Katherine Douglas DL((O[! C

From: Theresa Acerro (thacerro@yahoo.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<kwautomail@phone2action.com>

Sent: Monday, January 20, 2025 5:47 PM

To: sbcob

Subject: Deny Exxon trucking project - Upcoming Board of Supervisors Meeting

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors,

| have sailed my boat in this area and | remember when that was not possible because of the oil contamination caused
by off shore drilling. even the smell was disgusting. Them smell lingered for years after the drilling stopped.

| urge you to deny this dangerous project as recommended by the Santa Barbara Planning Commission.

In addition to the significant and unavoidable risks of spills from trucking the oil, the purported benefit of producing oil

from the offshore platforms and processing it on the Gaviota coast would bring with it unacceptable risks of offshore oil
spills, air pollution and toxic fire and smoke risks that were not analyzed in the EIR, which focused narrowly on trucking
impacts.

The recent oil spill off of Orange County underlines the severity of these risks. In addition, ExxonMobil's facilities were
the largest sources of air pollution in the county and contained dangerous and toxic materials in an area that has burned
by wildfire twice in the 6 years since the facilities have been shut down. We were fortunate that oil and dangerous gases
were not present at the site during the recent Alisal fire, which burned onto ExxonMobil's property.

It is not just that the trucking routes are along sections of road with above average accident rates, there have been
specific and recent instances of oil tankers on this route spilling oil into rivers and starting fires. In fact, on October 11 --
the same day as the Alisal fire -- an oil tanker crash near Orcutt caused a fire in Eucalyptus trees.

Thank you for denying this dangerous and unacceptable oil trucking project.

Sincerely,

Theresa Acerro
3730Festival Ct
Chula Vista, CA 91911
thacerro@yahoo.com
(619) 425-5771

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Member Care at Sierra Club at member.care@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5673.



Katherine Douglas

L . B S Y
From: Erh-yen To (seallwa@yahoo.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<kwautomail@phone2action.com>
Sent: - Monday, January 20, 2025 5:47 PM
To: sbcob
Subject: Deny Exxon trucking project - Upcoming Board of Supervisors Meeting

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors,
| urge you to deny this dangerous project as recommended by the Santa Barbara Planning Commission.

In addition to the significant and unavoidable risks of spills from trucking the oil, the purported benefit of producing oil

from the offshore platforms and processing it on the Gaviota coast would bring with it unacceptable risks of offshore oil
spills, air poliution and toxic fire and smoke risks that were not analyzed in the EIR, which focused narrowly on trucking

impacts.

The recent oil spill off of Orange County underlines the severity of these risks. In addition, ExxonMobil's facilities were
the largest sources of air pollution in the county and contained dangerous and toxic materials in an area that has burned
by wildfire twice in the 6 years since the facilities have been shut down. We were fortunate that oil and dangerous gases
were not present at the site during the recent Alisal fire, which burned onto ExxonMobil's property.

It is not just that the trucking routes are along sections of road with above average accident rates, there have been
specific and recent instances of oil tankers on this route spilling oil into rivers and starting fires. In fact, on October 11 --
the same day as the Alisal fire -- an oil tanker crash near Orcutt caused a fire in Eucalyptus trees.

Thank you for denying this dangerous and unacceptable oil trucking project.

Sincerely,

Erh-yen To

3936 Stanwick Ave
Sacramento, CA 95835
seallwa@yahoo.com
(206) 412-1117

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Member Care at Sierra Club at member.care@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5673.



Katherine Douglas

From: Saran K. (sarank@mac.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<kwautomail@phone2action.com>

Sent: Monday, January 20, 2025 3:42 PM

To: sbcob

Subject: Deny Exxon trucking project - Upcoming Board of Supervisors Meeting

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors,
| urge you to deny this dangerous project as recommended by the Santa Barbara Planning Commission.

In addition to the significant and unavoidable risks of spills from trucking the oil, the purported benefit of producing oil
from the offshore platforms and processing it on the Gaviota coast would bring with it unacceptable risks of offshore oil
spills, air pollution and toxic fire and smoke risks that were not analyzed in the EIR, which focused narrowly on trucking

impacts.

The recent oil spill off of Orange County underlines the severity of these risks. In addition, ExxonMobil's facilities were
the largest sources of air pollution in the county and contained dangerous and toxic materials in an area that has burned
by wildfire twice in the 6 years since the facilities have been shut down. We were fortunate that oil and dangerous gases
were not present at the site during the recent Alisal fire, which burned onto ExxonMobil's property.

It is not just that the trucking routes are along sections of road with above average accident rates, there have been
specific and recent instances of oil tankers on this route spilling oil into rivers and starting fires. In fact, on October 11 --
the same day as the Alisal fire -- an oil tanker crash near Orcutt caused a fire in Eucalyptus trees.

Thank you for denying this dangerous and unacceptable oil trucking project.

Sincerely,

Saran K.

1710 Bagley

Los Angeles, CA 90035
sarank@mac.com
(310) 558-0000

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Member Care at Sierra Club at member.care@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5673.



Katherine Douglas
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From: Tia Triplett (tia@anlf.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<kwautomail@phone2action.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 21, 2025 8:32 AM

To: sbcob

Subject: Deny Exxon trucking project - Upcoming Board of Supervisors Meeting

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors,
| urge you to deny this dangerous project as recommended by the Santa Barbara Planning Commission.

In addition to the significant and unavoidable risks of spills from trucking the oil, the purported benefit of producing oil

from the offshore platforms and processing it on the Gaviota coast would bring with it unacceptable risks of offshore oil
spills, air pollution and toxic fire and smoke risks that were not analyzed in the EIR, which focused narrowly on trucking
impacts. '

The recent oil spill off of Orange County underlines the severity of these risks. In addition, ExxonMobil's facilities were
the largest sources of air pollution in the county and contained dangerous and toxic materials in an area that has burned
by wildfire twice in the 6 years since the facilities have been shut down. We were fortunate that oil and dangerous gases
were not present at the site during the recent Alisal fire, which burned onto ExxonMobil's property.

It is not just that the trucking routes are along sections of road with above average accident rates, there have been
specific and recent instances of oil tankers on this route spilling oil into rivers and starting fires. In fact, on October 11 --
the same day as the Alisal fire -- an oil tanker crash near Orcutt caused a fire in Eucalyptus trees.

Thank you for denying this dangerous and unacceptable oil trucking project.

Sincerely,

Tia Triplett

3959 Berryman Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90066
tia@anif.com

(310) 552-0035

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Member Care at Sierra Club at member.care@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5673.



Katherine Douglas

S R
From: Theresa Bucher (buchert@equinetradingco.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<kwautomail@phone2action.com>
Sent: Tuesday, January 21, 2025 9:01 AM
To: sbcob
Subject: Deny Exxon trucking project - Upcoming Board of Supervisors Meeting

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors,
We need less, not more, fossil fuels. Climate change is real and increasingly costly to all.
| urge you to deny this dangerous project as recommended by the Santa Barbara Planning Commission.

In addition to the significant and unavoidable risks of spills from trucking the oil, the purported benefit of producing oil

from the offshore platforms and processing it on the Gaviota coast would bring with it unacceptable risks of offshore oil
spilts, air pollution and toxic fire and smoke risks that were not analyzed in the EIR, which focused narrowly on trucking
impacts.

The recent oil spill off of Orange County underlines the severity of these risks. In addition, ExxonMobil's facilities were
the largest sources of air pollution in the county and contained dangerous and toxic materials in an area that has burned
by wildfire twice in the 6 years since the facilities have been shut down. We were fortunate that oil and dangerous gases
were not present at the site during the recent Alisal fire, which burned onto ExxonMobil's property.

It is not just that the trucking routes are along sections of road with above average accident rates, there have been
specific and recent instances of oil tankers on this route spilling oil into rivers and starting fires. In fact, on October 11 --
the same day as the Alisal fire -- an oil tanker crash near Orcutt caused a fire in Eucalyptus trees.

Thank you for denying this dangerous and unacceptable oil trucking project.

Sincerely,

Theresa Bucher

5405 Topeka Dr

Tarzana, CA 91356
buchert@equinetradingco.com
(818) 970-3856

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Member Care at Sierra Club at member.care@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5673.



Katherine Douglas

From: Robert Kurz (rkurz@hotmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<kwautomail@phone2action.com>

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2025 7.21 AM

To: sbcob

Subject: Deny Exxon trucking project - Upcoming Board of Supervisors Meeting

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors,
| urge you to deny this dangerous project as recommended by the Santa Barbara Planning Commission.

In addition to the significant and unavoidable risks of spills from trucking the oil, the purported benefit of producing oil

from the offshore platforms and processing it on the Gaviota coast would bring with it unacceptable risks of offshore oil
spills, air pollution and toxic fire and smoke risks that were not analyzed in the EIR, which focused narrowly on trucking
impacts.

The recent oil spill off of Orange County underlines the severity of these risks. In addition, ExxonMobil's facilities were
the largest sources of air pollution in the county and contained dangerous and toxic materials in an area that has burned
by wildfire twice in the 6 years since the facilities have been shut down. We were fortunate that oil and dangerous gases
were not present at the site during the recent Alisal fire, which burned onto ExxonMobil's property.

It is not just that the trucking routes are along sections of road with above average accident rates, there have been
specific and recent instances of oil tankers on this route spilling oil into rivers and starting fires. In fact, on October 11 --
the same day as the Alisal fire -- an oil tanker crash near Orcutt caused a fire in Eucalyptus trees.

Thank you for denying this dangerous and unacceptable oil trucking project.

Sincerely,

Robert Kurz

23256 Arelo Court
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677
rkurz@hotmail.com
(949) 495-7272

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Member Care at Sierra Club at member.care@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5673.



Katherine Douglas
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From: Casey Macon (ill_nana118@icloud.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<kwautomail@phone2action.com>

Sent: Saturday, January 25, 2025 10:14 PM

To: . sbcob

Subject: Deny Exxon trucking project - Upcoming Board of Supervisors Meeting

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors,
| urge you to deny this dangerous project as recommended by the Santa Barbara Planning Commission.

In addition to the significant and unavoidable risks of spills from trucking the oil, the purported benefit of producing oil
from the offshore platforms and processing it on the Gaviota coast would bring with it unacceptable risks of offshore oil
spills, air poliution and toxic fire and smoke risks that were not analyzed in the EIR, which focused narrowly on trucking

impacts.

The recent oil spill off of Orange County underlines the severity of these risks. In addition, ExxonMobil's facilities were
the largest sources of air pollution in the county and contained dangerous and toxic materials in an area that has burned
by wildfire twice in the 6 years since the facilities have been shut down. We were fortunate that oil and dangerous gases
were not present at the site during the recent Alisal fire, which burned onto ExxonMobil's property.

It is not just that the trucking routes are along sections of road with above average accident rates, there have been
specific and recent instances of oil tankers on this route spilling oil into rivers and starting fires. In fact, on October 11 --
the same day as the Alisal fire -- an oil tanker crash near Orcutt caused a fire in Eucalyptus trees.

Thank you for denying this dangerous and unacceptable oil trucking project.

Sincerely,

Casey Macon

4335 Norwood ave
Sacramento , CA 95838
ill_nanall8@icloud.com
{916) 228-0185

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Member Care at Sierra Club at member.care@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5673.



Katherine Douglas

From: Michelle Kusnier (mkusnier55@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<kwautomail@phone2action.com>

Sent: Sunday, February 9, 2025 8:39 AM

To: sbcob

Subject: Deny Exxon trucking project - Upcoming Board of Supervisors Meeting

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors,
| urge you to deny this dangerous project as recommended by the Santa Barbara Planning Commission.

In addition to the significant and unavoidable risks of spills from trucking the oil, the purported benefit of producing oil
from the offshore platforms and processing it on the Gaviota coast would bring with it unacceptable risks of offshore oil
spills, air pollution and toxic fire and smoke risks that were not analyzed in the EIR, which focused narrowly on trucking

impacts.

The recent oil spill off of Orange County underlines the severity of these risks. In addition, ExxonMobil's facilities were
the largest sources of air poliution in the county and contained dangerous and toxic materials in an area that has burned
by wildfire twice in the 6 years since the facilities have been shut down. We were fortunate that oil and dangerous gases
were not present at the site during the recent Alisal fire, which burned onto ExxonMobil's property.

It is not just that the trucking routes are along sections of road with above average accident rates, there have been
specific and recent instances of oil tankers on this route spilling oil into rivers and starting fires. In fact, on October 11 --
the same day as the Alisal fire -- an oil tanker crash near Orcutt caused a fire in Eucalyptus trees.

Thank you for denying this dangerous and unacceptable oil trucking project.

Sincerely,

Michelle Kusnier

253 Vista Del Parque
Redondo Beach, CA 90277
mkusnier55@gmail.com
(424) 653-0120

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra Club. If you
need more information, please contact Member Care at Sierra Club at member.care@sierraclub.org or (415) 977-5673.



Katherine Domﬂlas

From: Jessica McLernon <jessica.mclernon@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, January 31, 2025 8:32 PM

To: sbcob

Subject: Stop the Oil Restart

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not
click links or open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Honorable Supervisors,

| write to express my strong opposition to allowing Sable to restart oil operations in the Santa Barbara
Channel. My concerns are two fold:

1. Qil Spills Detract from our Quality of Life and Local Economy - The track record and
future potential of oil spills is unacceptable. Not only does it negatively impact our diverse and
unique marine life, but it has harmful and long lasting consequences for our beaches which
impact human health, the local economy, and tourism.

2. The Science is Clear - The science is clear and the devastating consequences of climate
change can be seen all around us. We are running out of time to enact the transformational
changes that must be made, and the current administration is taking us in the wrong direction.
California, and more specifically, Santa Barbara, must continue to lead and promote progress
toward a future on a habitable planet.

| thank you in advance for your consideration and continued leadership making our community such a
special place.

Sincerely,
Jessica McLernon



Katherine Dowlas

From: Sangeet Khalsa <sangeetkhalsal4@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, February 4, 2025 8:47 AM

To: sbcob

Subject: Don't Enable Sable - Stop the Oil Restart

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not
click links or open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

To whom it may concern,

| am writing in regards to the proposed action to restart pumping of oil from the Santa Ynez Unit of the
offshore drilling complex. It is terribly disturbing that this is even being considered given the history of
spills in the Gaviota/SB area, specifically with one of the exact same corroded structures/pipelines that
was responsible for a previously devastating spill. It also appears that the company that would be
responsible has shown that they would be unable to deal with the consequences of a spill. The impacts
of a spillin this thriving and essential coastal habitat with high biodiversity that supports a multitude of
bird, mammal, and aquatic species would be devastating and show the dangerous irresponsibility of the
state, county, the California State Fire Marshal, and of other local agencies unwilling to take action in
order to prevent such a catastrophe, especially in light of the fact that, as a society, we have to
committed to the phasing out of our reliance on fossil fuels in order to counteract the effects of climate

change.

We need a proper environmental review and public engagement process with this proposed action.
Please do not allow this unacceptable fast-tracking of reactivated oil and gas operations to continue.

| beseech you to suspend approval of the state waiver until State agencies carry out a full oversight and
environmental review of the restart project.

Thank you.
Sincerely,
Sangeet Khalsa

Conservation Biologist
Ventura, CA



Katherine Do&;las

From: Neil Nathan <neilnathan@ucsb.edu>

Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2025 6:32 PM

To: sbcob

Subject: STRONGLY OPPOSE SABLE TRANSFER OF PERMITS

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not
click links or open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello,
| am a resident of Santa Barbara as well as a marine scientist at UC Santa Barbara.

| strongly oppose the proposed transfer of permits from Exxon to Sable for them to take ownership of the
SB pipeline as well as re-start production at three of the offshore oil platforms.

This pipeline was responsible for some of the largest and most environmentally-damaging spills, and the
reason for this is due to the viscosity of the oil within the SB channel. It is so thick that it needs to be
heated to transport, and this heating process caused the pipeline to corrode, resulting in a spill. The
resource has not changed, so this will happen again if the pipeline is put back online. Research predicts
the pipeline to have a leak every year and a major rupture every four years if turned back on. And Sable
has already received a waiver to not mitigate the corrosion risk.

This would be absolutely catastrophic for Santa Barbara County and the incredible marine resources,
from tourism due to the thriving whale population, to the productive local fisheries, to recreation.

We implore you to not approve this permit. Sable is not financially stable and has been operating at a
major deficit, and they would be completely incapable of paying to mitigate a very likely spill, meaning
remediation would fall upon the taxpayers. Itis in no one's interest to approve this except Exxon, so
please listen to the community and halt this effort to re-activate this terrible pipeline.

Please feel free to reach out if you wish to talk about the marine ecological impacts more.

All the best,
Neil

Neil Nathan

Project Scientist

Benioff Ocean Science Laboratory
Email: neilno’rhon@ucsb.edu

BENIOFF

OCEAN
SCIENCE

i LABORATORY




UC SANTA BARBARA



Katherine Douglas

From: Risa Lewis <risalewis@bren.ucsb.edu>
Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2025 6:55 PM
To: sbcob

Subject: Public Comment on Sable Pipeline

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not
click links or open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello,

CAL FIRE has granted a state waiver to Sable that will accelerate development on a dangerous oil
pipeline. This poses grave threats to California and Santa Barbara communities and natural resources
and should not have happened on your watch.

I’m extremely disappointed that a pivotal decision was made by CAL FIRE without any meaningful public
engagement process.

It is necessary to seek input from the public and environmental scientists in order to make a decision
that correctly weighs the social benefits and costs of the pipeline. As an environmental economics PhD
student, | am upset that the welfare impacts of this project are not being properly considered. On a
personal note, | am concerned about another oil spill on the Gaviota Coast. Furthermore, lam
concerned about the choice to heavily discount the future impact of current investments in fossil fuels
instead of renewable energy.

We need a proper environmental review and public engagement process. Please do not allow this
unacceptable fast-tracking of reactivated oil and gas operations to continue.

Thank you for your consideration,

Risa Lewis



Katherine Douglas

From: brandon - Dragonette Cellars <brandon@dragonettecellars.com>

Sent: Thursday, February 13, 2025 8:34 AM

To: sbcob

Cc: Joan Hartmann

Subject: Public Comment RE: Feb 25th agenda. Please deny Sable transfer requests

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not
click links or open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Board of Supervisors:
| am writing today to urge you to deny the transfer of permits from ExxonMobil to Sable.

| am a local resident who first hand experienced the damaging impacts of the Refugio Oil Spill,
personally witnessing massive damage to the coastal environment from just north of Refugio all the
way down the coast. | watched as the oil spewed into the ocean, saw birds covered in oil, and saw
remnants of this spill both in ocean waters and along various beaches from Refugio to El Capitan to
Naples for YEARS after the last spill. This spill should serve as a strong reminder of the dangers
these old, corroded, pipelines pose.

The proposed transfer does not go nearly far enough to ensure that spills like the Refugio Spill will not
happen again. Major reforms in infrastructure and technology must be in place for a permit transfer is
even remotely considered. History has clearly shown that the existing pipeline is far too risky, and that
oil companies have routinely failed to ensure safety, and have shirked responsibilities every time
there has been a spill. Given our local experience, the pipelines should be removed. In order for any
oil transport project to be considered along this coast, much more strident safeguards needs to be put
in place, something clearly lacking in the proposed transfer plan.

| also include here several other reasons to deny this, well summarized by the EDC:

"« Sable likely cannot afford to cover the cost of remediation iffwhen another major spill
occurs. The public should not have to pay to clean up another spill.

» The Board cannot approve the transfer of permits from Exxon to Sable because Sable has
not met the conditions of the permits. For example, the pipeline does not have the critical
corrosion protection technology required by the permits.

« Sable has received notices of violations from three state agencies. The questionable
behavior of Sable’s management team shows that the Board cannot trust them to
responsibly operate this project."

The Gaviota Coast is a treasure in Santa Barbara County, and the environmental diversity and beauty
here should be protected above all. This is not a place for oil transportation, and this transfer should

be denied.

Sincerely,



Brandon Sparks-Gillis
Solvang



Katherine Douglas

S o
From: brace hilarybrace.com <brace@hilarybrace.com>
Sent: Monday, February 17, 2025 11:18 AM
To: sbcob
Subject: Stop Sable from reactivating a dangerous pipeline on our coast

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear County Board of Supervisors:

We all know the devastating history of oil spills on our coastline and want to avoid another. The State Fire Marshal
(OSFM) approved an operational waiver for Sable without necessary protections agains corrosion. This is completely
unacceptable. | support the Environmental Defense Council’s efforts to stop this dangerous approval process, and to
avoid another disaster.

Sincerely,

Hilary Brace
Santa Barbara, CA resident



Katherine Douglas

From: Ann Dorsey <aedorsey@hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, February 17, 2025 8:07 PM

To: sbcob

Subject: Protect Santa Barbara coastal communities and environment

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not
click links or open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Santa Barbara Board of Supervisors,
| urge you to stop the reactivation of oil production at the Santa Ynez Unit in the Santa Barbara Channel.

Sable Offshore wants to restart oil production at the Santa Ynez Unit, the location of the 2015 Plains All
American pipeline spill, using the same corroded pipeline responsible for the devastating 2015 oil spill. If oil
production is restarted there, it is only a matter of time before there is another destructive leak. Oil spills
cause human health, economic and environmental damage in the affected areas and communities near the
spill. People in nearby communities can experience respiratory problems, eye infections and other illnesses.
Extended beach and fishery closures cause economic damage to local communities and businesses because of
decreased coastal recreation and tourism. Spills cause oil-soaked beaches, kill and injure marine life and harm
sensitive habitats. Even without a spill, offshore oil operations cause chronic pollution and habitat destruction
below the surface which also harms local communities and wildlife. The mere presence of oil rigs, platforms,
pipelines, and refineries also have negative impacts, degrading ocean views and disrupting ecosystems.

Please protect Santa Barbara coastal communities and environment by stopping Sable from using the Santa
Ynez Unit.

Thank you,
Ann Dorsey



Katherine Douglas

From: Len Fleckenstein <lenfleck@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, February 18, 2025 11:22 AM

To: sbcob

Subject: Comments for Feb. 25 Hearing on Permits for Las Flores Pipeline
Attachments: LF letter to BOS re pipeline permits Feb2025.docx

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not
click links or open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Please see my attached letter commenting on the appeal of the permit for the Las Flores Pipeline.

Len Fleckenstein
430 Valley Dairy Rd.
Buellton, CA 93427

February 18, 2025

Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors
105 East Anapamu Street

Santa Barbara, CA 93101

Via email to: sbcob@countyofsb.org

Re: Appeal of the Planning Commission’s Approval of Change of Owner, Operator, and Guarantor for the Las Flores Pipeline
System Final Development Plan Permits

As a resident of Santa Barbara County, | request that you deny a change of ownership until multiple conditions can be included in the
pipeline permits to reduce the unique risks confronted by residents of Buellton, which is the only city or town directly affected by the
Las Flores Pipeline along its entire 122-mile length. The new conditions should include:

1

Require the permittee to submit a plan and application to realign the pipeline outside the Buellton City limits, as Exxon had
officially proposed in 2017, prior to restarting. The pipeline’s existing permit already includes numerous conditions. In the
permit’s Section A.14 Pipeline Alignment of the Las Flores Pipeline System Final Development Plan Conditions (88-DPF-033
(RV01)z and others), it states: “The permittee shall align the pipeline corridor from the coastal starting point to the County exit pointin
the western Cuyama valley according to the route approved by the County.” The County should require the route’s alignment to be
outside Buellton City limits.

Require Sable (or Exxon) to fully assess the risks to Buellton residents posed by the pipeline which crosses residential
neighborhoods. No such analysis has been done and reported. However, after Exxon proposed in 2017 to move the pipeline outside of
Buellton, a Draft Environmental Impact Report was prepared for the realignment. The Draft EIR, in Section 5.6.4.1 Environmental
Impacts, identifies the potential impacts if the pipeline were not relocated and if the existing pipeline were to be restarted. “The existing
pipeline is a larger diameter pipeline, and therefore the draindown spill volumes would be larger than the proposed project” (i.e., the
realignment project). “This results in potentially larger spills and larger fires, impacting more people, as well as larger spills to the
environment. In addition, the frequency of spill from the existing pipeline would be higher due to its age and the potential for the
cathodic protection to be compromised by the insulation.” The Draft EIR was never finalized because the realignment proposal was
withdrawn. Sable should analyze and report on the potential risks to people, property, and the environment within the City of Buellton -

- before any oil flows again.

Require Sable (or Exxon) to update its plans (emergency response, compliance, transition, and contingency plans) to
specifically address potential incidents within Buellton neighborhoods. Both Sable’s “Transition Plan” dated July 2024 for the Las
Flores Pipeline System and “The Integrated Contingency Plan” (in Sec 15-2) describe the pipeline’s route in Santa Barbara County,
naming creeks, canyons, roadways, ranches, a State park, and two rivers; but it fails even to mention the pipeline crossing Buellton’s
residential neighborhoods and the City’s main park. ExxonMobil’s and Plains’ original plans and permits from 1988 didn’t address the
unique situation of the pipeline running under residential areas in Buellton because those housing areas didn’t exist when the pipeline

1



was constructed in the late 1980’s. The City of Buellton didn’t even exist at that time. Thus, the original plans focused onrisks to largely
vacant land or very low-density landscapes, and to sensitive habitats. Now, Sable’s plans need to address the current and future risks
in the populated residential areas of Buellton.

4. Require Sable to provide proof of financial resources to fully handle a worst-case scenario of pipeline rupture within
residential areas of Buellton. According to the County’s 10/22/24 Staff Report (in Section 6.2.3, Table 3), the proposed guarantor must
provide “all necessary instruments or methods of financial responsibility approved by the county and necessary to comply with the
permit and any county ordinance”. The adjacent staff “discussion” paragraph states that bonds were previously reqguired only for
“conditions related to habitat restoration. These restoration bonds were put in place at the time of pipeline
construction.....”. That limited requirement might have made sense when the pipeline was constructed in the 1980’s, because there
were no housing developments in the right of way, which was vacant land. Now, the County’s permit should require proof of financial
resources to mitigate impacts and satisfy any claims made for worst-case damage and harm to residents, homes, private property, and
City property in Buellton.

5. Require the permittee to show that any certificate of financial responsibility issued by CDFW’s OSPR will cover worst-case oil
spill and hazardous materials incidents within Buellton. Sable’s letter of 5/22/24 (on page 3) explains that the California Department
of Fish and Wildlife’s (CDFW) Office of Spill Prevention and Response (OSPR) issues certificates of financial responsibility for facilities
and pipelines for a “worst case scenario spill”. CDFW OSPR should not limit its worst-case scenario to an oil spill in an aquatic or a
riparian location; it should also assess a worst-case scenario for an urban residential area. And Sable should be required to show that
OSPR’s certificate would cover a pipeline rupture in Bueliton.

| hope you will seriously consider this request and thereby reduce risks to Buellton residents.
Respectfully,

Len Fleckenstein
Buellton, CA



February 18, 2025

Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors
105 East Anapamu Street

Santa Barbara, CA 93101

Via email to: shcob@countyofsb.org

Re: Appeal of the Planning Commission’s Approval of Change of Owner, Operator,
and Guarantor for the Las Flores Pipeline System Final Development Plan Permits

As a resident of Santa Barbara County, | request that you deny a change of ownership
until multiple conditions can be included in the pipeline permits to reduce the unique
risks confronted by residents of Buellton, which is the only city or town directly affected
by the Las Flores Pipeline along its entire 122-mile length. The new conditions should
include:

1.

Require the permittee to submit a plan and application to realign the pipeline
outside the Buellton City limits, as Exxon had officially proposed in 2017, prior to
restarting. The pipeline’s existing permit already includes numerous conditions. In the
permit’s Section A. 14 Pipeline Alignment of the Las Flores Pipeline System Final
Development Plan Conditions (88-DPF-033 (RV01)z and others), it states: “The
permittee shall align the pipeline corridor from the coastal starting point to the County
exit point in the western Cuyama valley according to the route approved by the County.”
The County should require the route’s alignment to be outside Buellton City limits.

Require Sable (or Exxon) to fully assess the risks to Buellton residents posed by the
pipeline which crosses residential neighborhoods. No such analysis has been done
and reported. However, after Exxon proposed in 2017 to move the pipeline outside of
Buellton, a Draft Environmental Impact Report was prepared for the realignment. The
Draft EIR, in Section 5.6.4.1 Environmental Impacts, identifies the potential impacts if
the pipeline were not relocated and if the existing pipeline were to be restarted. “The
existing pipeline is a larger diameter pipeline, and therefore the draindown spill volumes
would be larger than the proposed project” (i.e., the realignment project). “This results
in potentially larger spills and larger fires, impacting more people, as well as larger spills
to the environment. In addition, the frequency of spill from the existing pipeline would
be higher due to its age and the potential for the cathodic protection to be
compromised by the insulation.” The Draft EIR was never finalized because the
realignment proposal was withdrawn. Sable should analyze and report on the potential
risks to people, property, and the environment within the City of Buellton - - before any
oil flows again.

Require Sable (or Exxon) to update its plans (emergency response, compliance,
transition, and contingency plans) to specifically address potential incidents
within Buellton neighborhoods. Both Sable’s “Transition Plan” dated July 2024 for the



Las Flores Pipeline System and “The Integrated Contingency Plan” (in Sec 15-2)
describe the pipeline’s route in Santa Barbara County, naming creeks, canyons,
roadways, ranches, a State park, and two rivers; but it fails even to mention the pipeline
crossing Buellton’s residential neighborhoods and the City’s main park. ExxonMobil’s
and Plains’ original plans and permits from 1988 didn’t address the unique situation of
the pipeline running under residential areas in Buellton because those housing areas
didn’t exist when the pipeline was constructed in the late 1980’s. The City of Buellton
didn’t even exist at that time. Thus, the original plans focused on risks to largely vacant
land or very low-density landscapes, and to sensitive habitats. Now, Sable’s plans need
to address the current and future risks in the populated residential areas of Buellton.

4. Require Sable to provide proof of financial resources to fully handle a worst-case
scenario of pipeline rupture within residential areas of Buellton. According to the
County’s 10/22/24 Staff Report (in Section 6.2.3, Table 3), the proposed guarantor must
provide “all necessary instruments or methods of financial responsibility approved by
the county and necessary to comply with the permit and any county ordinance”. The
adjacent staff “discussion” paragraph states that bonds were previously required only
for “conditions related to habitat restoration. These restoration bonds were putin place
at the time of pipeline construction.....”. That limited requirement might have made
sense when the pipeline was constructed in the 1980’s, because there were no housing
developments in the right of way, which was vacant land. Now, the County’s permit
should require proof of financial resources to mitigate impacts and satisfy any claims
made for worst-case damage and harm to residents, homes, private property, and City
property in Buellton.

5. Require the permittee to show that any certificate of financial responsibility issued
by CDFW’s OSPR will cover worst-case oil spill and hazardous materials incidents
within Buellton. Sable’s letter of 5/22/24 (on page 3) explains that the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife’s (CDFW) Office of Spill Prevention and Response
(OSPR) issues certificates of financial responsibility for facilities and pipelines fora
“worst case scenario spill”. CDFW OSPR should not limit its worst-case scenario to an
oil spill in an aquatic or a riparian location; it should also assess a worst-case scenario
for an urban residential area. And Sable should be required to show that OSPR’s
certificate would cover a pipeline rupture in Buellton.

I hope you will seriously consider this request and thereby reduce risks to Buellton
residents.

Respectfully,

Len Fleckenstein
Buellton, CA



Katherine Douglas

From: Bonnie Basnett <bonniebasnett@ucsb.edu>
Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2025 10:53 AM
To: sbcob

Subject: Stop the Pipeline! Deny Sable!

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not
click links or open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors,

As a concerned resident of Santa Barbara County and a marine scientist, | urge you to deny
Sable's application to transfer permits for the Santa Ynez Unit, POPCO Gas Plant, and Las Flores

Pipelines.

A reminder that about a decade ago the Refugio Oil Spill devastated our local waters, waters that are full
of many valuable natural resources. Waters and a coastline that are precious, and part of what

make California such a beautiful travel destination and why locals are proud to call this place home.
Restarting the process of these pipelines with the same corroded pipes ensures another impending
devastating oil spill that will decimate the many animals that we share this home with, and California
absolutely cannot afford to have happen. Furthermore, Sable is outright unreliable. They do not have the
financial means to cover the cost of another spill and with their history of violations, will certainly not
keep California's best interests in mind.

We cannot allow for the transfer of permits to move forward. Please, with every ounce of power you have,
fight this and protect our waters and home.

Sincerely,

Bonnie Basnett

PhD Student | (she/her/hers)

University of California, Santa Barbara

Bren School of Environmental Science & Management
LinkedIn | Google Scholar | Research Gate
https://tempo.msi.ucsb.edu/

| acknowledge that we live, work, and play on the traditional, ancestral, and unceded territories Of the Chumash people.



