable to Mobil.

Item 24 - We believe this has been addresséd at T-7.
. Item 25 - This is acceptable to Mobil.

. Item 26 - This is acceptable to Mobil.

. Item 27 - This is acceptable to Mobil.

. Item 28 - This is acceptable to Mobil.

. Item 29 - This is acceptable to Mobil provided the haul route specified |

the City provides access to the pipeline route.

. Item 30 - See the discussion immediately following Item 31.
. Item 31 - We believe this has been addressed at T-16.

With respect to Item 30, we request the City to reconsider its position.
While Mobil is willing to slurry fill the existing pipeline to the satisfaction of the City
Engineer, it may not be in the City’s best interests to require it. We have found that
numerous firms are interested in using idled pipelines as a conduit for fiber-optic cable.
If a firm would show interest, it would only be if the pipeline remained empty. In suct
a case, Mobil could quitclaim its interest in the pipeline to the City which might then

lease or sell the pipeline. This could generate substantial additional revenue for the
ion of reclaimed water. Under the

circumstances, we would be happy to work with you in identifying potential users of the

idled pipeline.
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_ Mobil

Norman Y. Herring, Esq.
February 6, 1992
~ Page 6

. I hope we will have the opportunity at our meeting of February 10 to
discuss these items. If we can reach agreement, I would be pleased to have Mobil’
lawyers draft up the proposed findings for review by the City of Culver City.

Thank you for your attention and cooperation.

Very truly yours,

of: b Mamy

W. E. Ham
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Section 1.A - Term of Franchise

This franchise is hereby granted to Mobil 0il
for a term o:

"~Corporation,whereinafter—referred“td”ae“GréﬁEee,
five years (the "Initial Term") from the effective date of th:
franchise. This franchise may be terminated by voluntary
surrender or abandonment by Grantee, or by forfeiture for non-
compliance of the terms and provisions hereof. Grantee shall
further have the option to extend this franchise for three
additional five-year terms (the "Subsequent Terms") for a fee
agreed to by the parties or determined to be reasonable in lig
of franchise fees then being charged by jurisdictions for righ
of~-way of similar size and type. Grantee may exercise its rig
to extend this franchise by notifying the City of its election
extend this franchise in writing no later than ninety days pric

to the expiration of the then current term.

Section 7.A

During the Initial Term, Grantee shall pay to the cCit

a base annual fee at a rate of $3.75 per linear foot of 16-inch

diameter pipeline. The first fee shall be paid upon acceptance

of the franchise and annually thereafter by the anniversary dat
If Grantee shall extend this franchise

of this franchise.
bursuant to Section 1.A, Grantee shall bPay on or before the Ffir:

day of any Subsequent Term the new annual fee agreed to by the
parties and on each successive anniversary date of the franchise

thereafter. ‘
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TABLE 2.3-2

ISOLATION VALVE LOCATIONS ON PROPOSED
M-70 PIPELINE SYSTEM

Distance
Reference Between
Milepost Valves Type of Method of
Marker Location (miles)  Valvel Operation?
0 Lebec Station - B R/M
C A
6.7 Peace Valley Road south 6.7 B RM
of Gorman School Road
14.3 Hungry Valley Valve - 7.6 B R/M
on Orwin Way, north
of Pyramid Lake
19.9 South side of Posey 56 B RM
Canyon Crossing C A
20.9 East side of Piru Creek 1.0 B M
North Crossing
224 South side of Piru Creek 15 B M
South Crossing C A
30.5 Interstate 5 Freeway Crossin g 8.1 B RM
34.7. Lake Hughes Road Crossing 4.2 B R/M
40.5 North of Santa Clara River 5.8 B RM
40.6 South of Santa Clara River .01 B M
41.0 Newhall Station 0.5 B R/M
C A
44.4 North of Santa Clara River 3.4 B M
South Fork
4.5 South of Santa Clara River 0.1 B M
South Fork C A
49.3 Sierra Highway 4.8 B M
C A

00951449/ 2.7
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LEBEC STATION Lebsec Aoad
l, ¢ KERN COUNTY
R Fle-acs Valley Road

Angeles Forest Route Variation
(Segments B1R, B, B2 In EIR/S)

T

LOS PADRES
NATIONAL FOREST

The Old Road, \
Chiquella Lans

Baiboa Blivd., \

Rinaldl St
o, s
Woodley Ave. L
\ T

!_I ‘, . "Lﬂ'

' SaTicoy Victory Bivd.,, b
_I Sepuiveda Bivd. .

Z T oy Encine © \ \

,/Culver Bivd., Sawtelle Bivd.,

’ Alley East of Sagrsll Way, , Sepulveda Blvd.
’/ Slauson Ave. \'

Ceantinella Creek Chanr
Inglewood Industrial Ave.,
Hyds Park Blvd., Ash !
Queen Strest

L-'\_ Inglewood Ave.

120th St. (or 142nd St.)
Prairie Ava

L.g TORRANCE REFINERY

PACIFIC
O CEAN

Redondo Beach -
: Torrancs

Z:J: Mi,; — Environmentally Preferred
Mobil M-70 Pipeline Route

Fi12%

ANGELES NATIONAL FORES
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TABLE 4.2.10-3

ADDITIONAL VALVE RECOMMENDATIONS
ON THE PROPOSED PIPELINE

Pipeline! Location? '
Segment (Milepost) Recommended Action

A . 35 Install check valve or remote motor-operated valve (MOV
control backflow from Tejon Pass.

B 9 Add remote MOV, south of the San Andreas Fault Zone

' isolate that segment within the zone and reduce maximum
spill potential.

C 16 Add remote MOV to protect Pyramid Lake water supply a
reduce maximum spill potential,

D 183 Add remote MOV and check valve to proiect Pyramid Lak
water supply and reduce maximum spill potential.

D 19.5 Relocate MOV currently proposed at MP 20.0 (install chec.

' valve at MP 20.0 as proposed) to MP 19.5; add check valve
remote MOV to further protect Pyramid Lake water supply.

G 444 Upgrade proposed manual valve on the north side of the
South Fork of the Santa Clara River to include remote
operation capabilities to protect biologically sensitive area.

I 61.5 Add remote MOV midway between Saticoy Station and Los
Angeles River valve to reduce maximum spill potential.

J 65.0 Add check valve or remote MOV to proposed manual block
valve at Sepulveda and Vista Valley Boulevard to prevent
backflow from Mulholland Grade and protect Los Angeles
River.

K 69.9 Add remote MOV to reduce maximum spill potential into
West Los Angeles.

L 86.7 : Upgrade proposed manual valve at 142nd Street and

Hawthorne Boulevard to a remote MOV to reduce maximum
spill potential.

' Pipeline segments are shown on Figure 4.2.10-1. :
*  Milepost locations are approximates. Final locations should be determined based on detailed

engineering and consideration of access and land availability, - L“
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SUMMARY: M-70 PIPELINE REPLACEMENT PROJECT

THE PROJECT: Replacement of approximately 95 miles of
existing underground crude oil pipeline, wi
diameters ranging from 10 to 16 inches, fro

~ near Lebec to Torrance. New pipeline will
aAstate-of-the-art system with: (1) superio
anti-corrosion sealants molecularly bonded
the pipe; (2) a uniform 16-inch diameter to
allow use of an electromagnetic safety senst
probe to detect pipe weaknesses before
failure can occur; (3) an enhanced 24-hour
electronic surveillance system to quickly

detect and locate leaks or ruptures; and (4)
installation of additional valves to 1imit

~any spill.

PROJECT USE: Tfénsport of heavy crude oil from San Joaqui

Valley 011 fields to Mobil's refinery in
Torrance, which produces 12 percent of atl

gasoline consumed in Southern California.

CONSUMER VALUE: Provides safer, more environmentally-sound
system to transport California domestic crude
0il to serve Southern California consumers.

- | E\25



TRAFFIC AND NOISE
CONTROLS, ACCESS
AND SAFETY:

e

Standard diameter permits use of state-of-
the art safety sensor probe (electromagnet

~internal inspection device) to detect pipe

weakness far in advance of leak.

Added sensors and valves in computerized
monitoring system enhances 24-hour-a-day
surveillance of all pipeline segments,
permitting rapid shutdown to avoid/cohtain
spills caused by external damage.

A1l pipe joint welds X-ray inspected and
certified by independent contractor.

Continuation of frequent visual inspection
pipeline route by ground and aerial patrols

Extensive 0il spill containment/restoration

plan distributed to and coordinated with al

local, regional, state and federal public

agencies along the route.

Construction superintendents at each site,
plus special mitigation monitoring personnel
on hand, to assure speedy, trouble-free
completion of construction.

“Steel plates placed over trenches as soon as

they are dug to protect pedestrians and to
provide access to driveways; parking Tots an

intersecting streets.

Flagpeople, signs, barricades, fences and
traffic cones direct pedestrian and vehicula

C13b

traffic as needed.



PO Box 39A40, Los Angelas. CA ©0039
(213) 222-5951 «

RE: Mobil M-70 Pipeline Replacement Projec:

Dear

The Coalition Against the Pipeline is currently involved
separate legal challenges to Mobil 0il Corporation's M-70 Pi
Replacement Proiect. The proiect invelves Zonstructicn o!
mile iine from Lebec in Kern County to Mobii's Tofrance ref
The project line parallels an existing smaller capacity
only some places and thus involves an essentially new line
will be 16" in diameter and will carry from 95,000 to 1.
barrels of crude ojj per day into the Southern California ar:
refinement.

One of our legal challenges was based upon the Calit
Environmental Quality Act. A superior court judge denied
challenge., so we have appealed. The case is presently pendi
the Court of Appeal, State of California. :

The other challenage 1is bresently pendina before the Reqg
rorester, U.S. Forest Service, San Francisco, California.
appeal is based upon the National Environmenta] Protectior
(NEPA). We expect a resuit by about November 15, 1991, after
it may be nNecessary to appeal to Washingten. D..oC.

The purpose of thisg letter is to briefly state the most impo;
environmental concerns denerated by this proiect. It is our
that elected officials can be persuaded to appeal the Dre¢
themselves to Washington if thisg becomes necessary.

What follows is a list of our primarv concerns about the »

project.
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//Firstly, the pipeline will feed an %%iééf refinery. Mobli.
Torrance facility was recently the subject of a major laws!

brought by the City of Torrance. One concern addressed Ly thatl

itigation involves the fact that this refinery uses a chemic
process that could result in the deaths of hundreds of thcusands
the event of an accident producing release of hydrefluoric acic
the gas tnat created the Union Carbide catastropne at Bhop:
were the- subject-of-a-—-recent-a2xpose-by -t

"I Thdia . T Thésé concerns’

"Los Angeles limes:

More generally, construction of new pipelines simply quarante
that the South Coast region will continue to be a center for ol
refinement. This is unacceptable. This region already tops EP2?
non-attainment list for air pollution and is certain to axperier
intensified pollution from population increases alone. our ar
cannot sustain such a future any longer.

S

Thirdly, the project line will substantially increase Mobil's
pipeline capacity into Southern California. This poses a potenti
threat of increased refinement in the region. although Mobil b
maintained that no such increase is contemplated.

\"‘—k—-——-._«

Fourthly, the project line runs immediately beside the Jens
Filtration Plant, the MWD's facility at which more than 80% of L
Angeles County's water is made potable. It also travels near t
Van Norman Reservoir. These areas are known for severe eartngua
iiguefaction. A rupture in this area could create catastrorn
conseguences. Mobil was required. by the Environmental 1Impa
Report/Statement (EIR/EIS) to increase the thickness of 1
pipeline .in-the vicinity of this plant. However, thetre~are stro
indications._that- this has_not_been done. ‘dlthough the pipeline
already in place in the plant area. Further., it is our positi
that merely increasing pipeline thickness is inadequate in areas
potential water contamination, where the 1ine should be doub
hulled, as was required of the Alyeska Pipeline. The environment
review process did not impose such a requirement upon Mobi
however. and thus does not adequately protect the public. Nor d
Bit require installation of an adequate number of shut-off wvalve
1which are to be remotely controlled from Texas.
A fifth concern involves the fact that Mobil will be allowed
leave its old pipeline in the ground except in the Angeles Nation

FOrest. The fact ThHat the US Forest Service required the o

line's removal supports our concerns that abandonment of the o
line could present additional significant environmental risks. T
abandoned line will continue to exist under streets of Los Angele

Cculver City, Inglewood, Hawthorne, Lawndale and Torrance.

Actually. the threshold concern involves the fact that the
appears to be no need for this project at all. Mobil claims th

its existing fTne had ruptured in several different lccations a
thus required replacement. However, the EIR/EIS did not discus

~-2-
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the aiternative of replacing defective line segments in

anticipation of rupture and only addressed the nseudeo-alter
of patchinag up a ruptured line after a disaster has already
‘place. The obijectivea necessity for this proiect has thus

been verifijed. S

. . P
ed—about—the rtegrity—of the

_We ars also seriously concerp
The EIR/EIS Was prepared by :

< - .
i environmental review process.

g consultant from HE@}1,“§Hd“tﬁé“fééd“aceh5ies (i.e.. the City ¢
" Angeles and the U.S. Forest Service), have rubber stampe
conclusions. This does violence to the public interest and t

entire process.

The integrity of the construction Process that 1is curr
underway is also subject to serious question. Mcbil has
allowed to hire its own contractor to take required X-ray

,LPipeline welds. This means that the construction process' s:
[is not being independently verified,. Additionally, the State
Marshall's office, which is charged with overseeing construct

sdfety, has thusfar condug;ad_iagggggégg_ipSDeCtiOﬂS-

An additional concern Is that this is not the only pipeline pla
for the Southern California region. The Pacific Pipeiine pro
contemplates a 20" line to be operated by a consortiun
companies, including Exxon (of Exxon Valdexz fame), Chevron, Te
and others. The cumulative effect of such pipelines upon
futurse air guaiicy is pctentiallv'staqqerinq.

B

the line as -rapidly as poss.

0 miles of line within the ¢
penc

Mobil is proceeding :o construct
"/ and has already instal]eq neariy |
V{of Los Angeles, aven though wvarious appeals are still

before the Forest Service.

=149
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Mobil Oil Corporation has already begun construction of a 16-
100 million dollar oijl pipeline that is designed to carry he
sour crude oil 92 miles south from Lebec to Mobil's Torr
,W?Eﬁiﬂézx;wthiswpipeLineMwil1dpasswthoughmthEVCurver”CTtY“an
i y from 95.000 to 135,000 barrels of oil per

This is a 50% increase over the amount of oil that travels thr
Mobil's present pipeline, which also runs under Culver City.

fCaTNeT

The Coalition Against the Pipeline is challenging the adequac

. the Environmental Impact Report for this project. The case
currently before the Court of Apreal, where the Coalition
appealing a lower court ruling. o

The pipeline will run right down Sepulveda Blvd., Culver Bl
Sawtelle Blvd and Segrell Way in Culver City.

The City Council will have a hearing on . this project. At

meeting on June 9, 1992, the Inglewood City Council heard testim
from an engineer questioning the safety of Mobil's leak detect
system for the line. Information gathered by “the Gene
Attounting Office indicates that between 1977 and 1986, over 16,
pipeline accidents were reported to the Department

Transportation, resulting in 2,769 injuries and 299 deaths in ¢t]

period.

—

————

{ Others have pointed out that this pipeline, like the one it is
- replace, will feed Mobil's Torrance refinery, which has been dogc
. by safety problems resulting in soil and ground water contaminati
\ and expensive law suits., According to the Los Angeles Time
September 12, 1991, the City of Torrance, which sued Mobil ov
this refinery, alleged in court papers that the Mobil refinery
use of hydrofluoric acid could lead to a major life threateni
| catastrophe if an earthquake or other cause were to trigger t
’ release of this toxic chemical--a chemical "which can form
,lethal, ground-hugging cloud when spilled [and which] serious
injures and kills at very low concentrations.” (Times, 9/12/91).
And as a general point, building pipelines here perpetuates o
refinement in Southern California.

——

Major elected officials who have opposed Mobil's Pipeline projec
include: Assemblypersons Curtis Tucker, Richard Katz, Gwen Moore
Tom Bane and Richard Polanco, State Senator Art Torres, ar
Congresspersons Maxine Waters, Mel Levine, Mervyn Dymally, Howar
Berman, Henry Waxman, Barbara Boxer, and U.S. Senator Pau
Wellstone. Will the City Council listen to the concerns of thes

elected representatives or to Mobil?

M OEALL, COME TO THE COUNCIL MEETING AND VOICE YOUR OPINION:
ST TN 7,30 DM, TULY T3

City Hall, Culver City, 4905 Overland Avenue, Culver City, CA
CALL the Mayor and Counci] Members NOW at (310) 837-5211

Michele Grumet, Coalition Against the Pipeline: F:\L—{C

rTY - %



REFINERY: Brief Alleges

Hazard

CFtl(Frees

~  Seot /3 /

sat Torrance Plant

Here ure selected excerpts and summaries of a

confidential druft of the argunients the cily of
Torrunce mude o Year ago in ils land mark public

1T nusance lawsuil against the Mobil refinery. Filed

Excerpts from Torrance’s Arguments

Mobil's use of independant contractors:

® On July 15, 1988, two explosions involving - - -

~ “outside contract workers disrupted work at the

} = V=i fmvea ey ol Moy
refinery The SCEORG-6Re - HTrvel virgcarcat

LN

N

almost 2% years ugo, the case never wenl fo trial, and
all of the documents the city gathered during 13
months of trial preparation were kept secret. This is
the public's first look at what the city believed in
October, 1990, were the most compelling reasons for
seeking court -ordered regulation of the sprawling
refinery in ndrtheast Torrance. A conscent decree
signed that October avoided a trial. Mobil agreed to .
modify or phase out the use of highly tozic
hydrofluoric acid by the end of 1997, and accrept the
appointment of an outside safety adviser to monitor

refinery operations.

“*Mobil. . . poses a public nulsance’":

® One million people live within a few miles of the |
refinery, and three schools and several hospitals are\/
within one- third of a mile, Fires, explosions and
otheraccidents at the refinery have injured scores
of persons on- and off-site, and have killed at least

six people since 1979,

® The refinery has emitted toxic fumes and
noxious odors that have sickened workers and
necarby residents, hospitalized schoolchildren and
caused street closures. And it has sprayed oil that
has spotted “pets, lawns, houses, hanging laundry

and cars.”

“Regulatory effarts fall short’;

= Mobil has internally acknowledged
responsibility for the hydrogen sulfide release that
sent eight students and two teachers at Magruder
Middle School o the hospital in March, 1989, but has
Never revealed that to the South Coast Air Quality
Management District, and has never been cited for a
Ppollution violation. When prosecuted for pollution
violations, Mobil generally pleads no contestand
paysnomore than 31,500 in fines,

® Mobil, whose net profits are $4 million to $8
mitlion per month, considers the $900,000 annually
it paid the AQMD in 1988 and 1989 for excess
cmissons a cost of doing business.

i L, . f
repairs’insiead of spending money to implement a

Chemical Co., killed one worker and seriously
burned two others. In May, 1889, Mobil rehired the

same contractor—which had changed its name 1o

Erikson En vironmental - despite its’poorsafety
record “simply because they charged lower rates
than other potential contracters for this job.”

® Mobil and other refirieries hire contractors
because they are cheaper by the hour and relicve
the refineries of paying for employee benefits. Mobil
“also hires contractors in order to altempt to
distance itself from liability suits and eriminal and
civil regulatory enforcement actions, LT

“Mobil’s longstanding disregard of safety:"

® “Mobil's own documents admit that the
Torrance refinery is one of Mobil’s oldest refineries
and that management makes only ‘Band-Aid

ftrong preventive maintenance program and to
replace potentially hazardous equipment. . . .” ,
~® A 1988 chart prepared by Mobil showed that 62
of the refinery's 85 storage tanks have been used
since before 1950, despite having a useful life of only! L
13 years. Some moved to Lhe site in the 1930s were
still in use at the beginning of 1990.
= Mobil's headquarters managementin Fairfax,
Va., strongly objected to Torrance management'’s
request Lo double-bottom six particular Slorage
itanks. “The refinery was criticized for not sharing
management's ‘philosophy’ regarding repairs. . . .
. ® Flammable hydrocarbons have sceped into Lhe
refinery’s fire waler and steam system, which are
intended to snuff out flash fires and cool process
units during major blazes. On occasion, "employecs
Lried Lo use the systems Lo put out small fires und
ended up spraying oil, not water, on the fires.”

*Mobll has repeatedly failed to meet reporting
requirements';

s Do ringa legislative inquiry, Mobil claimed only
32injuries from 1980 1o 1989. But documents show A
there were 392 injuries from 1985 to 1988 alone.

i



A city pancl OKs an

. oi!-compnny project that

has potential for causing
harm, if not disaster;
why can't we appeal?

By LAURA L LAKE

Here's a Pipeline We Don’

tored the pinject, 1o chal-
lenge itin the enarty,

No one Kupporta more ol
deliveries by tanker, Nnr
should any one support more
oil refining In this unhealthy
alr basin, If Santa Barbara iy

v Rmart enough 1o 32y no, s0
thould we. There are other

he "heslth of our air _basin

ia

o _,,,,,v,.EchmalLvearrllcﬂnrlhe“all"ih' "
[ Kemn County, or ship It 1n] |

“of pipeline

Nol since the Laneces fnen
Ue in 1987 has there bzen 4
mental isgue that Invatves g
&rcas and econamie groima.
cross-scction of jta populatio
poor. all races and neighbx
Impacted. The San Fernando
the Westside are equally »;
having strects lorn up and by
] fuptures near h

! ir—baxtn-
[ened by oll-refinery pollutton,

i

. - our slreels, our air and

E Imperiled by Mobil Cil's planned

82-mile pipeline from the Dak-
" ersficld area 1o Torrance. Thia “replace-

.. ment” pipeline will. tra verse 26
the city of Ios Angeics:
16-inch line wouid ha ve & much greater

.. CBPaCily thun_the 0. .. _

inch oneit is 1o replace.
Il weareever 1o achieve
. healthy air for our chil-
~." dren, we must not bring
more oil into this air
* basin for the purpose of
Increasing refining ea-
pacity.
The public deserves
o know what this and
related ojl pipelines
" {others will be be routed
. 8long Southern Pacific
N . &nd Santa Fe railrcad
rights of way) will do to

- our chlldren. Unlike

. four years 3go when the
" proposed 135-mile An-
geles  Pipeline from’
Kern County ta Los An-
geles Basin refinerieys
wag defealed by the _
mayor and City Council,
the Mobil pipeline ig be-
ing . approved without
¢ouncil action. Qur local
government Is asleep at
the switch.

< On April 1], the City
Tranaportation Com-

The new

MOBICOICPIFEL(N

miles of

Texas via the All-American Pipelinc.y

Office of- Water Reeyeling.

Especially in Los Angeles, clean ajr is

T

0
' 7 Fibnore fag_~— el
:ﬂ:%‘ Clara

segment

, Mission agreed tg 2 new
"16-inch pipeline in order
for the City 1o receive g
. Mmere £352,000 per year
from Mobil, Surely our
health and the environ-

- ment are fdr more pre-
clous. And consider who

throuzh LA,

"made the [ina] 'decigion
for the city —nol the
mayor or the City Coun-
ol, but the transperta.

tion commissioners appointed by

Bradley. And we are lold
tppealing this action,
" This s nonsonse. There

public debate. Surely the council could
Inatrit Cily Attarney James K. Hahn,

Fity Aty

the only elected

Mayor
there Is no 4

l/)

V refineries iy

must be a

. Wt
=] % s
. o
_RoscoE = ?
eLyD’ 5
8 .
ToRY :
oy vicroay /) stvp 'a

Approved l
26-mlis

SFPULYTDA
0‘ ~ BLyn.

$ . VINKCE
vo.

over 1}
UCLA's

Just as damaglng
lungs of afMient enasty

intand SMOC i o the et

Ycars by Dr. Roger Detels of
School of Public Health has

- __f"f' Lo_g_god Pfeallh. A {tudy conducted
E

-MATY MOCDY 7 lo'-lhg_sm Yney

to the !

residents a.«_]l

. development of

¢ While & tanker of pipeline a
always g poasibility, incregsed

accortding-to the city’s—[tion-ls & certainty When 6i) e

increased,
Mobll says the pipcline b1 1c
tankers, that 1’ does not s
~10re are—raitn
don't hald your
Plans chang, =
change, anlf p
Mobil expands
T IU buys some o8
offsets and em
credits and we |
done deas!,
Beyond the dire
pact of tearing u
tong of Sepulved
Balbca boulevard,
“replacing” the ex
pipe, which keeps
. luring, the long-
| ,threst to the env
1 ment Includes the p
bility of more rupt:
The " control “system
the new pipeline wi:
operated out of Tex:
Imagine the polen
delays In eulls for
emergency shut-dow

A we're concert
about aur :shildre
well-belng, Lo say nol
Ing of our own, let's
our oppeasition
known, We need
8peak up lo the Y.
Forest Service, the L
Angales Unified Scho
Distrct, the countly an
clity of Los Angcles an
olher eitjes throug
which this plpeline wij
Pasw. It is not oo )ate t
stand up for clean ajr—
and clean beaches —and
for an encrgy policy that
tncourages pgasoline
tonsorvation and the
alternative clean fucls,

o
3

N a—
Laure L, Lake who teachex wmudron-

mental -science gng enginsiring gt
HICLA's Schant .a

al n.re
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Torrance and the Mobi{l-”eﬁnery =

The Mobi} Qil Corp. refinery oceupics
aboul 750 acres in northeast Torrance und is
Lthe city's largest laxpuyer and landholder.
The plant has 1,000 ful -time workers and a
varicly of contractors. R

‘The refinery, which openced in 1929, was
rebuilt in the late 19G0s. It cun process
130,000 barrels of crude oil and produce
90,000 to 100,000 barrels of gasuline daily,
about 13% of the gasoline consuined in
Southern Californja. e

7 isthevnly mijsFeefinery in the region

al uses hydrofluoric acid o make gasoline.
Oil industry tests in 1986 showed Lthat a
1,000- gallon spill of hydrofluoric acid could
produce a toxic cloud lethal to ail exposed Lo :
itwithina range’of ﬁ\'/“c"'milc‘S."Mobﬂ_L}"j)icully T
. [ ( . - N sppet

;t‘gf::{;ﬁft”"‘”ed 29.000 gallons of the acid Fire rages after explosion at the Mobil refinefy in 1987. The fire inj

The refinery has had two major fires in 12
years,

In 1979, three people were killed, including
aleen-age molorist whose car stalled i g
cloud of butane gas that drifted over
Crenshaw Boulevard from the tank farm.
When she restarted her engine, the large
cloud ignited; she and two refinery workers
were latally burned.

On Nov. 24, 1987, the refinery unit that
uses hydrofluoric acid exploded. ‘I'he 17 -hour
fice at the alkylation unit injured 10 and
caused $17 million in damage. About 100
pounds of hydrofluoric acid were released,

adequalte.

# There were two more worker deaths in
1988, onc of them in a fall. The seeond
happened July 15, when the refinery
experienced Lwo explosions. In the more
serious incident, chemicals in a Lank Leing
cleaned exploded, killing one worker and
seriously burning two others.

= During 1988, Lhe federal Occupational

- Safety and [Health Administration condueted
twoinvestigations at the plant. ‘The inquiry
into the 1987 alkylation unit fire found four
“serious violalions” of federal safety

BON April 7, 1489, Torran
asking the Supcerior Court
refinery a public nuisance ay
regulate it. A confidentiality
provided that alf material sh
landmark case be keplscere

¥ 0n Oct. 18, 1990, Lefore
Torrance halted its suit i re;
agrecing lo a consent decree
operations. The deeree's chie
Molal's modifying or phasing
hydroftuoric acid by the end
appointment of a safety advis

apparently harming no one.

regulations. OSHA defines a serious violation

It was after that accident that Torrance
officiuls began to raise question
procedures at the refine
summary of the maj

then:

h

® The Torrance City C
ired an outside consultant study the

ouncil, in May, 1988,

s about safety
ry. Hereisa
or developiments since

asone “where thereis g substantial

Mobil paid a $4,000 fine.

covered Lhe entire plant, began in

probability that death or serious physical
harm eould result and where the employer
knew, or could have known, of the hazayd,”

= 'The second OSHA investigation, which

refinery safety. A retired juedy
agreement, which will hem ¢
through 1997,

& On May 130, the judge picke
adviser Westinghouse Flectri
preference. Torrance ulfickils,
spent$ L danillion on the Law sy
disappaintment i the chowee.

Scptember, 1988, 14 led 1035 citations of
Mobil, including 12 for serious violalions.
Mubil has contested the findings.

B On Sept. 3, Westinghouse »
safely adviser, who hegan wor
van office in Cy press.

refinery and later ordered Mubil to write a
risk -management prevention plan. City
officials concluded that neither report was

'Whatever vali
may have bee
contentsin th

history. Whatey
about the refir

its employees a

to describe the |

the preser

‘I believe that there have
been modifications
made that address some
of the issues of concern
to the city . . .

Certainly we're not *
hearing the explosions
or seeing the big puffs of

smoke as frequently.’ JIM CARBONE]

Mobil spokesm
KATY GEISSERT
Turrance mayor PRI < - |

. Pucieny

=S [HIE
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Environment: The cheniical, used at ol
. | '

2fineries, could cause a ‘Bho “m—-_;ﬁo

isaster,” a board member says.

| |

y GEORGE STEIN

MES STAFF WRITER

{-1)= 176

: |
Declaring that the riskg of hy _.o::olnh acid are
nacceplable in urban Los Angeles |County, ithe South
oast Air Quality Managemenl Dislricl on m.lﬁ__m% became
te first government agency in W:x» noE:J,_~ to move
ward ~hasing oul the hazardous chemical at four oil
tfiner  .nd a major industria] plant. m
Despile abjections [rom industry, the air qualily agency
*La tentative deadline of Dec, 31, 1994, for m:j_m:m::m the
:id at the five largest users in Los Angeles County —four
il wm.::mn_mm and a refrigerant manufa turing plant.
“Since a less lethal substitute for, {the acid] is generally
vailable, we can lotally eliminale the Fisk of g w:ovm_-_:ﬁm
isaster due to hig deadly n:w:;nm_.: said Edward

amarena, the AQMD's depuly nxo.nc_:ﬁ &8_29.. refer-
i i

<ty
-
-

ring Lo the December, 1984, disaster when toxic gas leaked
from a pesticide plant in Bhopal, India, killing more than
2,000 people. .

The 11-1 vote came after a lwo-year study triggered by
major oil refinery accidenty involving the acid in Torrance
and Texas. Only Los Angeles County Supervisor Mike
Antonovich, an AQMD board member who argued that the
move would eliminate jobs, voted against the proposal.

Before the proposal can be finalized, the AQMD will hold
public hearings and draft an environmentlal jimpact state-
ment in a process Lhat could take up lo a year. .

Arguing for the move, Los Angeles City Councilman
Marvin Braude said the acid “has been demonstrated Lo be
a serious Lhreat to public health. It is a gas Lhal floals near
the ground, causing serious health problems, If we were
notl Lo proceed. . . we would be irresponsible.”

After the vole, Torrance Mayor Katy Geissert, who had
urged the AQMD to eliminate bulk use of the substance,
said she was pleased Lhat it was so one-sided.

In recommending the phase-out, AQMD staff members
stressed the extreme loxicily and volalility of the sub-

stance, which vaporizes at room lemperature and is more

.

el

otes to Ban Hydrofluor

poisonous than hydrogen_cyanide, the gas used in Cal
nia's dealh chamber. Fumes {rom one teaspoon of hy
fluoric acid inside a small apartment could result in ¢
or serious injury. '

The major-users, all of them localed near reside
neighborhoods, typically have thousands of gallon
hydrofluoric acid in slorage and in process installat
The AQMD said the five sites normally have 12(
gallens on hand.

Staff members presented computerized predictions i
cating a major release from any of the five facililies w
spread life-threatening concentrations for several mil
even if water sprays and other salely equipment wo
flawlessly. The staff said that thousands of residents
the [ive [acilities could suffer respiratory ailments, blis
ing and other health problems.

Camarena said a review of accidents involving hy
fluoric acid proves that major releases can and do oc
despite safety precautions—even though industry

assessments calculate thal such accidents are extrer
unlikely.

DN
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Continued from,
“Even with 1 .ng, even with
safety equipment, you can never
eliminate human error,” Camarena
said. ~ ’ o
s ,\Cpp‘vertjng,t_he,__fou; refineries to
less-volatile sulfuric acid will cost
$100 million—amounting to 1 to 2
cents a gallon of gasoline if passed
on o consumers—according to
AQMD estimates. The AQMD said
the refrigerant manufacturer
Would have

that could cost $18 million, because
there is no known alternative for

its process.

i yus-
ing the substance are the Mobil
refinery in Torrance, Ultramarin
Wilmington and Golden Wast and
Powerine in Santa F&Springs. The
refineries use hydrofluoric acidasa
catalyst to boost the octane of
unleaded gasoline. Alljed Signal
uses it to manufacture hydrochlo-
rofluorocarbon refrigerants in its
Plant in E! Segundo.

Attorney Sharon Rubalcava,
representing the four ojl refineries,
argued that the risks of. using
hydrofluoric acid are minimal and
that ongoing risk-reduction pro-
grams will lead to evep greater
safety. She said converting to sul-
- furic acid would increase transpor-
tation risks and create air pollution
because it takes 100 times as,much

ﬁ_“ép Tk

acid to do the same procf”

Rubalcava also conten. 4 the air ¢

quality agency lacks the legal au-

~thority to regulate the acid, a

contention” agency attorneys dis-
. puted. _ L
Federal investigators have sajd
that human error was the cause of
the 1987 accidents at the Mohil
refinery in Torrance and the Mara-
thon refinery in Texas City, Tex.,
that triggered the AQMD's study of
-hydrofluoricacid;~—

1) & )
Angeles County Department o
Health Services, who headed the
AQMD task force studying the

R v

dCId, 5414 3 E d
4,000 people living near the Mara-

thon refinery were exposed to ¥g

dangerously high concentrations of
acid fumes during the accident. He

quoted one observer who said,

“The plume looked like a silver
blanket creeping along the ground
at knee height.”

One thousand of the people end-
ed up in hospital emergency rooms
and more were turned away be-
cause of overcrowding, he said.
More than 100 were hospitalized
and some show continuing health
effects, he said,

During the Mobil explosion,‘ e

which was felt five miles away, 100
pounds of acid were released, but
the fumes did not affect anyone
outside refinery grounds. -




TTe——

=t PROPOSED
ROUTE

s BN Blresgtt
<o g the beaung o lakea ay the pipcline

T SO Eaameny 1, _._o.:_. n moves i e Kfound in fesponse 1o
LEEWADDING Wy han made the new |y

EXISTING
T nourr
. ‘e eamier g n:»:a.:a temperagyse OF presayre
Iht el ompany 10 PAY & highey Lol I P9 Angeles’ Fire Marahaj anq And on cerpan pelines, fke Mo, .
LT IV TP C:J_Q.Q.i:, a led the cny .?.!_452-_53 Depare. 3, 0 mug e Capable of furviving
. - 1 fthe NERSULGn) ciiliming e DL have been Unabashed sup. high
dismag Petloymer N s sutinfag i

temperaturey Mobil's 4y
P Iranchiee Afiee.

Mrlen ailing (he Fepeated (ailiyrge “hot™

ol hing, 4p Which the arry

.. R el L WL then g ley] auagg will of the Ostng hne Crude :,.:..;2_ up o 180 degrees 1o

My My RON tvin Protably recommengd "pprova] Although “Pponente of (he Pro1- keepn Nowing,

d TRACLY K AP A COE oty plangy, # dirccior Michnel £t bandeqd together aa the Conly. Over ne Yeare, Molt exper;-

TN A ey, G inrimeon tion Agamat (he Mpetine, have mented ::.:nn?-—:_; with a vany.

. . Mled auig o block construcuun, 1he ety of Contingy <<_.:5n i the

Muer crie ol futhey from 2 o COUNUING (hrea of *pulls from (he ndustey  pubicanon Gl & Gag

LW pipeling gy Dl Creci gn In making (p, Cane for (he PP exinting |y, hes almasg surely conq Journa

Granada e Apnl, 1906 Matyg ect| Mobil hag 5234 e nyew Prpchine them Al

(M Corp FULhL 10 anngre fpehne ]

Fegulatory that it had thingu wey) n T ———
hang,
In s detier 10 the Stage Fire In .—.?:s:n&.

I;.‘n.:.._.._ office, Moty| dracribeq of tha _19,23
U femk ay AN sr0lated Incideng

condivons, Jj
Crirmed by COrTONng prf binmed to tha —u_ﬁ :
AN ancflecyve pPipe conling {he

Nunn Wrote, “have fajled o reach |
e ] // full expectationg ™

mpany no 100K er Lipey . .

~ But iy the neyy lew YEATE, Minre Wl

feature ..-:.:..57-2

Along with Coaling ?._5:.
Portiong of the pipehine are 50 Carelesa mintakes May have been a
CMTOOMM Jenky ACCurred gy prpe roating myrtem, las wely 28 other Yeurs obd— g qocy ollicials of Motn) facior 1 e of the Motul seey.
Protecied 1y COPUNES Ihatl e *alely impooyern AIE] Al the Fype Marshai'y office are
Poppmed g e hetier The pinay it wih Mobil pomed 1y LIVTS]
ANt wag g dan 07, when 7400

dents. For CXample, after the loag,

M0k 10 menginn But ather eXperiy Encing Ml olficials discovered’

..:E,:.:n.x:_. It r mams  be feen 23y age alone m no CXCULE — thay a that the uptured Pipe had been

Aalbong of Lrry eryae lowey from il the new mpehihe wyp) 2void the Pipehine properly inklalled and laid on top of o ateel waler line,

b ok pp rpe <-_2.n_n. Botne of i provfiemy that haye made the exinl- Mamnaineq Yirtually Jage —oqn<n_.. W&vnqc K3y 2 giee] Pipe should
befouling (e 530t Clarg Ng hne a diemy) Performer. a4 “There's POMEthing efse (hpg'y ;

By then, Matn) Umel in he Pael, Motul wag Overly ROt an, o Queation aboy, L mew) _5o

!4.«2_.75-2_ UL AL TN the Coatinga ||

because PEC steell 1 pop » problem Corroaon CUrTeny between themn
Waedita xem coer [7*on. And huinag, with the Pipehnes,” ag,4 Hichar T

Hiver,
the Country'y
ol Cempany, had

dollare inyg

t

he iy water hne had been there CIrraden
€Tren meemn g )4 ¥e been Inctor Nesgy,, depury REROCIALE Sl lung betore the Moy pipchine, luy :

™ mpaat) leamm, ang Cleanun oy MR e cidenta . Uator of (he federat Otfice Mabut's consinscion records dig :

PrRmcs sermed certan (g TCmamn Suice baie 1985 (he pipcline gy Pypreline Bafety, o branch of the Do incnlign ", acturding 1,

b aa N e by Carroeq Ped numerou leakn ang rup . ;

hine FTMainet g, BOIVICE The rom.

Uy, Cn?.::.a:_ E.—,.‘u:uvg_.u:o_.. report the [0 Angeles Fipe
ures—some of hem  smap and “Is a Weation of how Lhe hne Marshapy office
Aome ocCrming () ring :v.:::_.:.n way deqigneq, conatrucied apg Humay error alyg may haye
YrUe when whyer 1 flushed what Maintenance record WY caused the 1061 gatipn will 1n
throueh he nipel at -.:52.:._:\ Beam ag)9,
high Preesure 1o check for weak in fact, ::2.3::.: of the
the Pipchine mots,

3

Aong wyy nlans for
292 e mpeline
{0 bring Crinde eul £y Kern Coon.
1y Wy Torrance refinery

In the South Day,

e A T,

occured nexy (4 8 seclon of py . .
, Pipeline 8 20 years old ar less, and that hag bren repaired n _uamn romewhat vuinerape Lo mogg. los Angeles The Las Angeley
It run rouLh throeg :S_as,o}_. Con uling only (he aeven leaks it on these Feclons thay Mokt of Protecuve tape had been wrapped ture—and vo::..cvin:n. which pPhase of (he work could sart this
:uz_:c:x ang WS nacth T that §xceeded y | dera) Tepriing the TECON accideny have oc. around he ATt of repaiy ~ 18 Provides grear muistiur
Tance, entenng 1he Mobn) Tefinery threstolg of 50 b, rrels—of 2,100 i curred. .
&Toundy 5 Prauine Avenue and

€ protecion uUMmer, as so0n A5 the ity ap.
PRmary caune of but doean'y bond ag wel] Proves a plap (o MANAge traffe
Rallowin — (e nsk o hCchlents dyy. Laay ._n::sc..- mill in <-_n3n.u. the COTomon way Irom Mproper “"We do not know, € lrue, thy tnaris irom consiruciion
; NEAbE five.year PIFrIod wan phayy Another mull 4y, Valencia of 1.040 tape 2pphecation 23y8 4 mema ip 050 years you will pay
Hthaogh Zn.?_._ bawan “Pprov. LN I higher than Ior the nver. Ezllons 4n May, 1900 , 132,000 s
{ UL RRE Thude o1l |yne of wimylar age,

TG rom the iy of

pPring any \ The coalitign I3wsuil, fy1eg

the State Fype Marshal's fyjeq leaks.™ yaid gp, P1aft technica PE1e Lot Angeles ang Mol
4 gallan spl) Encing in September One IMPOANL feature of the onsulan gy Valspar, Hut (he tends  [Log Angeley approv
Sl Anal oo " Deedn (he ArCording 10 dagy SlLaIned the 1988 png a 108 o0y Rallun spstt 4 Proposed peyw Pipehine 1y s um- hybrd Costing g “the YEry bresy hould be voided becayse It owas
£RReny thize Souiny Nay enviIrehimental _::,ﬂn_ reporty pre. Lebec 4 June, 1947 occurted 1n form, 16-1nch diameier The uni. that (he mdusiry hy, been abie ta bascd on 4 fauhy environmentag _m
CIer, whoey *Ppfoval Appears Paied Yor (he New pineline PIPe  seclions Instalied n 1971, form widip will allow Mobif s uge EOMe up with ™ e s SUMpact report.
WXy (fficunyy "W Ahe three ¢i1yeq TTHE Dine's 5 FONIC fenker 19721974, ang 1971 rempectivery B 19phuticateq MIPCClion device. Larry Teerer, shorney for he The existing PInehine carrices
"3V ahe wge), Would teduce e [L1N Pt Mmooy, chiel of ), Los Externa) Corrotion way blameqg ktown a4 A sniap ME.” that Coahuon ARainst the Pipeline, re. e : T day—just gver
AL ETIEI FAume unduc tragre Angeine Pire Marphal's Mpehne (o0 ewch of theye 2ccuents. In each detects :_.__:.:..5 of pipchine walg MANs skeplicu) -1 gy0 think we L_ﬂcﬂ F,.:.M_M a.x. w y
e uipa =ity | diviaron, Mol reguiaiey Fa he proecyye PIRe coating B0 repairs can pe Made before Jeans should be configpy Loul it unlexs  hall the cry b

Pt (e Chdarseme g Lant b MMPASLIe pipcliney uch ag Hobyl 'y, hning he SN wall of yhe pipe

AUtAL e in ?f.:..ﬂn. the Cny * Mwn feiroleym Mipelines Crips. > .
Counci) d

remenu of the
tlaying Enaderatiag of ¢

occur
perees Iloe Angeles |, Mubil g _u\

. orrance refinery.
we see Lhe a<_a2_2.n:a_ac::on Tarr ik
Another muc

e Jangye 1 2w (he tcome af 5

ch-louted iMpraove . the evidence.” he g3, The new 16-1nch diameter Jyne
! lowing Moslure |y, Corrade (he ment gy g .::n.i.::..-: coating Although Mobl gy needs wyy. Could Carry (wice 23 much, leading \
Wogue ifor g Tinordinag e Nutniber | steel developed (o Motit by Valepar proval (rom beveral cues, y hax  fopponcnis 1o Charge it u a fog n
legal l;:n:aa o the Mivhine \a: 1l ward Ken Cinle, divigi ! There A 2 number ol reasons Inc snd (R Fony A‘-::F Ine The Permussion (o build 3 2% anle sor. the door (or more relining 40 the
ProR et fided iy o TTRS e, \ CHRIERE foc that ¢y )y Clﬂ:_:o::_ why & coanng may dishond |¢ ™Y cosnn wa blend of which Bon through the ANgeles Nutyonay 2rea But Motnl aayn o will not ‘
A Wi, MTOvAL af O Tranmorianon " b improgeryy pbed in the facrg, has _,nu_ bonding | ..v.:ﬂl.
d,!./llu””n”n”lll.l”n! :..Iyl!!l,.ﬁ”l’/ Ll 7R Properne

/ll{l/‘ll

bui Foreat and 26 my

tesin (he cy of _.vnqnu-n produclion in Torrance -

LATTmeo

B3



S AR

SS-P- 12
PIPELINE ACC{DENT REPORT
Exxon Pipe Ling Company
Crude 011 Explogion 44
Hearne, Tayae
May 14, 1972

Adopted: August 1, 1973

NAHDHALTRAHS&DRTAH
w:shington. D.c
Report Number HTSB—PAR-73-2

.

ON SAFETY BOARD
20581

&
Tdeen # 48— I
| e m

e b L s (v I. . Aot oAt ~
4/\,
—— e



R

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY HOARD
WASHINGTON, D, C. 20591

PIPELINE ACCIDENT REPOR T

| | . -
‘_r_——____—_‘_"—*‘“f‘gggzgzgzzzgﬁgﬁgffTT_T973u,ﬂ

————

b . EXXON PIPE LINE COMPANY
' . - URUDE OIL EXPLOSION AT

) ) HEARNE, TEXAS

Fay 14, 1972

i ' . L. SYNOPSIS

! . )
; At 12:30 a.m,, on tay 14, 1972, a shutdown, ¢losed=1n H—tnch»pipe-
| liné ownad by the Exxon Pipa Line Company ruptyred hear Hesrne, Texass.-

: .Crude oil at an initial pressura of 230 p.a,1.g. Bprayed from a 6-inch

! irregular split on top of the pipae and showered a large area with liquid
i and vapors, ' Tha crude oi} floved along a 3mall etresm and wax dammed

; up 1 foot deep In a stoek pord 1,800 fest from the leak. At 5 a,m,,

| vapors from the crude oll, which continued to leak from the ruprure,

' entered a small frama housa £00 feet avay and yera somehow ignited,

i The resultant explosion killad one perdon, seriously burned tve others,
] ) destroyad the house, meltud nearby communication liner, and scorched an
l . .
4'
|
|

l,BOO-foot-long area,

Tha National Transportation Safaty Board determines that che preob-
able cause of the explosion and fira was the ignitioen of an accumulation
of vapors from crude oll which had sprayed from a nhutdown; alosed-in

pipeline that hag been rupturad by excesalve fnternal pressuce,

/ Contributtng to the excessiva internal presaurs ware sn incresasa

I in the temperature of the cruda of: within the blpe, the resultant ex-
o pantion of the erude oil, and the fallure by the pipalinae company to

’, ) Provide any prassure rallief for thae closed-in pipeline syatam,

]

Contributing to rha failure of the Pipe was its thin-walj condition,
' Causte by tha corrosion of the unprotected bare steal walls, (he lacl:
of any Faderal regulations to require pariodiec, hydrostatic prassure
testlng was a factor {n the pipelina ruptyre,

[1, FACTS

-r

The Accident_

At 12:30 a.m,, on Surday, ('ay 14, 1972, an 8-{neh pipeline operated
by the Exxon Pipe Lina Conpany ripturad 1% miles south of the pump
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station at Hearne, Texas. Pressure on the plpaline at the point of fail-
; ; "n . a.{i.2

ure nerc .
(S5ea Figure 1,) Crude oil sprayed into the air from a 6einch irregular

|
|
! split {n the top of ‘the pipa. (Sew Pigure 2.) The sparsaly populatad

_L~_____._______ﬁ______Auxrgund1nz countryside wvas showsrad with crude oil vepore and liguid,

l ' The erude oil floved slong & atreem, paesed through culverta bensath @

| railroad and a highway, and flnally pooled up on & xtock pond 1,800 feat
. " ®way from the rupture. (Sea Figure 3.)

! : Two frame houses wera located 600 fest west of the lask in a fanced
area vhich bordersd the stresm oq tha north side, One of thess housen
'/ wvas within 50 feat of the stream; the othar was 100 faut farchar north.
A patroleum tank-truck opearation was locatsd within 600 fsat of the
stock pond on which the crude oil had demwed up. :

vere ignited by an unknown scurce {n or near rha small, single-story
frama house adjaceut to the crude-filled stream, Tha resultant explo-
vion and fire killed one man, sariously burned ancother man snd & young
"boy, and destroyed the house. An {ntense petrolaum fire was kindled
along the stresm, wvhich burned over and undar the highway and the rafil-
toad cylverts and ignited the crude ofl in the stock pond. A fire 1,800
feat long and several hundred feet high scorshed the entire area from
the lemk s{te to the atock pond and killed all vegetation within this
gone. The higtuway and railroad bridges ware heat-damaged, and a1l high-
way and railroad traflfic vas stopped by the fira. The telephona, rail-
road, aad pineline communication lines wcra melted, and the polas wers
burned, For more than an hour, Hearnw was isolated from the south,
During the emergency, 7,913 barrels of srude oil {332,346 gallons) ae-

ceped and burned; none of this oll vas recoversd,

|

I At 5 a,m., 4% houre aftar the pipa had split, cruda oil vapor s
]

|

i

Plpalin Atem

Tha Exxon Pips Line Cowpany ouned sevan B-{nech pipelines which lay

sida-by-aide in the right-of-wry ac the scz{dant sita, (See Figurs 4.)
The first of these sevan lines was constructasd in 1521; che line which
failed, tha No. 6 1ine, was built in 1925. The stewl pipe wag thread~
and-eollar, lap-walded, with an 8-5/8-11‘14*1 outafde diameter and a 0.322~
inch wall thickneas. The pipe was primel with a protectiva paint, but
waAR not costed or wrepped, and was burisd with approximetely 18 {nches
of gover, ‘In the yasra betwsen 1929 and 1945, selected portions of the
saven lines wers unexrthed and coated, but pot at the amccidenc sita,
Aftar construction, the pipaline was probably hydrostatically tested, but
no record of any such test now exists, In 1958, the No. & lina was
preasure-tested successfully to 1,100 p.s.1.g. for 14 hours.

The #even B~inch pipslines at the accidenc site vers part of four
Bepirtte systems used by Exxon. Two of the lines were used to pump
liquefied putrolaum gas (LPG) from London to Satsuma, one line to pump

-
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C L ey S AMIUSIUID Other Relevant Incidents
Date Description Date

3-3-91 Pipeline ruptufes, spilling crude oil onto a frozen marsh near
f the Prairie River, Grand Rapids, MN. Nearly 700,000 of the
1.7 million gallons reach the frozen'river via a drainage pipe,
but for the most part the oj| pools on top of ice there. Crews
remove 2.2 million gallons of oily water from marsh and
begin to remove chunks of oily ice from the river. Spill is the
largest known |in Minnesota,

Description

=\e)

2-22-91 Pumplin a crude oil transfer pipeline used to transfer from
w tank vessels to the Texaco Puget Sound Refinery ruptures
in Angcortes, WA, Total spill is 210,000 gallons. Oil
overflows containment area and spreads across roads,
railroad, and residentia| Property into Fidalgo Bay on the
north end of Puget Sound. 8,400 gallons reach Puget '
More than 60 oiled birds are found; residents of two -
homes are mioc&ma. .
Underground bipeline tears, spilling 483,000 gallons of
Alaskan crude at Tacoma, WA. Oil saturates several acres
of vacant field| traverses a paved parking lot and enters
storm |drain, spilling into the Blair Waterway. Containment
booms prevent spill from entering Puget Sound. As many
as 20 vacuum|trucks used to recover about 420,000 galions

1-6-91

6/12/392 al 00:54:26

U

12-16-90

g along bottom of Black Lake, West -
isiana, leaks 14,700 gallons of crude oil,

marsh grass along the shores.

A 60-year-old lAmoco pipeline ruptures while being
decommissiorjed. Spewed oil covers trees 250 feet away to -
a height of 30 ffeet, then flows about 100 Yards into Little

Turkey Creek| which flows into the Chariton River, a
tributary of ﬁj Missouri. Dams are built to keep the 66,000
gallons of spilled crude from domestic water intakes at
Etbel,|Mo. on the Missouri River. Amoco has drilled ten test
wells {o deterrhine if ground water was contaminated.

fouling areas o¢f

11-5-90

€ 1992

From I Inspeclions&invesiigains to 1-213-750-B604

TTIT Inspections and Investigations P O Box 26047 Santa Ana CA 927996047 (714)979.032¢
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o onto the tundra. .. \C

m 10-5-89 | Texaco pipeline failure spills 25 400 gallons of crude in _ : -

: Dawson Gounty, Montana. a u

10-1-89 | Conoco pipeline ruptures near Sapulpa, Oklahoma, spilling

21,000 gallons of|crude oil. -

9-16-89 | A pipeling near Barstow, California, spills 27,300 galions of 9-18-89
crude, .

Valve failure on Mobil Qi storage tank sends 42,000 gallons
of crude oil into a containment area near Franklin,
Louisiana.

“ 9-14-89 | Conoco pipeline fails near Judith Basins, Montana, spilling
i 150,000 galions of crude.

o 9-13-89 | Pipeline Hear Cud hing, Oklahoma, spills 29,800 galions of
- crude.” | :

8-25-89 | A brokenvalve on} a pipeline in the Kuparuk oil field in the
North Slope of Alaska spills 25,000 gallons of crude oil onto . ,
the tundra wetlan mm. QOil fills low spots in a 1.6 acre area, :

and is reported to| be a foot deep in spots. Officials at Alaska -
Department of Environmental Conservation say toxic N
hydrocarbons codld leach out of the area for years if
adequate|cleanup does not take place. The spill turned out
to be a hundred times larger than initially reported by Arco.

8-7-89 Pipeline damage hear Sunflower County, Mississippi, spills | 7-30-89
68,100 gallons of|crude.

6/12/92 al 00:57:40

Relief valve failure at above-ground storage tank, Lake
Anahuac, Texas, spills 7,600 gallons of crude into marsh
area near Turtle Bayou.

Conoco alarm system fails and 22,050 gallons of crude oil
slips into diked area at Milne Point, North Slope, Alaska.

7-19-89 Damaged pipeline spills 22,700 gallons of crude in Gregg 7-28-89
L County, Tlexas
7-13-89 | Pipeline fails in Pembina county, North Dakota, spilling
1,315,000 galions of crude-bil.
3-28-89 Merced County, Galifornia
Pipeline leaks 420,000 gallons of crude .
June 84 | Crude oil pipeline break in Torrance CA: ten thousand cars
and thougands of|homes were sprayed with crude oil. o
April 84 Crude oil pipeline break at offshore oil platform near v
Huntingtan Beach CA. .

Aprit 84 | Crude oil pipeline break in Los Angeles Harbor, spilled
3.000 gallons.

!
1
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From iit Inspections&invesligains fo 1-213-750-6604
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Ballbna Crekk, and onto Ummo_,.mm. at Marina del Rey.

July 82

cars

Cruge oil pipeline rupture at Redondo Beach, spewing oil on
. houses, and trees,

R

Aug 81

Crude oil pipeline rupture at offshore oil rig near Huntington
Beach, res

lting in four-mile oil slick.

April 81

Crude oil pipeline break in Redondo Beach.

4-8-80

Nott

Glenrock

Marathon Plpeline Co. 20-inch pipeline ruptured near

WY, releasing 357,000 gallons of crude oil into the
h Platte| River.

2-15-78

Rupture of the 48-inch, 800-mile long Trans-Alaska Pipeline
occlirred near Fairbanks, AK. This sabotage incident

resijlted in
Cleanup required 63 days.

a terrestrial crude spill of 672,000 gallons.

7-8-77

i

An Alyeska
Faifbanks AK exploded and burned as a result of faulty
maintenancke procedures. One person was killed, and five
others injuréd. The pump building was destroyed, many
pumps were damaged, and the piping, control and drain

Pipeline pump station 3 miles southeast of

linek were destroyed. 12,600 gallons of crude were Jost.

ina

Mid:Valley Pipeline suffereq pipe rupture and ignition of the
spraying cruiide oil, due to inadvertent closure of a motor-
operated vajve. Pressure built up, causing a 14-inch crack

substandard flange. The fire killed the terminal delivery
man, and destroyed the terminal buildings. .

8-1-73

An Exxon Crude Oil Pipeline ruptured due to excessive
pressure, resulting in an explosion and fire near Hearne,
TX.| Probablle cause was determined by the NTSB to be
ignition of accumulation of crude oil vapors that sprayed
from the closed-in pipeline, after rupture due to excessive
Qmmwmca. One person was killed, two others seriously
burmed. A rjearby house was destroyed, and nearby

E:Ema_ telephone and pipeline communications lines were
melted.

© 1992, 1111 Inspections and Investigations

IO Box 26047

Santa Ana CA 02700.50147

(714)9749.93520



© 7 TrmeS Vi pipeline accidents ang other related events tha |
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1. <<_.Em3mmm Society Special report, "A Hundred Spills, A Thousand Excuses" -\
2. mm:.o:m_ Transportation Safety Boarg (NTSB) accident investigations of major incidents
3. Qil Spill Conference vaommai@m. Several papers : |
4. "Hazardg Assessment of Proposed Transgulf Pipeline®
5. “Risk Management Analysis for m:<wo:3m3$_ Impact Report, Proposed Easement Franchise Renewal - Shell Oil Con
Ventura Crude Pipeling ‘
o f “ .
,m © 1992 1111 Inspectiong and Investigations P O Box 26047 Santa Ana Ca 92799-6047 (714) 979-9529
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FRIENDS OF WESTWOQOL
June T f\{ggfroﬁt Tax-Exempt Corpr

VIA FACSIMILE
RE, MOBIL PIPELINE FRANCHISE/CULVER CITY

The Hon. Steve Gourley
Culver Clity Council Member

Dear Steve:

I am wrlting tu you in behalf ¢f Friends of Wegtwood &hd
Coalition Against the Pipelina and Pollution to request that Cu.

City:
1, PRegulre a new franchise fur the Mobil M-70 plpeline;

2. .Hold public hearings on this sensltive environmental 1=
(which will disrupt Culver City business profoundly); and

. 3, Reguire & supplementary EIR to examine the
alternatiVes (wse of the existing All American Pipeline frog X
County %o Texas refineries; building e refinery . in Kern Count
(b} the cumulative Impacls ol other proposed pipelines which
mlso require tearing up Gulver City Streets (Santa Fe and sSputh
Pacdfle pipeline proposals); and {(c¢) =alr guality Impacts
inereased oll refining in the sScuth Coast Air Quality District

I would be glad to provide you with any addltic
information, Pleazse call me at 470-45822 for additio
information, I can aleo provide a copy of the CEQA complzint,

Thank you in advance fur your assistance in this ovivid
environpmental issue. :

Best yegavds,

QA

D Laura Lake
President

S ©G: Michel Grumet, Pres, Coalition Against the Plipelipe

1015 Gayley Ave., Suite 1063, L.A., CA 90024 ** 475-

/ I'x/-
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July 25, 1991

Regicnal Foraster
Pacific Southwest Reglon
USDA -- Forest Service e
630 Sansome §t, , :

San Francisco, caA 94113
Attention: Appaealsg Section

(Fax, 'No. 415-705-28B136)

Re: Mobil 0il'as M~-70 Replacement Pipeligne

Dear Regi~nal Forester,

ae
2

- am writing as an intervepor Lo express my concerns about
" z8lble adverss effects that tha proposed Mobil M=70 Repla
‘. -hine couls 1 .s op life in southarn California, <This propo
Pipeline will ¢- through my district, and 1 am coneerned about
possible negative affects it could have on tha peopls who live

e

e

I am concernes -LYsut the very real pogsibility that life

for thosa whgflivé feag the pipeline routae could be aignifica;
disrupted, vlth incr=asad traffic and othar congestion, increas:
Pollution, and Potential health hazards, '

and water pollution and increases ip 4 numbar ¢f serlous dizeass
Our health care crigis (g w

orsening; we must come to grips with
The Los Angeles basip is already too polluted, and too congestsd
We need to resolve thege problems, and giva great care tg prevaen:

o\a5@A
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Regional Forester
July 25, 1591
Pageg 2

a'worsening of thegas problems when wg consider embarking upon

new projects,

concerning this Project toc warraent further input from expart
witnesses and tha Public, Additional public hearings should ba
to have & full digcussion of all concerns, and thega hearings sh
be widaly advertised in ordaer to solicit the broadaesmt input poss

Thank you for your congideration,

gi erely y

Gwen Mooras
Member of the Assembly

49th Aap

=0
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S-cramento Address
State Csplloi —

P.O. Box 942849 / - (’_
Sacramenta, CA 94249.000] ) hI
Telephone: (916) 445.8800 CAﬁﬁBm g

Fax: (916) 324-6862

i, Californta Wegislature

5th Floor
Los Angeles, California 90016
Telephane: {213 292.0605
Fax: (213) 736-3099 GWEN MOORE
ASSEMBLYWOMAN, FORTY.NINTH DISTRICT

b
.

Regional Foresgter

Faclfic Southwest Ragion

USDA -- Foraest Service

630 Sansome §¢t,

fan Francisco, CA 94113

Attentlon: Appeals Section (Fax, 'No, 415-705~28136)

Ra: Mobil 04il's M-70 Replacement Pipaelina

DPear Reglonal Forester,

COMMITT

Plnanca .
Covemn
and Cc
Health
Local Go!
Utilitles 2
Chalrw
Finance &
Subcorr
and Wo
Subcom
Sevingt
T Law ang

" Seleet Cou

Reglona
Chalrwo
Select Cor
Publle Pr

" Task Force

the Legls
Co-Chalr

Pipeline could have on life in southern California., This propo
pipeline will go through my dlstrict, and 1 am conceerned about
possible negative effects it could have on tha peopls who live

I am concerned about the very real pogsibility that 1lifs
for those who.live along the pipeline route could ha significa;

disrupted, Wlth. {increasead traffic and othar congestion,

pollution, and potential health hazards,

increasce

I am also concerned about the potential for s significant
‘increase in alr and other pollution in the Los Angales basin dua
the increased oil vefining capacity that will axigt onca this ne
Pipeline is in place. T1f the pipeline is used as a common carri
for other companies in our area, the potential harm could be com

HMedical studies have shown a link between incraassed air, gr
and water pollution and increases in a numbsyr of serious diseaseg
Our health care crisisg is worsaning; we must come to grxips with
The Los Angeles basin ig already too polluted, and too congeasted
We need to regolve these Problems, and give great care to prevan:

Staritl o b b
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Reglional Forester

July 25, 1991

Page 2

‘ ]

2 worgening of thess problaems when wa considey embarking upon

new projects, S

I believe there are enough concerns and unanswered gquestion
concerndng this projeact to warrent furthexr input from expert
witnesses and the public, Additional public hearings should ba
to have a full discussion of all concerns, and thege heari{ngs =h
be widely advertised in ordar to solicit the broadest input pogs

Thank you for your consideration,

xs,

Singerely vy

Gwen Moors :
Member of the Assembly

49th AD
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WAYNE EK NIELSEN

ii

September 22, 1992

- City or-Culver City

v

City Counci]
417 Overland aAvenus
Culvar City, California 80230

tings:

o

Gre:

f

filled out a card and
At Ten Thirty

t home.

Last night attended the Councii meeting,
was told that I would be able to vpice my opinion.

You declared 5 recess, like most af the others L wen
g that the City council had the power to
line..after listening if that were trus

You really put the cart before the horse after spending 3 hours
mitigation" part of the franchise contract..

hammering out the *

We own two homes at with the property lins
running on ‘Thiz meang that the occupant of yill
' epi in 25 feet of the Pipeline and at where 1

would be 65 feast from the pipeline.

It was my understandin
stop the proposed pipe

going to the Pulblic Utilities hear ing
Safety was also the reason | talked at
t Culver City High zchaool 2 gr 3 years

n for attneding laszt night.
hazards starts an the

Safety weas my reason for.
an this line 25 Years ago,
the U.s. Forest hearing a
2g0 and Safety wag my reasg
Todays L.A. Tines has a sto
front page and i1s continued on page 20.

walls going up these days in Culver, cost to
comply witgh City code isgs prohibative....Maybe there is a Jesson
here.... At  any rate if it be within your power directly or
indrictly lets show MOBIL that in Culver City 0il does not run
up hill to +the money. I urge you to stop the pipeline, =0 we can

all sleep wel].,

Not many block

Re pectfully,

u

Wayne Nielsan

Dr.Jim Boulgarides
Mike Balkman

Steven Gourley

Jozelle Smith

Albert Varg

Jody Esssr C.A. 0O

Norman Herring.City Attorney

F\b?



‘Dear Mayor. and City-Council Members of Cilver City:

I am quite concerned about our City Attorney Norman Y. Herri

behavior in the pipeline matter. He seems to me to show bias
in favor of Mobil 0il. I feel he acts as if he were Mobil's

attorney, and not our city's attornéy,
Y succeeded at the Sept

He has never sought th
ppose.- the line, nor

Though foiled several times, he finall
21 hearing to cut off public comment.
mitigation suggestions from those who o
"responded to those who commented against the line. He repres:
incorrectly that the State Fire Marshall's Office is the last
word on safety and acceptable mitigation measures. This is
not true. The federal government sets the final standards.
In this session of Congress, the Pipeline Safety Act represent
increasing standards of care and safety for pipelines. 1Indeec
you are in the driver's seat as our elected officials. Get

the safest pipeline you can, or just say no.

Some council members appear to have responded to citizens who
Opposed the pipeline that there is nothing we can do, or if
W& say no, we will be sued. I do not know who is giving our
elected officials such lousy advise; but this sort of thing —_
if it is indeed happening -- must stop immediately. P

government is to survive, it must be free from

Indeed if free
Please see to it

bias, intimidation, ang misinformation.

that Culver City's process is the very best. Thank you.

F b4



- i ' | (

OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY
(310) 202-583!

CITY OF CULVER CITY Fax (310] 835.5:

4095 OVERLAND AVENUE, CULVER CITY, CALIFORNIA 802322-0507

:/9,],._‘__,

NORMAN Y. HERRING
City Attorney

May 28, 1992

Siomara Flores-Gonzalez

Re: Hearing : Mobil M-70 Pipeline Replacement Project
Date Hearing: June 22, 1992 - 7:30 P.M.
Place of Hearing: City Council Chambers - Trailer One
,4095 Overland Avenue, Culver City

Dear Sir/Madam:

Council of the City of Culver City will conduct a
hearing on June 22, 1992, at 7:30 p.m. in the City Council Chambers. The purpose of this
hearing is to receive any protests or comments concerning the City's intention to grant a non-
exclusive franchise to Mobil Oil Corporation to construct, operate and maintain a certain
pipeline and appurtenances for the transportation of hydrocarbon substances, pursuant to
Resolution No. 92-R044. The Resolution setting the hearing was adopted by the City Council

at its meeting of May 18, 1992.

This is to inform you that the City

For your information, the proposed Draft Ordinance containing the terms and
condition proposed by Mobil Oil Corporation and the Final Environmental Impact Report are

on file in the Office of the City Clerk for your review.

If you need additional information, please do not hesitate to contact our office.

Very truly yours,

:}/7- ’r. /€1[€,L/Lé4{€g
NORKAN Y. HERRING.
City Attorney

NYH:EK:jm
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Name
Frances Sturner
Chris Mayeda
James Hilfenhaus
James Peterson
Pamella Howard

John Kurchle
L. D. Park

Mario & Robyn Tenensap

Katherine R. Weber
Paul Goodwin

Mr. Warme Howell
Lois Heilers
Bernice Schoen
Motoji Ozawa

Mary Park

Siomara Flores-Gonzalez

Sherry Jacobs
Pam Portillo
Claudia Zejler
William Alexander
Sheilah Jones

Pat Maunello
Larry Armstrong
Maggie Dinsmuir
Claudia Rojas
Julie Okan

Jean Varach
Alice Dudish
Wendy Miller
Alexis Rhone
Richard Hollman
Charles Burleigh
Edna Mendez
Mary O'Neill
Hank Siskino
John Oleszczuk
Madeline Bullock

Gaion Herry

Elizabeth W. Reynolds

City

Los Angeles, CA
Culver Ciyt, CA
Culver City, CA
Los Angeles, CA
Las Vegas, NV

Culver City, CA

New York, NY

Culver City, CA
Culver City, CA
Culver City, CA
Culver City, CA
Culver City, CA
Culver City, CA
Minato-ku, Tokyo
Japan

Culver City, CA
Culver City, CA
Culver City, CA
Culver City, CA
Los Angeles, CA
Los Angeles, CA
Los Angeles, CA
Inglewood,; CA
Engino, CA
Pacific Palisades,
CA

Brentwood, CA
Los Angeles, CA
Beverly Hills, CA
Los Angeles, CA
Culver City, CA
Culver City, CA
Los Angeles, CA
Culver City, CA
Los Angeles, CA
Los Angeles, CA
Culver City, CA
Culver City, CA
Culver City, CA
Culver City, CA

Culver City, CA

Zip

90035
90230
90230
90034
89102

”90230

10010

90230
90230
90232
90230
90230
90232
108

90232
90232
50230
90232
90018
90069
90045
90302
91436
90272

90049
90049
90210
50026
90232
90230
50034
90232
90034
90066
90230
90230
90230
90230

90230
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