CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION AND EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Introduction

Purpose/Legal Requirements

Scope and Content

Responsible Agencies

Intended Uses of the EIR

Area of Controversy

Executive Summary —
Executive Summary —
Executive Summary —

Executive Summary —
Executive Summary —
Executive Summary —

Chapter 2: Project Description

Chapter 3: Existing Environmental Setting
Chapter 4: Summary of Impacts and
Mitigation Measures

Chapter 5: Summary of Cumulative Impacts
Chapter 6: Summary of Alternatives
Chapter 7 and 8: References, Acronyms and
Glossary



CHAPTER 1: EXECUTIVE SUMMARY AND INTRODUCTION

1.0 INTRODUCTION AND EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

1.1 INTRODUCTION

Chevron Products Company is proposing the Product Reliability and Optimization (PRO)
Project at its existing ElI Segundo Refinery (Refinery). The proposed project includes
modifications to the No. 2 Crude Unit, No. 2 Residuum Stripper Unit (RSU),
Minalk/Merox Unit, Waste Gas Compressors, Fluidized Catalytic Cracking Unit (FCCU),
Alkylation Unit, Vacuum Residuum Desulfurization Unit (VRDS), ISOMAX Unit,
Cogeneration (Cogen) Facilities, and the Railcar Loading/Unloading Rack. New process
units include sulfur processing facilities (i.e., Sour Water Stripper (SWS), Sulfur
Recovery Unit (SRU), and Tail Gas Unit (TGU)), Vapor Recovery and Safety Flare
System, Water Treatment Facilities (i.e., reverse osmosis units and nitrogen removal
units), and additional storage capacity. The purpose of these modifications and additions
is to increase the reliability, energy efficiency, and capacity of specific existing Refinery
processing equipment; allow the processing of a wider range of crude oils; and
voluntarily reduce potential atmospheric emissions from existing pressure relief devices
(PRDs). The proposed project will not increase or decrease the overall refinery crude
throughput capabilities.

1.2 PURPOSE/LEGAL REQUIREMENTS

In accordance with §15121(a) of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Guidelines (California Administrative Code, Title 14, Division 6, Chapter 3), the purpose
of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is to serve as an informational document that:
“will inform public agency decision-makers and the public generally of the significant
environmental effect of a project, identify possible ways to minimize the significant
effects, and describe reasonable alternatives to the project.” The proposed project
requires discretionary approval from the South Coast Air Quality Management District
(SCAQMD) and, therefore, it is subject to the requirements of CEQA (Public Resources
Code, 821000 et seq.).

CEQA Public Resources Code 821000 et seq., requires that the environmental impacts of
proposed projects be evaluated and that feasible methods to reduce, avoid or eliminate
significant adverse impacts of these projects be identified and implemented. The lead
agency is the public agency that has the principal responsibility for carrying out or
approving a project that may have a significant effect upon the environment (Public
Resources Code §21067). The proposed project requires discretionary approval from the
SCAQMD for air quality permits for modifications to existing stationary source
equipment and installation of new stationary source equipment. Therefore, the
SCAQMD has the primary responsibility for supervising or approving the entire project
as a whole and is the most appropriate public agency to act as lead agency (CEQA
Guidelines §15051(b)).
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To fulfill the purpose and intent of CEQA, as the lead agency for this project the
SCAQMD prepared and released for a 30-day public review and comment period, a
Notice of Preparation and Initial Study (NOP/IS) to identify potentially significant
environmental impacts, and providing a preliminary analysis associated with the Chevron
Products Company’s PRO Project (see Appendix A).

1.3 SCOPE AND CONTENT

The NOP/IS was circulated for a 30-day comment period beginning on August 10, 2007
through September 11, 2007. The NOP/IS was circulated in ElI Segundo and to
neighboring jurisdictions, responsible agencies, other public agencies, and interested
individuals in order to solicit input on the scope of the environmental analysis to be
included in the EIR. Five comment letters were received on the NOP/IS during the
public comment period. Responses to those comments are provided in Appendix A. The
NOP/IS formed the basis for and focus of the technical analyses in this Braft Final EIR.
The following environmental issues were identified in the NOP/IS as potentially
significant and are further addressed in this document:

Air Quality,

Energy,

Hazards and Hazardous Materials,
Hydrology/Water Quality,

Noise,

Solid/Hazardous Waste, and
Transportation/Traffic.

The NOP/IS concluded that the proposed project would not create significant adverse
environmental impacts to the following areas: aesthetics, agricultural resources,
biological resources, cultural resources, geology and soils, land use and planning, mineral
resources, population and housing, public services, and recreation. No comments were
received disputing this conclusion.

A discussion of potential cumulative impacts is also provided. The alternatives in
Chapter 6 of this Braft Final EIR were prepared in accordance with §15126.6 of the
CEQA Guidelines. Chapter 6 describes a range of reasonable alternatives that could
feasibly attain the basic objectives of the proposed project as a means of eliminating or
reducing some of the significant adverse environmental effects associated with the
proposed project.

1.4 RESPONSIBLE AND OTHER AGENCIES
CEQA Guidelines 815381 defines a “responsible agency” as: “a public agency which

proposes to carry out or approve a project, for which a Lead Agency is preparing or has
prepared an EIR or Negative Declaration. For purposes of CEQA, responsible agencies
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include all public agencies other than the lead agency that have discretionary approval
authority over the project.”

The following agencies may have ministerial permitting authority for aspects of
modifications at the Refinery, and have been given an opportunity to review and
comment on the NOP/IS and EIR; however, no new discretionary permits or permit
modifications are expected to be required from these agencies for the proposed project:

e State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB),
e Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), and
e City of El Segundo.

For convenience, all the above agencies will be referred to generally as Responsible
Agencies in this EIR. For the record, none of the above agencies submitted a comment
letter on the NOP/IS.

No trustee agencies as defined by CEQA Guidelines 815386 have been identified with
respect to the proposed project. However, notice of the proposed project has been sent to
the Office of Planning and Research pursuant to Public Resources Code 821080.4 for
distribution in the event trustee or other responsible agencies are identified for the
proposed project.

1.5 INTENDED USES OF THE EIR

The EIR is intended to be a decision-making tool that provides full disclosure of the
environmental consequences associated with implementing the proposed project.
Additionally, CEQA Guidelines 8§15124(d)(1) requires a public agency to identify the
following specific types of intended uses:

e A list of the agencies that are expected to use the EIR in their decision-making;
e A list of permits and other approvals required to implement the project; and,

e A list of related environmental review and consultation requirements required by
federal, state, or local laws, regulations, or policies.

To the extent that local public agencies, such as cities, county planning commissions,
etc., are responsible for making land use and planning decisions related to the proposed
project, they could possibly rely on this EIR during their decision-making process. See
the preceding section for a list of public agencies’ whose approval may be required and
who may also be expected to use this EIR in their decision-making process.

1.6 AREAS OF CONTROVERSY

In accordance with CEQA Guidelines §15123(b)(2), the areas of controversy known to
the lead agency, including issues raised by agencies and the public, shall be identified in
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the CEQA document. After public notification and review of the NOP/IS, the SCAQMD
received five comment letters. Issues raised in the comment letters are related
specifically to potential impacts from the proposed project and were addressed in the EIR
and responses to those comment letters are provided in Appendix A. “Controversy” is
defined as a difference in opinion or a dispute. No such issues have been raised
regarding the Chevron proposed project. Consequently, there are no areas of controversy
known to the lead agency.

1.7 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY - CHAPTER 2: PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

1.7.1 INTRODUCTION

Chevron Products Company is proposing a project at the Refinery to increase the
reliability, energy efficiency, flexibility and capacity of specific Refinery equipment.
The PRO Project includes modifications to existing specific process units, new process
units, and also new infrastructure that supports and links these units to other processes,
units or facilities throughout the Refinery. The proposed project will involve physical
changes and additions to multiple process units and operations as well as operational and
functional improvements primarily within the confines of the Refinery.

1.7.2 PROJECT OBJECTIVES
The objectives of the proposed project at the Refinery are to:
1. Improve the energy efficiency, performance, and reliability of process units;

2. Allow the Refinery to efficiently and reliably process a wider range of crude oils,
including higher sulfur-containing crude oils;

3. Produce lower sulfur fuel products and increase production of commercial grade
elemental sulfur;

4. Improve the management of blending components of California Air Resources Board
(CARB) fuels; and,

5. Reduce the potential for atmospheric releases and related emissions from PRDs in the
No. 2 Crude Unit, No. 2 Residuum Unit, and the Minalk/Merox Unit.

The proposed project will not increase or decrease the overall Refinery crude throughput
capabilities.
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1.7.3 PROJECT LOCATION

The proposed project will occur primarily within the confines of the Refinery, except for
improvements at the West Basin Municipal Water District (WBMWD), which is located
just east and also just north of the Refinery. Additional utility improvements will be
required to Southern California Edison (SCE) facilities. The Refinery, which was
constructed over 90 years ago, is located at 324 West El Segundo Boulevard in the City
of El Segundo, within the southern California region.

1.7.4 LAND USE AND ZONING

The Refinery is bounded by EI Segundo Boulevard to the north, Sepulveda Boulevard to
the east, Rosecrans Avenue to the south, and Vista Del Mar to the west. The Chevron
Refinery is located in an area of mixed land uses, with industrial, recreation, residential,
and commercially zoned areas nearby. Land use to the north of the Chevron Refinery is
primarily residential, with a mix of commercial and light industrial zoning mixed in. The
predominant adjacent land uses west of the Refinery are nearly all heavy industrial, or
open space, which includes: Dockweiler State Beach, Manhattan Beach, and the El
Segundo Generating Station, although a small parcel of land at the southwest corner of
the Chevron property is made up of commercial and multiple-family residential.

Directly south of the Refinery, there is a single-family residential area bordering the
entire length of the Refinery separated by Rosecrans Avenue. The corridor immediately
east of the Refinery is comprised of a golf course at the corner of Sepulveda Boulevard
and El Segundo Boulevard, with light commercial and heavy industrial zoning for the rest
of the tract. The Refinery is located in the City of El Segundo within Los Angeles
County in an urbanized area that includes a substantial amount of industrial development,
due to the proximity of Los Angeles International Airport (LAX).

1.7.5 EXISTING REFINERY CONFIGURATION AND OPERATION

Crude oil, used to produce gasoline and other refinery products, is delivered by ship to
the marine terminal and pumped to the Refinery by existing pipelines or received via
pipeline directly to the Refinery. The crude oil is then processed in the crude units where
it is heated and distilled into multiple feedstock components that are later processed
elsewhere in the Refinery. The heavy residual oil leaving the crude units is further
distilled in the vacuum units to yield additional, lighter hydrocarbon products and
vacuum residuum. The vacuum residuum is processed in the Coker Unit and the lighter
hydrocarbon components from the crude units and vacuum units are fed to other Refinery
units for further processing. Some of the major downstream processes are cracking in the
FCCU and ISOMAX Unit, processing to recover sulfur in the hydrotreating units
including the VRDS Unit, synthesizing in the Alkylation Unit, and reforming in the CCR
Unit.

Auxiliary systems are also needed to support Refinery operations including hydrogen
plants (to produce hydrogen needed for certain refinery reactions), boilers to produce
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steam, cogeneration plants to produce electricity and steam, and wastewater treatment
systems.

1.7.6. PROPOSED PROCESS UNIT MODIFICATIONS
1.7.6.1. No. 2 Crude Unit

The No. 2 Crude Unit provides the initial separation of crude oil by distillation. The
various distillates are then further refined in other processing units in the Refinery. The
proposed modifications to the No. 2 Crude Unit include rerouting atmospheric PRDs to
the proposed new Vapor Recovery and Safety Flare System. In addition, two knock-out
drums will be added to the unit to collect, for recovery purposes, any liquids released
from the PRDs in the No. 2 Crude Unit, the No. 2 RSU, and the Minalk/Merox Unit. The
purpose of this modification is to voluntarily reduce potential emissions from PRDs that
currently vent to atmosphere in the event of a process upset.

1.7.6.2  No. 2 Residuum Stripper Unit

The No. 2 RSU processes the heavy hydrocarbons from the bottom of the No. 2 Crude
Unit using vacuum distillation to produce various weight gas oils. The proposed
modifications to the No. 2 RSU are limited to rerouting PRDs to the proposed new Vapor
Recovery and Safety Flare System via the two new knock-out drums in the No. 2 Crude
Unit. The purpose of this modification is to voluntarily reduce potential emissions from
PRDs that currently vent to atmosphere in the event of a process upset.

1.7.6.3 Minalk/Merox Unit

The Minalk/Merox Unit converts sulfur compounds (mercaptans) to disulfides using a
catalyst. The proposed modifications to the Minalk/Merox Unit are limited to rerouting
PRDs to the proposed new Vapor Recovery and Safety Flare System via a new knock-out
drum in the No. 2 Crude Unit. The purpose of this modification is to voluntarily reduce
potential emissions from PRDs that currently vent to atmosphere in the event of a process
upset.

1.7.6.4  Waste Gas Compressors

The Waste Gas Compressors (WGCs) at the No. 2 Crude Unit are currently connected to
the Low Sulfur Fuel Oil (LSFO) vapor recovery system and safety flare. As part of
connecting PRDs to the New Safety Flare, the WGCs will be rerouted to the New Vapor
Recovery and Safety Flare System. The purpose of this modification is to align all PRDs
from the No. 2 Crude Unit, No. 2 RSU, Minalk/Merox Unit, and the WGCs to a common
vapor recovery and safety flare system.
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1.7.6.,5  Fluidized Catalytic Cracking Unit

The purposes of the modifications to the FCCU are to increase reliability, consolidate
existing equipment, more efficiently separate intermediate streams, increase production
of CARB gasoline components, and to improve energy efficiency. The modifications and
equipment additions include: installing a new motorized main air blower replacing the
existing steam turbine driven main air blower (the existing equipment will be idled and
removed from the existing permit); installing a new depropanizer column replacing three
smaller existing distillation columns; installing a new deethanizer column; installing new
pumps; and, installing new heat exchangers.

1.7.6.6 Alkylation Unit

The Alkylation Unit combines light olefins (propylene, butylene and pentenes) with
isobutane to produce an alkylate product for use as a gasoline blending component. The
proposed modifications to the Alkylation Unit include supplemental cooling that will be
supplied by a new cooling tower and additional heat exchangers. The depropanizer,
located in the older section of the Alkylation area, will be removed. This column is one
of the three depropanizer columns being removed as part of FCCU upgrades. The
purpose of the modifications is to improve reliability through more efficient cooling (i.e.,
heat removal) and improve product separation in the Unit.

1.7.6.7 Vacuum Residuum Desulfurization Unit

The VRDS Unit desulfurizes and denitrifies gas oil feedstock for the FCCU. The
purpose of the modification to the VRDS Unit is to allow taking one of the parallel
reactor trains out of service to replace the catalyst while the other train remains in service.
The unit modifications and additions include: installing valve manifolds to separate the
reactor trains; installing a new, parallel high pressure separator; re-piping of the existing
Recycle Hydrogen Heat Exchangers and Recycle Hydrogen Air Coolers to split them
between the two trains; and, installing new facilities to allow sulfiding of fresh catalyst in
one reactor train with the other train in operation. This includes installation of two new
separator vessels, a new sulfiding recycle hydrogen compressor, and a new recycle
hydrogen air cooler. In addition, the existing VRDS Product Coolers will be re-piped so
they can be used in the catalyst sulfiding loop.

1.7.6.8 ISOMAX Unit

The ISOMAX Unit converts light and intermediate gas oils into jet fuel, motor gasoline,
and Liquefied Petroleum Gas (LPG). The unit will be modified to increase the feed
capacity by approximately 10,000 barrels per day (BPD), and to produce two additional
products, Ultra Low Sulfur Diesel (ULSD) fuel and desulfurized FCCU feed. The
purpose of the modifications is to accommodate gas oil production and optimize output
from the Unit. Modifications will be made to the Century Type ISOMAX Catalyst for
deNitrification (CKN) and distillation sections. A Pressure Swing Absorption (PSA)
Unit will be installed to recover hydrogen for reuse in existing Refinery hydrocracking
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and hydrotreating processes. Heaters in the ISOMAX Unit will be retrofitted with low
nitrogen oxides (NOXx) burners to reduce NOx emissions. Firing rates for the heaters will
operate within existing permit limits.

1.7.6.9  Cogeneration Facilities

The Refinery currently operates a multi-train cogeneration plant to supply most of the
electricity and steam used by processing equipment. To supplement electrical needs,
electricity is purchased from offsite sources (e.g., SCE). The existing cogeneration
facility will be expanded by an additional 49.9 megawatts (MW). The new 49.9 MW
Cogen Train D includes a natural gas and refinery gas-fired turbine electric generator, a
new steam-driven turbine electrical generator, feed gas compressors, knockout and surge
pots, waste heat boilers (including duct burners) to generate steam, a carbon monoxide
(CO) oxidation catalyst unit, and a Selective Catalytic Reduction (SCR) unit to control
emissions. Expansion of this facility will decrease the Refinery’s need for offsite sources
of electricity.

1.7.6.10 Railcar Loading/Unloading Rack

The Refinery currently ships and receives LPG by trucks and rail cars. As part of the
PRO Project, the LPG Loading/Unloading Rack will be expanded by the addition of four
new loading/unloading positions for added flexibility that will increase the ability to
optimize CARB-gasoline blending.

1.7.6.11  Utility Improvements

SCE and the WBMWD will improve systems to service the proposed project. SCE
improvements expected to be made include adding new 66 kilovolt (kV) circuit breakers
in their existing Chevmain Power Substation, new transformers at their existing
ISOMAX Power Substation, about 500 feet of overhead or underground cables between
the Chevmain Power Substation and the ISOMAX Power Substation, and a new
transformer at their Chevgen Power Substation. WBMWD currently provides boiler feed
and cooling tower water from secondary-treated effluent from the Hyperion Wastewater
Treatment Plant that has been further processed by filtration, chlorination,
demineralization by reverse osmosis, and/or denitrification. Improvements as part of the
PRO Project at WBMWD, include increasing reverse osmosis and denitrification water
production facilities.

1.7.7  PROPOSED NEW PROCESS UNITS
1.7.7.1  Sulfur Recovery Facilities

Sour Water Stripper

A new SWS with a capacity of 300 gallons per minute (gpm) will be constructed to
supplement the existing plants. This stripper will allow for increased processing of sour
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water and production of commercial grade sulfur. The overhead stream from the stripper,
containing hydrogen sulfide (H,S), ammonia and water vapor, will be fed to a new SRU.

Sulfur Recovery Unit

A new SRU with a capacity of 175 long tons per day will be installed to process
increased amounts of H,S to commercial grade, molten sulfur for sale. Ammonia in the
feed stream to the SRU will be converted to atmospheric nitrogen and water and
exhausted through the TGU to the atmosphere.

Tail Gas Unit

The exhaust from the SRU will be vented to a new TGU for further processing before
discharging to the atmosphere. The TGU will include a new incinerator.

1.7.7.2  Vapor Recovery and Safety Flare System

A new closed relief system, including vapor recovery compressors and an elevated safety
flare, will be installed that is designed to be capable to handle emergency releases from
the equipment that is connected to it. The PRDs on the No. 2 Crude Unit, the No. 2
RSU, and the Minalk/Merox Unit that currently may vent to atmosphere under upset
conditions will be routed to this new Vapor Recovery and Safety Flare System. The
existing WGCs currently routed to the LSFO vapor recovery system will be re-routed to
this new Vapor Recovery and Safety Flare System. In addition, PRDs from the new
SWS, SRU and TGU will be routed to this new Vapor Recovery and Safety Flare
System. The recovered gases will be treated prior to being added to the existing refinery
fuel gas system.

1.7.7.3  Additional Storage Capacity

The proposed project will require additional segregation and storage of intermediate
hydrocarbon streams and products. A new LPG sphere (Tank 722), two new FCCU light
gasoline tanks (Tanks 302 and 303), and a new ISOMAX diesel tank (Tank 447) with the
flexibility to store other products will be added. In addition, new pumps will be added to
transfer materials to and from the new tanks.

1.7.74  Cooling Tower
A new cooling tower with a water circulation rate of approximately 12,000 gpm will be

constructed to support cooling needs at the existing Alkylation Unit, new SRU, new
SWS, and new TGU.
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1.7.75  Hydrogen Compression and Transfer Facilities

Hydrogen is currently produced onsite at the Refinery. Additional hydrogen compression
and transfer facilities will be installed to supply Refinery units with hydrogen at the
required pressures.

1.7.8 CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

Construction activities for the Chevron Products Company PRO Project are expected to
begin in the second quarter of 2008 and be completed in 2010. The construction
activities for most of the components are expected to overlap from the second quarter of
2008 until the fourth quarter of 2009. Construction work shifts are expected to last about
ten hours per day during most portions of the construction schedule. However, during
certain Refinery unit shutdown periods (e.g., March and October 2009), two construction
shifts are expected to take advantage of the disruption in operation.

1.79 OPERATION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

The permanent work force at the Refinery is expected to increase by approximately 12
additional workers as a result of the proposed project. The proposed project is expected
to incrementally reduce truck traffic by about two trucks per day associated with the
transport of additional materials to and from the Refinery including among other things,
catalyst deliveries and offsite shipments of commercial sulfur and ammonia products. In
addition, a maximum of about 12 additional railcars per day could travel to and from the
Refinery as a result of the proposed project.

1.8 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY - CHAPTER 3: EXISTING
ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

This chapter presents the existing environmental setting for the proposed project and
compares it to the potential impacts of the proposed project that have been previously
evaluated. This EIR is focused only on the environmental topics identified in the NOP/IS
(see Appendix A) that could be significantly adversely affected by the proposed project.
The environmental topics identified in Chapter 3 include both a regional and local setting.

1.8.1 AIR QUALITY

The Chevron Products Company Refinery is located within the SCAQMD’s jurisdiction.
Over the last decade and a half, air quality has substantially improved within the district.
Nevertheless, several air quality standards continue to be frequently exceeded by a wide
margin. For example, of the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS)
established for six criteria pollutants, the district is in attainment for four (sulfur oxide,
(SOx), NOx, CO and lead). VOC, a precursor to ozone and particulate matter (PM) are
in non-attainment with the standards.
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Chapter 3 discusses the effects of meteorological conditions, temperature and rainfall,
and wind flow patterns on the existing air quality conditions in the South Coast Air Basin
(Basin). Existing air quality will be examined regarding criteria pollutants, regional air
quality, local air quality, the Refinery’s criteria pollutant emissions, toxic air
contaminants (TACSs), as well as the regulatory setting.

1.8.2 ENERGY

The major sources of energy in California come from intrastate, interstate and foreign
sources. Power plants in California provided approximately 78 percent of the in-state
electricity demand in 2006. Hydroelectric power from the Pacific Northwest provides
another 7 percent, and power plants in the Southwestern U.S. provide another 15 percent.
California is currently ranked fourth in the nation among oil producing states, behind
Louisiana, Texas, and Alaska, respectively. Crude oil production in California averaged
731,150 BPD in 2004, a decline of 4.7 percent from 2003. Statewide oil production has
declined to levels not seen since 1943. In 2005, the total receipts to refineries of roughly
674 million barrels came from in-state oil production (39.4 percent), combined with oil
from Alaska (20.1 percent), and foreign sources (40.4 percent) (CEC, 2006b).

Chapter 3 discusses the existing setting regarding demand, supply and distribution of
energy resources on a state and local basis, with electricity and liquid petroleum fuels
providing the main topics.

1.8.3 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

The Refinery handles hazardous materials with the potential to cause harm to people,
property, or the environment. An accidental release of hazardous materials at a facility
can occur due to natural events, such as earthquakes, and non-natural events, such as
mechanical failure or human error. Potential existing hazards from the Refinery are those
associated with accidental releases of toxic/flammable gas, toxic/flammable liquefied
gas, and flammable liquids. Typical hazards at a refinery include toxic gas clouds, fires,
vapor cloud explosions, thermal radiation, and overpressure. State and federal laws
require detailed planning to ensure that hazardous materials are properly handled, used,
stored, and disposed of to prevent or mitigate injury to human health or the environment
in the event that such materials are accidentally released.

1.84 HYDROLOGY/WATER QUALITY

Water issues in the Los Angeles Basin are complex and affect supply, demand, and
quality of water for domestic, commercial, industrial, and agricultural use. Since 1900,
extensive water development has been carried out in the Los Angeles Basin. The
Refinery currently consumes approximately 10 million gallons of water per day.

The Chevron Refinery is located adjacent to the Santa Monica Bay on the Pacific Ocean.

The Bay is recognized by the United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S.
EPA) and the State as a natural resource of national significance. Effluent Limitations
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and Performance Goals are established in Chevron’s National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) Permit (No. CA0000337) for the protection of marine
aquatic life and human health. Under its NPDES Permit, the Chevron Refinery is
authorized to discharge up to 8.8 million gallons per day (gpd) of treated wastewater
during dry weather and up to 23 million gpd during wet weather to the Santa Monica
Bay, near Dockweiler State Beach in El Segundo.

Refinery wastewater is currently collected and treated in two separate drain and treatment
systems: a segregated system and an unsegregated system. The unsegregated system is
normally used for non-process wastewater, including cooling tower blowdown, steam
condensate, a portion of the water pumped from groundwater recovery wells, and other
wastewater streams containing free oil recovered with primary (physical) treatment only.
The unsegregated system is also used to collect and treat stormwater.

The segregated system is normally used to treat process wastewater containing emulsified
oil, organic chemicals, and a portion of the water pumped from groundwater recovery
wells. This system consists of gravity separators, a dissolved air flotation (DAF) unit,
and activated sludge units for secondary (biological) treatment. The biosolids from the
biological treatment are disposed to the sanitary sewer for treatment by the Hyperion
Treatment Plant under an Industrial Waste Discharge Permit.

Two auxiliary effluent diversion tanks are available for handling wastewater from either
of the two systems and excess storm-water runoff. During severe rainstorms, excess
runoff is collected and pumped into the diversion tanks, which have a holding capacity of
about 13.8 million gallons. From the tanks, water can be routed to either system for
treatment prior to discharge.

The wastewater is discharged through an outfall that is located approximately 3,500 feet
offshore. Currently, the Refinery discharges approximately seven million gpd of treated
wastewater during dry weather, and 21.5 million gpd during wet weather, both within the
authorized discharge permitted. The Refinery is authorized to discharge up to 8.8 million
gpd of treated wastewater during dry weather and up to 23 million gpd during wet
weather.

1.8.5 NOISE

Land use in the vicinity of the Refinery is generally designated commercial and
residential to the north; industrial, open, and public land to the east; residential to the
south; and industrial to the west. The ambient noise environment in the project vicinity is
composed of the contributions from equipment and operations within these commercial
and industrial areas, and from the traffic on roadways along or near each of its property
boundaries.

The nearest sensitive noise receptors south of the Refinery are residences located in the

City of Manhattan Beach, approximately 200 to 400 feet south of the Refinery along
Rosecrans Avenue. The nearest sensitive noise receptors north of the Refinery are
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commercial receptors along El Segundo Boulevard and residences along Lomita Avenue
and Grand Avenue approximately one-eighth mile north of the Refinery.

Based on a recent noise survey performed on October 5 through October 9, 2007 to
determine the existing ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the Refinery, the
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) ranges between 63 A-weighted noise level
measurement is decibels (dBA) and 69 dBA.

1.8.6 SOLID/HAZARDOUS WASTE

As of January 2006, the total remaining permitted Class Il landfill capacity in Los
Angeles County is about 104 million tons for non-hazardous solid waste. The Los
Angeles County Department of Public Works (LACDPW) anticipates that landfill
capacity in the county could be exceeded in approximately 10.8 years. The Los Angeles
County Sanitation Districts (LACSD) is currently exploring out-of-county disposal
options in addition to continuing negotiations to extend current operating permits, as well
as implementing waste management plans of source reduction and recycling.

The total remaining permitted inert waste capacity in Los Angeles County is estimated at
approximately 46 million tons. There are currently two waste-to-energy facilities (i.e.,
incinerators) in Los Angeles County with a combined permitted daily capacity of 1,800
tons (six-day week). It is expected that these two facilities will operate at their current
permitted daily capacity until the equipment life of the waste-to-energy facilities
(incinerators) is exhausted (LACDPW, 2007).

Two hazardous waste landfill facilities are located in California, Chemical Waste
Management Inc. (CWMI) Kettleman Hills facility in King’s County, and the Clean
Harbors (formerly Safety-Kleen) facility in Buttonwillow (Kern County). Kettleman
Hills receives an average of 2,700 tons per day (tpd) and has an estimated two million
cubic yard capacity. Buttonwillow receives approximately 960 tons of hazardous waste
per day and has an approximate remaining capacity of approximately 8.8 million cubic
yards. The expectant life of the Buttonwillow Landfill is approximately 40 years.
Hazardous waste also can be transported to permitted facilities outside of California.

1.8.7 TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC

The operating characteristics of an intersection are defined in terms of the Level of
Service (LOS), which describes the quality of traffic flow based on variations in traffic
volume and other variables such as the number of signal phases. Intersections rated at
LOS A to C operate well. Level D typically is the level for which a metropolitan area
street system is designed. Level E represents volumes at or near the capacity of the
highway, which will result in possible stoppages of momentary duration and fairly
unstable traffic flow. Level F occurs when a facility is overloaded and is characterized
by stop-and-go (forced flow) traffic with stoppages of long duration.
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Peak hour LOS analyses were developed for intersections in the vicinity of the Refinery.
The LOS analysis indicates typical urban traffic conditions in the area surrounding the
Refinery, with all intersections, except one, currently operating at Levels A to D during
morning peak hours (7 am — 9 am). One intersection currently operates at LOS E during
morning peak hours, Sepulveda/El Segundo Boulevard. The evening peak hour
conditions (4 pm — 6 pm) show overloaded conditions (LOS F) at two intersections,
operating near capacity (LOS E) at one intersection, operating at LOS C at one
intersection, operating at LOS D at one intersection, and the remainder of the
intersections currently operating at LOS A to B.

1.9 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY - CHAPTER 4: ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

Chapter 4 assesses the potential environmental impacts of the construction and operation
of the Chevron Products Company El Segundo Refinery PRO Project. Chapter 4
evaluates those impacts that are considered potentially significant under the requirements
of CEQA, as determined by the NOP/IS (see Appendix A). Specifically, an impact is
considered significant under CEQA if it leads to a “substantial, or potentially substantial,
adverse change in the environment.” Table 1-1 (located at the end of this chapter)
summarizes the impacts of the proposed project.

19.1 AIRQUALITY
19.11 Environmental Impacts

Project-specific adverse air quality impacts associated with increased emissions of air
contaminants (both criteria air pollutants and TACs) during the construction and
operation phases of the proposed project are discussed in Chapter 4, as well as impacts to
sensitive receptors.

Construction activities vary for the different portions of the proposed project, but
construction activities overlap for a number of portions of the project. Therefore,
emission calculations evaluated in Chapter 4 were based on the schedule presented in
Chapter 2. Peak construction emissions for all pollutants except particulate matter less
than 10 microns in diameter (PM10) and particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in
diameter (PM2.5) are expected to occur in January 2009, with peak PM10 and PM2.5
emissions expected to occur in August 2008. The construction emissions are expected to
be significant for CO, volatile organic compounds (VOCs), NOx, PM10, and PM2.5
following mitigation. Construction emissions are expected to be less than significant for
SOx.

The peak construction emissions were modeled to determine the potential impacts on

ambient air quality. Based on the Industrial Source Complex — Short Term (ISCST?3)
model, the ground level concentrations of the criteria pollutants of concern will be below
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the significant change in air quality concentration. Therefore, no significant change in
the local concentrations of criteria pollutants is expected.

Traffic impacts were analyzed to determine if significant traffic impacts could generate a
significant increase in CO emissions. The intersection of Aviation Boulevard and El
Segundo Boulevard has a potential to have significant traffic impacts during the
construction phase. A CO Hotspots Analysis was completed to assess the impacts of the
traffic on CO ambient air quality. Based on the analysis, it was determined that no
significant change in the ambient CO air quality is expected as a result of the proposed
project. Therefore, the proposed project is not expected to cause CO hotspots and no
significant adverse impact on ambient air quality.

The proposed project operational emissions are also evaluated in Chapter 4. The primary
sources of emissions are from new units including sulfur processing facilities, a VVapor
Recovery and Safety Flare System, and from modifications to existing Refinery units.
The operational impacts of the proposed project are expected to have significant VOC
impacts. The proposed project is not expected to have significant impacts to CO, NOX,
SOx, PM10, or PM2.5 during operation. VOC emissions will be offset for stationary
sources, which will mitigate the VOC emissions to less than significant.

Based on the air quality modeling and related assumptions, the cancer risks to the
Maximum Exposed Individual Worker (MEIW), the Maximum Exposed Individual
Resident (MEIR) and the nearest sensitive receptor associated with the proposed project
at the Refinery were calculated to be 0.22 x 10, 0.33 x 10, and 0.16 x 10° respectively,
or less than one in a million. This result does not exceed the cancer risk significance
threshold of 10 per million.

The highest acute hazard index for the proposed project is estimated to be 0.0307 for the
central nervous system, while the highest chronic hazard index for the proposed project is
estimated to be 0.0066 for the reproductive system. The acute and chronic hazard indices
for the proposed project do not exceed the relevant significance threshold of 1.0,
therefore, no significant adverse acute or chronic health impacts are expected.

19.1.2 Mitigation Measures

Mitigation measures will be imposed on the project to reduce emissions associated with
construction activities from heavy construction equipment and worker travel. The
appropriate mitigation measures are discussed in Chapter 4.

No mitigation measures are required for the operation phase of the project because all
emissions were determined to be less than significant, except for VOC emissions that
require offsets for stationary sources. Once offset, the VOC emissions will be less that
significant. Operational VOC emissions from mobile source emissions (2.8 Ibs/day) do
not require offsets, and are less than significant so no further mitigation is required.
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1.9.1.3  Level of Significance after Mitigation

Construction emissions for the proposed project for CO, VOCs, NOx, PM10, and PM2.5
are expected to remain significant following mitigation. The construction emissions
associated with SOx are expected to remain less than significant following mitigation.
Construction emissions are expected to be short-term and they will be eliminated
following completion of the construction phase.

Localized significant impacts from construction activities were analyzed and determined
that no significant change in local ambient air quality for nitrogen dioxide (NO,), CO, or
PM10 is expected for the proposed project. Therefore, the proposed project is not
expected to cause a significant adverse impact on ambient air quality.

Traffic impacts were analyzed for potential impact to CO ambient air quality and
determined that no significant change in the ambient CO air quality is expected as a result
of the proposed project. Therefore, the proposed project is not expected to cause CO
hotspots and no significant adverse impact on ambient air quality. Therefore, no
mitigation would be required.

The operational impacts of the proposed project are expected to have significant VOC
impacts. The proposed project is not expected to have significant impacts to CO, NOX,
SOx, PM10, or PM2.5 during operation. VOC emissions will be offset, which will
mitigate VOC emissions to less than significant.

The proposed project was analyzed for health impacts and determined to be less than
significant. Therefore, the project is not expected to cause a potentially significant
adverse impact on air quality.

19.2 ENERGY
1.9.21  Environmental Impacts

The proposed project includes new equipment that will require additional electricity. The
proposed project also includes new cogen equipment that will produce additional
electricity. The estimated increase in electricity demand from new equipment is about
29.9 MW. The proposed expansion to the existing multi-train Cogen Facility would
increase the Refinery’s electrical production by an additional 49.9 MW. The expansion
of the Cogen Facility will allow the Refinery to produce all of the electricity required to
operate the Refinery in the long-term, thus, reducing electricity purchases from SCE.
Therefore, the project impacts on the electricity supply are considered to be beneficial.

1.9.2.2 Mitigation Measures

No significant impacts associated with energy resources are expected from the proposed
project during construction or operational phases, so no mitigation measures are required.
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1.9.2.3  Level of Significance after Mitigation

The proposed project is expected to generate sufficient electricity so that no significant
energy impacts are expected.

1.9.3 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
1931 Environmental Impacts

The potential hazards (fires, explosion overpressure, thermal radiation, or release of H,S)
from the new or modified units associated with the proposed project and the results of the
modeling for these hazards are discussed in Chapter 4. The hazards analysis can be
found in Appendix D. For each potential release, the distance to the significance
threshold level was determined before and after the proposed project modifications
(where applicable). None of the existing or modified units have the ability to create a
hazard that could extend further off-site. Therefore, the potential hazard impacts
associated with the proposed project are considered to be less than significant because
significance thresholds would not be exceeded. Operation of the proposed project will
not involve the use of flammable substances or hazardous materials that are not currently
used at the Refinery nor will it involve the use of flammable substances in locations
where they are not currently used.

1.9.3.2 Mitigation Measures

No significant hazard or hazardous materials impacts are expected from the proposed
project, so no mitigation measures are required.

1.9.3.3 Level of Significance Following Mitigation

The proposed project impacts on hazards and hazardous materials are expected to be less
than significant.

194 HYDROLOGY/WATER QUALITY
1.9.4.1  Environmental Impacts

Regarding water supply, the proposed project is expected to require about 400 gpm
(about 576,000 gpd) of water for cooling purposes and about 120 gpm (about 172,800
gpd) of boiler feed water. Therefore, the proposed project will increase the water demand
at the Refinery by about 520 gpm or about 748,800 gpd. The increase in water demand is
expected to be met by existing sources of water supplied by WBMWD.

The proposed PRO Project includes modifications to the WBMWD utilities to allow the
increased production of recycled water that will be used for cooling tower purposes and
boiler feed water. All of the increased water use associated with the proposed project
(about 748,800 gpd) will be reclaimed water supplied by the WBMWD. Therefore, the
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proposed project will not result in an increase in the use of potable water, but will only
result in an increase in the use of recycled water.

With respect to wastewater, the Refinery currently discharges approximately seven
million gpd of treated wastewater to the Santa Monica Bay. It is expected that the
proposed project will increase the wastewater discharge by about 223,200 gpd. The
wastewater treatment system at the Refinery has sufficient capacity to treat the
incremental increase in wastewater produced from the proposed project. Therefore, the
proposed project is not expected to change the quality of wastewater produced by the
Refinery.

Under its NPDES Permit, the Chevron Refinery is authorized to discharge up to 8.8
million gpd of treated wastewater during dry weather, and up to 23 million gpd during
wet weather to the Santa Monica Bay, near Dockweiler State Beach in ElI Segundo.
Following project completion, the total volume of wastewater generated would be about
7,223,200 gpd, which is within the capacity of the existing permit.

1942 Mitigation Measures

No significant impacts associated with water demand and wastewater discharge are
expected from the proposed project, so no mitigation measures are required.

1.9.4.3  Level of Significance after Mitigation

The proposed project impacts on hydrology and water quality are expected to be less than
significant.

195 NOISE
1951 Environmental Impacts

The highest noise impacts from construction activities will be during installation of new
and modified process units. Noise sources for the proposed project include heavy
construction equipment which will be a source of noise over the approximately two and a
half year construction period. The estimated noise level during installation of new and
modified process units at the Refinery is expected to average about 85 decibels (dBA) at
50 feet from the center of construction activity for each unit.

The noise levels from the construction equipment at the Refinery are expected to be
within the allowable levels established by the City of ElI Segundo noise ordinance, and
increases during construction activities are not expected to exceed 1.2 dBA. The noise
levels during the construction phase are generally expected to be similar to current noise
levels and no significant (audible) increase in noise levels is expected.

The proposed project will also add equipment to the existing Refinery resulting in
additional noise sources from operational activities. Additional noise sources associated
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with the proposed project generally include process equipment components such as
valves, flanges, ejectors, heat exchangers, vents, pumps, and compressors. Noise impacts
associated with the proposed project were evaluated using noise modeling (see Appendix
E). Noise generated by project equipment would increase the overall noise levels at the
Refinery by a maximum of about 1.3 dBA (when compared to baseline conditions),
which is below the significant impact level of an increase of three decibels. The noise
levels in the area following completion of the proposed project are expected to be about
the same as the current levels.

1.95.2 Mitigation Measures

No significant impacts associated with noise are expected from the proposed project
during construction or operational phases, so no mitigation measures are required.

1.95.3  Level of Significance Following Mitigation

The proposed project is expected to be less than significant, so no significant impacts on
noise are expected.

1.9.6 SOLID/HAZARDOUS WASTE
1.9.6.1 Environmental Impacts

Due to construction activities associated with the proposed project, an increase is
expected in the generation of non-hazardous wastes resulting from demolition of existing
structures, grading to provide foundations for new structures, and the installation new
structures. Approximately 1,075 tons of municipal (non-hazardous) solid waste would be
generated from the proposed project. The landfills in Los Angeles County have the
capacity to accept the waste produced during the construction phase of the proposed
project on a one-time basis.

Construction of the proposed project is also anticipated to generate approximately 1,200
tons of hazardous waste. Additionally, Chevron estimates that a total of approximately
5,900 tons of contaminated soil may be excavated during construction of the proposed
project. There is adequate capacity at the two Class | landfills in California approved to
accept hazardous waste.

The operation of the proposed project is expected to require increased amounts of catalyst
and generate increased amounts of catalyst waste. As with the current procedures at the
Refinery, the additional amounts of recovered catalyst will be transported for recycling
offsite, so no increase in waste disposal of catalyst is expected.
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1.9.6.2 Mitigation Measures

No significant impacts associated with solid and hazardous waste are expected from the
proposed project during construction or operational phases, so no mitigation measures are
required.

1.9.6.3  Level of Significance after Mitigation

The impacts of the proposed project on solid/hazardous waste facilities are expected to be
less than significant.

1.9.7 TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORTATION
19.7.1 Environmental Impacts

Construction of the proposed project will generate additional traffic from construction
personnel commuting to and from the site, as well as the transportation of construction
materials and equipment to the Refinery. Because the daytime construction shift starts at
6:30 a.m., worker traffic attributable to project construction will not affect the morning
peak hour (7:00 am to 9:00 am). The evening peak period is 4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.;
therefore, construction related traffic will be leaving and arriving during the evening peak
hour and potentially impacting traffic during the evening peak hour.

The construction phase of the proposed project could result in potentially significant
traffic impacts at one intersection (Aviation Boulevard and El Segundo Boulevard). In
addition, traffic impacts are also potentially significant for the southbound lanes of the
San Diego Freeway (1-405) between Rosecrans Avenue and El Segundo Boulevard and
the northbound lanes of 1-405 between El Segundo Boulevard and Alen M. Anderson
Freeway (I-105) interchange. Sufficient parking for the peak estimate of 900 workers is
not available at the Chevron Refinery. Therefore off-site parking areas will be used and
workers will be transported to and from the Refinery.

Operational impacts from the proposed project are expected to require 12 additional
permanent workers at the Refinery, generating 24 additional trips per day. The proposed
project will result in increases in truck trips to provide supplies and materials, as well as
to deliver products and wastes. The proposed project is also expected to reduce the
production and sales of anhydrous ammonia from the Refinery, thus reducing overall
truck trips from the Refinery by about two per day.

19.7.2 Mitigation Measures

Because of the temporary nature of the construction traffic, feasible mitigation measures
are limited. Chevron is using off-site parking structures and transporting workers to the
Refinery during peak construction activities to minimize traffic impacts at intersections
adjacent to the Refinery. In addition, the construction work shift is scheduled to begin at
6:30 am so that traffic impacts during the morning peak hour will be avoided. Chevron
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will encourage ridesharing to reduce single occupancy vehicle trips and encourage
ridesharing and transit use. Preferential parking for rideshare vehicles will be provided
for construction workers. The traffic analysis assumes that no ridesharing will occur and
provides a worst-case estimate of project impacts. However, ridesharing during
construction activities is common and will help decrease traffic impacts. The amount of
ridesharing that will occur cannot be predicted so traffic impacts are assumed to remain
significant.

1.9.7.3  Level of Significance after Mitigation

Mitigation measures have been included as part of the proposed project that are expected
to reduce traffic impacts during the construction phase. However, construction traffic
impacts are expected to remain significant. The construction traffic impacts will cease
following completion of the construction phase. The operational impacts of the project
on transportation/traffic are less than significant.

1.10 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY - CHAPTER 5: SUMMARY OF
CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

CEQA Guideline 815130(a) requires an EIR to discuss cumulative impacts of a project
when the project’s incremental effect is cumulatively considerable, as defined in
815065(a)(3). There are a number of projects proposed for development in the vicinity of
the Refinery, which may contribute cumulative impacts to those generated by the
proposed PRO Project. The discussion in Chapter 5 lists projects which are reasonably
expected to proceed in the foreseeable future, i.e., project information has been submitted
to a public agency.

1.10.1 AIR QUALITY
1.10.1.1 Environmental Impacts

Construction Impacts: Construction activities for some of the projects described in
Chapter 5 have the potential to overlap with the proposed Chevron project and result in
short-term significant impacts on air quality. On a cumulative basis, construction
emissions would exceed SCAQMD CEQA thresholds for CO, VOC, NOx, PM10, and
PM2.5. Therefore, the air quality impacts associated with construction activities are
considered significant. Mitigation measures to reduce air emissions associated with
cumulative construction activities are necessary primarily to control emissions from
heavy construction equipment and worker travel.

Operational Impacts: During operation, some of the projects are expected to reduce
overall air pollutant emissions. However, there are localized increases for certain air
pollutants. Direct stationary emission sources are generally subject to regulation. The
operation of the Chevron project will not exceed the SCAQMD thresholds, after
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mitigation, so no significant, project-specific air quality impacts are expected from the
proposed project.

However, cumulative air quality impacts are expected to exceed the SCAQMD mass
emission thresholds for CO, VOC, NOx, SOx, and PM10. Therefore, the cumulative air
quality impacts for CO, VOC, NOx, SOx, and PM10 are expected to be significant.

Toxic Air Contaminants: The proposed project impacts on health effects associated
with exposure to TACs is expected to be below the CEQA significance thresholds and,
therefore, less than significant. Therefore, the proposed project impacts are not expected
to contribute to cumulative impacts and are not considered to be cumulatively
considerable. The impacts from TACs are localized impacts. The only other major
industrial project in the area is the El Segundo Power Plant Redevelopment Project. The
potential overlap of the EI Segundo Power Plant and the Chevron PRO Project would be
well below the significance criteria of 10 per million for carcinogenic risk and 1.0 for the
acute and chronic hazard indices. Cumulative impacts of TACs on health are expected to
be less than significant.

Green House Gases: Global climate change refers to changes in average climatic
conditions on earth as a whole, including temperature, wind patterns, precipitation and
storms. Global warming, a related concept, is the observed increase in average
temperature of the earth’s surface and atmosphere. One identified cause of global
warming is an increase of greenhouse gases (GHGS) in the atmosphere. Some studies
indicate that the potential effects of global climate change may include rising surface
temperatures, loss in snow pack, sea level rise, more extreme heat days per year, and
more drought years. Events and activities, such as the industrial revolution and the
increased consumption of fossil fuels (e.g., gasoline, diesel, coal, etc.), have heavily
contributed to the increase in atmospheric levels of GHGs. As reported by the California
Energy Commission (CEC), California contributes 1.4 percent of the global and 6.2
percent of the national GHGs emissions.

In response to growing scientific and political concern regarding global climate change,
California has recently adopted a series of laws to reduce both the level of GHGs in the
atmosphere and to reduce emissions of GHGs from commercial and private activities
within the State.

Chevron has reported its GHG emissions to the California Climate Action Registry for
the years 2004-2006, which were approximately 13.1 million metric tons per year for all
sources in California. The total statewide net GHG emissions in 2004 were
approximately 480 million metric tons per year for carbon dioxide (CO,) equivalent
(CO2e) emissions.  Global emissions of GHGs in 1990 were estimated by the
Intergovernmental Powers on Climate Change to be 32,100 million metric tons for CO.e
emissions.  The two-year average GHG emissions from the Chevron El Segundo
Refinery for 2005-2006 were calculated to be 3.588 million metric tons. The major
source of emissions is combustion of fuel in heaters and boilers.
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The new and modified equipment built as part of the Chevron PRO Project has been
evaluated for all GHG emission sources, including both energy supplied via purchased
conventional power generation and with energy supplied by the installation of more
energy efficient cogeneration power (combined power and steam generation). The PRO
Project as proposed is estimated to result in an increase of 0.194 million metric tons/year
of GHGs with GHG emission increases generated from Cogen Train D, the tail gas
treating unit, and the pilots on the new flare.

Chevron evaluated the electrical needs of the PRO Project and determined that the
proposed project would require about 29.9 MW of electricity plus additional steam to
operate the proposed new and modified units. The business-as-usual approach would be
to purchase the additional electricity from the local provider (SCE). If the Refinery were
to continue to rely on SCE for electricity, a new 330 mmBtu/hr boiler would be required
to generate additional steam needed for the PRO Project and other Refinery activities.
The GHG emissions that would be generated under the business-as-usual approach are
estimated to be about 0.281 million metric tons per year.

Instead of business-as-usual, Chevron is proposing to install a new 49.9 MW
cogeneration unit to supply the additional electricity and steam, and to reduce the amount
of electricity purchased from the local provider. The steam required by the proposed
project and other refinery activities can be generated by the Cogen Train D so that no
new boiler is required. Although the operation of the new Cogen Train D will result in an
increase in GHG emissions at the Refinery, the new Cogen Train D will eliminate the
purchase of electricity from less energy efficient sources It is estimated that the PRO
Project with the Cogen Train D would generate about 0.089 million metric tons/yr (0.281
—0.192) less GHG emissions than the PRO Project with a new boiler plus SCE supplied
power, i.e, business-as-usual.

The major contributor of greenhouse gases in the PRO Project, the new Cogen Train D,
is, in itself, one of the preeminent technologies for minimizing GHG emissions.
Cogeneration is far more efficient (in both energy and GHG emissions), than separate
generation of electricity and steam. Installing Cogen Train D as part of the PRO Project
is consistent with the California Air Pollution Control Officer’s Association’s
(CAPCOA’s) Green List of Projects and, thus, the goals of AB32.

The California Public Utility Commission (CPUC) and CEC have established emissions
performance standards for the generation of electricity. In order to evaluate compliance
with the standard, the thermal output of Cogen Train D was calculated and compared to
the emissions performance standard. The efficiency of the Cogen Train D is estimated to
be 591 Ibs of CO.e per MW-hr which is well below the emissions performance standard
of 1,100 pounds of CO, per MW-hr. Therefore, the proposed Cogen Train D will be
more energy efficient than required by CPUC and CEC standards, generating lower CO,
emissions per MW-hr than required by CPUC and CEC standards.

For comparison purposes and consistency with the goals of AB32, the GHG emissions
from the Chevron El Segundo Refinery have also been evaluated for the 1990 operating
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conditions using historical operating data. The 1990 GHG emissions for the Refinery are
estimated to be about 3.9 million metric tons of GHGs per year as compared to the 2010
GHG emission estimates of 3.588 million metric tons. In the years since 1990, the
Refinery has implemented a number of projects to improve energy efficiency (thereby
reducing GHG emissions) and, in one case, to directly reduce CO, emissions from the
Steam Naphtha Reformer. GHG emissions from the Refinery will be less than the
Refinery 1990 baseline - outpacing AB32’s goal of reducing to 1990 emission levels by
2020. Through the use of a highly energy efficient cogeneration system, the PRO Project
exhibits a highly favorable level of carbon intensity compared to traditional technologies.

In spite of all the past projects undertaken by Chevron and a proactive approach to
reducing GHG emissions from the proposed project through the installation of a
cogeneration unit, rather than taking a business-as-usual approach (i.e., installing a new
boiler and increasing demand for electricity from SCE), the cumulative increase in GHG
emissions from the proposed project of 0.194 million metric tons per year is concluded to
be significant. Given the position of the legislature on AB32, which states that global
warming poses serious threats to the environment, and the requirements of CEQA for the
lead agency to determine whether a project will have a significant impact, the overall
effect of 0.194 million metric tons per year of GHG emissions is considered cumulatively
considerable. Thus, the cumulative greenhouse gas impacts from the proposed project
are considered significant. This determination is based on the lack of clear scientific or
other criteria for determining the level of significance of the project’s contribution to
global warming and adverse changes in climate conditions.

To offset GHG emissions from the PRO Project with the new Cogen Train D at the
Refinery, Chevron shall offset the GHG emissions resulting from the proposed PRO
Project through the purchase of CO, emission reduction credits. Chevron will make a
contribution to the SoCal Climate Solutions Exchange of $1,500,000 to produce
verifiable and quantifiable permanent GHG emission reductions under District SoCal
Climate Solutions Exchange and thus offset the net increase in the PRO Project GHG
emissions (see Section 5.2.4.4 for further details on the GHG mitigation measures).
Through implementation of these mitigation measures, the cumulative impacts of GHG
emissions associated with the proposed PRO Project would be less than significant.

1.10.1.2 Mitigation Measures

For the construction period, the mitigation measures developed as part of the proposed
Chevron project will be imposed on other related projects, if the SCAQMD is the lead
agency and project-specific impacts are concluded to be significant. The mitigation
measures to minimize emissions associated with operation of stationary sources of the
related projects include the use of BACT for all new emission sources and modifications
to existing sources. BACT would be required for stationary sources regardless of
whether the SCAQMD s the lead agency or is a responsible agency. The use of BACT
would control localized emissions. A BACT review will be completed during the
SCAQMD permit approval process for all new/modified sources.
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1.10.1.3 Level of Significance Following Mitigation

The cumulative adverse air quality impacts due to construction activities are expected to
exceed the SCAQMD significance thresholds for all criteria pollutants except SOx and
are considered to be cumulatively considerable, even after mitigation. The cumulative air
quality impacts due to operational activities are expected to exceed the SCAQMD
significance thresholds for all pollutants and are considered to be cumulatively
considerable. The project-specific TAC health impacts would not be significant, and are
not considered to be cumulatively considerable. GHG emission impacts are expected to
be less than significant after mitigation, through the use of GHG emission offsets.

1.10.2 ENERGY

The project’s contribution to energy impacts is not cumulative considerable and, thus, not
significant because the environmental conditions would essentially be the same whether
or not the proposed project is implemented (CEQA Guidelines §15130).

1.10.2.1 Environmental Impacts from Construction and Operations

The Chevron PRO Project and other projects will consume additional electricity. The
new office and commercial buildings are expected to consume additional electricity,
while other projects at the Chevron Refinery (e.g., new Chevron administration building,
No. 2 Cutpoint Project, LPG Rack Segregation, new jet tank and remodeling of the
purchasing building) are not expected to require additional electricity. The PRO Project
and the EI Segundo Power Plant project will produce additional electricity, 49.9 MW and
280 MW, respectively. As a result, the cumulative projects are not expected to result in
significant increases in electrical demand and will produce electricity. No significant
cumulative energy impacts are expected.

1.10.2.2 Mitigation Measures

New development will be required to comply with Uniform Building Code requirements
which establish energy conservation standards for new construction. These standards are
related to insulation requirements, glazing, lighting, shading, window requirements, and
water and space heating systems. Implementation of the energy conservation
requirements is expected to minimize cumulative energy impacts.

1.10.2.3  Level of Significance After Mitigation
The impacts of the various projects on energy are not expected to be cumulatively

considerable, as some of the projects will generate additional electricity, which will
compensate for demand.
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1.10.3 HAZARDS/HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

The project’s contribution to hazards and hazardous materials impacts is not cumulative
considerable and thus not significant because the environmental conditions would
essentially be the same whether or not the proposed project is implemented (CEQA
Guidelines §15130).

1.10.3.1 Environmental Impacts from Construction and Operations

Although other industrial facilities exist in the general vicinity of the Refinery, the
cumulative impacts, from and between the onsite operation of the other industrial
projects, are not expected to be significant because it is extremely unlikely that upset
conditions would occur at more than one facility at a time. Further, hazard impacts at
industrial facilities are not expected to overlap because of the distance between facilities.
It also is extremely unlikely that an upset condition at one facility would create an upset
at another nearby industrial facility because of the distance between facilities. The new
project-related explosion or fire hazard impacts associated with the proposed project are
expected to stay within the confines of the existing Refinery or travel no further than
existing hazards. Therefore, explosion or fire hazards are not expected to reach or
overlap with hazard impacts from other industrial projects, so hazard impacts are not
expected to be cumulatively considerable.

1.10.3.2 Mitigation Measures

The proposed project impacts on hazards are considered to be less than significant. A
number of existing rules and regulations apply to the Refinery and other industrial
facilities that handle, transport or store hazardous materials. Compliance with these rules
and regulations is expected to minimize industry-related hazards. Compliance with these
rules and regulations should also minimize the hazards at other industrial facilities. Site-
specific mitigation measures for hazards may be required for other projects.

1.10.3.3  Level of Significance After Mitigation
The impacts of the various projects on hazards are not expected to be cumulatively

considerable as hazards at or within one project area are not expected to impact or lead to
hazards at other facilities.

1.10.4 HYDROLOGY/WATER QUALITY
The PRO Project’s contribution to hydrology/water quality impacts is not cumulative
considerable and thus not significant because the environmental conditions would

essentially be the same whether or not the proposed project is implemented (CEQA
Guidelines §15130).
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1.10.4.1 Environmental Impacts from Construction and Operations

Water Supply/Demand: The Chevron PRO Project includes modifications to allow the
increase production and use of recycled water that will be used for cooling tower
purposes and boiler feed water. All of the increased water use associated with the
proposed project (about 748,800 one million gallons per day) will be reclaimed water.

In addition to the proposed Chevron project, the EI Segundo Power Plant is expected to
require about 207,000 gpd of additional water. Water demand impacts from the power
plant are expected to be mitigated by the use of recycled water for some purposes. The
other related projects are limited to office buildings, commercial buildings, and some
residential buildings, which are not expected to be major users of water. The cumulative
increase in water use is expected to be less than the SCAQMD’s significance threshold of
five million gpd. Therefore, the proposed project and the cumulative projects are not
expected to produce significant adverse cumulative impacts to water demand.

Wastewater: The proposed project is anticipated to increase wastewater discharge from
the Chevron Refinery by about 223,200 gpd. Wastewater generated by Chevron is
treated on-site prior to discharge. No significant impacts associated with wastewater
discharge is expected from the Chevron PRO Project.

The total sewage generated by the other cumulative projects in the ElI Segundo area is
estimated to be about one million gpd (see Table 5-10) and most of these facilities are
expected to discharge to the LACSD sewage system which is treated by the Joint Water
Pollution Control Plant (JWPCP). The JWPCP has a design capacity of about 385
million gpd and currently process an average flow of 323 million gpd. Therefore,
JWPCP has sufficient sewage treatment capacity to accommodate the sewage from the
cumulative projects. Therefore, impacts to sewage service would not be cumulatively
considerable.

1.10.4.2 Mitigation Measures

The proposed project impacts on hydrology/water quality were less than significant.
Since no cumulative impacts were identified, no mitigation measures are required.

1.10.4.3 Level of Significance After Mitigation

The cumulative impacts on hydrology/water quality are considered to be less than
significant.

1.10.5 NOISE
The Chevron PRO Project’s contribution to noise impacts is not cumulative considerable

and thus not significant because the environmental conditions would essentially be the
same whether or not the proposed project is implemented (CEQA Guidelines §15130).
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1.10.5.1 Environmental Impacts from Construction

Construction phases of each of the related projects are expected to generate localized,
short-term noise impacts, some of which may be significant during construction.
Construction activities associated with the industrial projects are located in industrial
areas where limited sensitive receptors are located. The use of muffling devices,
restriction of most construction work hours to daytime hours, etc., are expected to
mitigate the increase in noise at most of the construction sites.

The cumulative construction impacts associated with the related industrial projects are
not expected to be significant or exceed noise ordinances. The Refinery and other
industrial projects are generally a sufficient distance apart that the noise levels are not
expected to overlap. Some of the commercial/office buildings on-site are located close to
residential and other sensitive receptors and may create noise impacts in residential areas.
Construction activities are expected to be limited to daytime hours, which reduce the
potential for impacts on sensitive receptors.

1.10.5.2 Environmental Impacts from Operations

The operational noise impacts of the industrial projects are not expected to be significant.
The noise impacts at the Chevron Refinery are not expected to result in a noticeable
change to the surrounding community. The mitigated operational noise at the southern
boundary of the ElI Segundo Power Plant project is predicted to be no greater than 52
dBA. This noise level is less than the SCAQMD’s significance threshold of 90 dBA at
the property boundary. Therefore, the noise due to the new generators is not expected to
have a significant noise effect and the noise would not overlap with other existing or new
noise sources at the Chevron Refinery. In addition, existing traffic noise levels are
significant in the Vista Del Mar Boulevard corridor which runs between the power plant
and the Refinery, generating a large portion of the community noise levels.

Most of the noise associated with other cumulative projects (e.g., commercial and office
buildings) is expected to be primarily associated with traffic. ~Sufficient distance
separates the Refinery from most of the other projects, thus, it is unlikely that noise
impacts will overlap.

1.10.5.3 Mitigation Measures

Since noise impacts from the Refinery proposed project are not considered to be
cumulatively considerable, they do not contribute to significant adverse cumulative worse
impacts. As a result, no mitigation measures are required.

1.10.5.4 Level of Significance After Mitigation

The noise impacts associated with the cumulative projects are not expected to be

significant or contribute to significant adverse cumulative noise impacts during
construction or operation.
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1.10.6 SOLID/HAZARDOUS WASTE

The Chevron PRO Project’s contribution to solid and hazardous waste impacts is not
cumulative considerable and thus not significant because the environmental conditions
would essentially be the same whether or not the proposed project is implemented
(CEQA Guidelines §15130).

1.10.6.1 Environmental Impacts from Construction and Operations

Hazardous Waste: The Chevron Refinery and El Segundo Power Plant projects are the
main industrial developments in the area that have the potential to generate hazardous
waste either through remediation activities or through the discovery of contaminated
soils. The total amount of hazardous waste generated by contaminated soil is uncertain
but maximum estimates are about 6,975 tons will be generated at the Chevron site and
about 4,000 tons at the ElI Segundo Power Plant. The impacts would be considered
adverse but not significant since the existing hazardous waste facilities likely have
sufficient capacity to handle the one-time deposition of hazardous wastes that would
likely be generated, e.g., contaminated soils. However, the additional waste streams may
impact the dwindling capacity of certain landfills. Together, the landfills in California
have 10.8 million cubic yards permitted capacity, which will accommodate the waste
generated by the proposed project during the construction phase. In addition, other
hazardous waste facilities are located out-of-state. Therefore, the cumulative impact of
the generation hazardous waste is not considered a significant impact.

Most of the hazardous waste generated during the operational phase of the industrial
projects include used oil and spent catalysts, which are expected to be recycled for their
economic value. The office, commercial, and residential projects are not expected to
generate substantial quantities of hazardous waste. Therefore, no significant cumulative
impacts on hazardous waste facilities are expected.

Solid Waste: Non-hazardous solid wastes are usually generated in offices, commercial
buildings, and residential units. The estimates of solid waste generated by cumulative
projects are about one million tons per year. Because the proposed project’s contribution
to solid and hazardous waste impacts is not cumulatively considerable, the cumulative
impacts on solid/hazardous waste are not significant because the environmental
conditions would essentially be the same whether or not the proposed project is
implemented (CEQA Guidelines §15130).

1.10.6.2 Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are required for the Chevron PRO Project because the impacts
are less than significant. Chevron will continue to implement a source reduction and
recycling program to minimize solid wastes generated at the Refinery. New development
must comply with all applicable city, county, and state requirements regulating solid
waste disposal. Cumulative impact mitigation is the responsibility of local regional and
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state agencies and feasible mitigation measures are expected to be limited to source
reduction and recycling measures.

1.10.6.3  Level of Significance After Mitigation

Individual project impacts on hazardous and solid waste from the Chevron PRO Project
are less than significant and, therefore, not cumulatively considerable. Cumulative
impacts on hazardous waste landfill facilities are expected to be less than significant
because the industrial projects are expected to generate hazardous waste that can be
recycled. Because the proposed project’s contribution to solid and hazardous waste
impacts is not cumulatively considerable, the cumulative impacts on solid/hazardous
waste are not significant because the environmental conditions would essentially be the
same whether or not the proposed project is implemented (CEQA Guidelines §15130).

1.10.7 TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC

The potential significant adverse traffic impacts are expected to occur during the
construction phase due to the temporary increase in construction workers at the Refinery.
Following completion of construction, the increase in permanent workers is expected to
be about 12 employees; therefore, the proposed project impacts on traffic during the
operational phase are less than significant. Therefore the project’s contribution to
transportation and traffic impacts during project operation is not cumulative considerable
and thus not significant because the environmental conditions would essentially be the
same whether or not the proposed project is implemented (CEQA Guidelines §15130).

1.10.7.1  Environmental Impacts from Construction

Traffic impacts associated with the construction of the Chevron proposed project are
expected to be potentially significant during the evening peak hour at one intersection,
Aviation Boulevard/El Segundo Boulevard and on portions of the 1-105 and [-405
Freeways. Therefore, the proposed project may have cumulative traffic impacts with
other projects in the area. The proposed project’s contribution to cumulative impacts on
traffic during the construction phase would be considered cumulatively considerable.

There could be cumulative construction traffic impacts associated with other industrial
construction projects in the area that do not avoid peak traffic hours. However, the
Chevron PRO Project is expected to provide the major portion of the traffic related to
construction activities so cumulative construction impacts on traffic from these projects
are considered significant.

1.10.7.2 Environmental Impacts from Operations
The cumulative traffic analysis for operations assumed that the ambient traffic growth
rate in the city is 0.50 percent per year from year 2008 to year 2020 and no changes in

existing intersection geometrics. On a cumulative basis, general growth in the area may
result in significant traffic impacts at the intersections of: (1) Sepulveda Boulevard
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(SR1) and El Segundo Boulevard; (2) Sepulveda (SR1) Boulevard and Rosecrans
Avenue; (3) Aviation Boulevard and El Segundo Boulevard; and (4) Aviation Boulevard
and Rosecrans Avenue.

The increase in traffic is unrelated to the proposed project but is related to general
population growth in the area so mitigation measures will need to be developed as new
projects that generate traffic are proposed and as part of the City of ElI Segundo’s and
Manhattan Beach’s General Plan process.

1.10.7.3 Mitigation Measures

Chevron will encourage ride-sharing by construction workers to minimize construction
impacts. In addition, different parking areas will be used with construction workers
being bussed onto the Refinery so that traffic impacts will be spread throughout the area.

1.10.7.4  Level of Significance After Mitigation

The proposed project is expected to result in significant traffic impacts during the
construction phase. However, the construction activities are expected to cease following
completion of the proposed project so no long term significant traffic impacts are
expected. Because the proposed project’s contribution to transportation and traffic
impacts during operation is not cumulatively considerable, the cumulative impacts on
transportation and traffic are not significant because the environmental conditions would
essentially be the same whether or not the proposed project is implemented (CEQA
Guidelines §15130).

1.11 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY - CHAPTER 6: SUMMARY OF
ALTERNATIVES

This EIR identifies and compares the relative merits of a range of reasonable alternatives
to the proposed project as required by the CEQA guidelines. According to the CEQA
Guidelines, alternatives should include realistic measures to attain the basic objectives of
the proposed project and provide a means for evaluating the comparative merits of each
alternative. In addition, though the range of alternatives must be sufficient to permit a
reasoned choice, they need not include every conceivable project alternative (CEQA
Guidelines, 815126.6(a)). The key issue is whether the selection and discussion of
alternatives fosters informed decision making and public participation.

1.11.1  Description of Alternatives
Alternatives to the proposed project included Alternative 1 - No Project Alternative;
Alternative 2 — No Additional Sulfur Recovery Facilities; Alternative 3 — Eliminate

Vapor Recovery and Safety Flare System; Alternative 4 - Eliminate FCCU and
Alkylation Unit Modifications; and Alternative 5 - Purchase Additional Electricity.
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CEQA Guidelines 815126.6 (e) requires evaluation of a “No Project Alternative” which
is Alternative 1 in Chapter 6. Under the “No Project Alternative,” no Refinery
modifications would occur. The proposed modifications to the No. 2 Crude Unit, No. 2
RSU, Minalk/Merox Unit, FCCU, Alkylation Unit, VRDS, ISOMAX Unit, Cogen Train
D, Railcar Loading/Unloading Rack, and utility improvements would not occur. In
addition, the proposed new SRU, SWS, TGU, vapor recovery and safety flare system,
storage tanks, cooling tower, and hydrogen compression and transfer facilities would not
be built and the Refinery would continue to operate under its current configuration.

Under Alternative 2, the Sulfur Recovery facilities, including the SWS, SRU, and TGU,
would not be constructed. All other portions of the proposed project would still be
constructed including the proposed modifications to the No. 2 Crude Unit, No. 2 RSU,
Minalk/Merox Unit, FCCU, Alkylation Unit, VRDS, ISOMAX Unit, Cogen Train D,
Railcar Loading/Unloading Rack, and utility improvements. In addition, the proposed
vapor recovery and safety flare system, storage tanks, cooling tower, and hydrogen
compression and transfer facilities would be built.

Under Alternative 3, the project as described in Chapter 2 would be constructed with the
exception of the VVapor Recovery and Safety Flare System. This is a voluntary Refinery
modification that is proposed to eliminate the potential for venting of PRDs to the
atmosphere, thus minimizing VOC emissions at the Refinery.

Under Alternative 4, the modifications to the FCCU and Alkylation Unit would not occur
and the related increase in the recovery of additional LPG from the fuel gas system will
not occur. All other portions of the proposed project would still occur,

Under Alternative 5, the new Cogen Unit would not be constructed meaning the required
additional electricity demand would be supplied by the local utility company. Under
Alternative 5, a new auxiliary boiler or an increase in fired heat duty of an existing boiler
would be required to supply the necessary stream demand of the proposed new and
modified units. All other portions of the project would still occur.

1.11.2 Environmental Impacts of Alternatives

Based on the analyses in Chapter 6, no feasible alternatives were identified that would
reduce or eliminate the potentially significant air quality or traffic impacts during
construction activities related to the proposed project and achieve the objectives of the
proposed project.

The No Project Alternative (Alternative 1) would prevent Chevron from achieving all of
the project objectives. However, the No Project Alternative would eliminate the
potentially significant impacts related to air quality and traffic impacts during
construction activities, making it an environmentally superior alternative .

Alternative 2 would result in significant impacts to air quality and traffic during
construction, but would reduce the emissions and related traffic since the Sulfur
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Recovery facilities would not be built. Therefore, in addition to the No Project
Alternative, Alternative 2 would be considered the environmentally superior alternative
as it would reduce project environmental impacts as compared to the proposed project,
but would not reduce potentially significant impacts to less than significant. However,
Alternative 2 would not allow the Refinery to meet all the project objectives of: (1)
producing low-sulfur fuel products and increase production of commercial grade
elemental sulfur; and (2) allowing the Refinery to efficiently and reliably process a wider
range of crude oils, including higher sulfur-containing crude oils.

Alternative 3 and 4 would have similar impacts on air quality, energy, hazards/hazardous
materials, noise and traffic, as the proposed project. Alternatives 3 and 4 would result in
significant impacts to air quality and traffic during construction, but would reduce the
construction and operational emissions and related traffic since fewer units would be
built. Alternative 3 would not allow the Refinery to control the potential atmospheric
releases and related emissions from PRDs in specified units. Alternative 4 would not
include the energy efficiency modifications proposed for the FCCU and Alkylation Unit.
Alternatives 3 and 4 would reduce project construction-related air quality and traffic
impacts, but would not reduce potentially significant impacts to less than significant.

Alternative 5 would reduce project construction-related air quality and traffic impacts,
but would not reduce potentially significant impacts to less than significant. Alternative
5 could result in significant impacts on energy because the Cogen Train D would not be
constructed. Greenhouse gas emissions would be greater under Alternative 5. Therefore,
the proposed project is preferred because it would attain all project objectives.

1.12 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY - CHAPTER 7 AND 8:
REFERENCES, ACRONYMS AND GLOSSARY

Information on references cited (including organizations and persons consulted) and the
acronyms and glossary are presented in Chapters 7 and 8, respectively.
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TABLE 1-1

Summary of Environmental Impacts, Mitigation Measures and Residual Impacts

IMPACT

MITIGATION MEASURES

RESIDUAL IMPACT

Air Quality

The construction emissions for CO, VOC,
NOx, PM10, and PM2.5 will exceed the
SCAQMD CEQA significance thresholds are
significant.

Develop a Construction Emission Management
Plan for the proposed project; prohibiting truck
idling in excess of five minutes, use electricity
or alternate fuels for on-site equipment, where
feasible, maintain construction equipment
tuned up, use electric welders and electric
generators where electricity is available;
retrofit cranes of 200 hp or greater with diesel
particulate  filters; suspend  construction
activities during first stage smog alerts;
develop a fugitive dust emission control plan.

Construction emissions are expected to remain
significant for CO, VOC, NOx, PM10 and
PM2.5.

The construction emissions of SOx will not
exceed SCAQMD CEQA  significant
thresholds and are less than significant.

None required.

Construction emissions are expected to be less
than significant for SOx.

Construction impacts for NO,, CO, PM10 and
PM2.5 would not exceed applicable local
significance thresholds.

None required.

Concentrations of NO,, CO, PM10 and PM2.5
are less than significant.

Traffic impacts from the proposed project are
not expected to cause CO hotspots and no
significant adverse impact on ambient air
quality is expected.

None required.

Concentration of CO from traffic is less than
significant.

Operational emissions of CO, NOx, SOx,
PM10 and PM2.5 are less than significant.

None required. Project emissions are
controlled through use of BACT.

Mass daily emissions of CO, NOx, SOx, PM10
and PM2.5 from stationary and fugitive
sources are expected to be less than significant.

Operational emissions of criteria pollutants are
significant for VOC.

VOC emissions from stationary sources will be
offset.

The VOC offsets will reduce the proposed
project to less than significant.
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TABLE 1-1 (continued)

Summary of Environmental Impacts, Mitigation Measures and Residual Impacts

IMPACT

MITIGATION MEASURES

RESIDUAL IMPACT

Air Quality (continued)

Ambient air quality modeling indicates that the
project emissions on NO,, CO, PM10, and
PM2.5 will be below ambient air quality
standards and are less than significant.

None required.

Project emissions of NO,, CO, PM10, and
PM2.5 will be below ambient air quality
standards and are less than significant.

The cancer risk due to the operation of the
proposed project is expected to be less than the
significance criterion of 10 per million, so that
project impacts are less than significant.

None required.

Cancer risk impacts are less than significant.

The proposed project’s impacts associated with
exposure to non-carcinogenic compounds are
expected to be less than significant. The
chronic hazard index and the acute hazard
index are both below 1.0.

None required.

No significant non-carcinogenic health impacts
are expected.

Energy

No significant energy resource impacts are
expected from the construction or operation of
the proposed project, as the project includes
Cogen Train D which will provide additional
electricity to the Refinery.

None required.

Energy resources impacts are less than
significant.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

None of the new or modified units will create a
hazard that could extend further off-site so no
significant adverse hazards and hazardous
material impacts are expected from the
construction or operation of the proposed
project.

None required.

Hazards and hazardous material impacts are
less than significant.
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TABLE 1-1 (continued)

Summary of Environmental Impacts, Mitigation Measures and Residual Impacts

IMPACT

MITIGATION MEASURES

RESIDUAL IMPACT

Hydrology and Water Quality

The increase in water demand associated with
the project will be provided through the use of
reclaimed water so no significant adverse
impacts on water demand are expected.

None required.

Water demand than

significant.

impacts are less

The increase wastewater generated by the
proposed project is within the capacity of the
wastewater treatment plant and the facility’s
NPDES permit.

None required.

Wastewater impacts are less than significant.

Noise

Construction noise increases are expected to be
less than 1.2 decibels and less than significant.

None required.

Construction noise impacts are less than
significant.

Operational noise increases are expected to be
less than 1.3 decibel so no audible change in
noise levels is expected and noise impacts are
less than significant.

None required.

Operational noise less than

significant.

impacts are

Solid and Hazardous Waste

No significant adverse solid and hazardous
waste impacts are expected from the
construction or operational phases of the
proposed project.

None required.

Solid and hazardous waste impacts are less
than significant.

Transportation and Traffic

The demand for parking facilities due to
construction workers will exceed the spaces
available at the Refinery.

The proposed project includes the use of
satellite parking lots and transporting workers
to the Refinery via bus.

Parking impacts during construction are less
than significant.
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TABLE 1-1 (concluded)

Summary of Environmental Impacts, Mitigation Measures and Residual Impacts

IMPACT

MITIGATION MEASURES

RESIDUAL IMPACT

Transportation and Traffic (continued)

During the peak construction period, evening
peak traffic at the intersection of Aviation
Boulevard/El Segundo Boulevard is expected
to change the LOS from E to F, creating a
significant traffic impact. The construction
work shift is schedule to begin at 6:30 a.m.
which will avoid the morning peak traffic
period.

Ridesharing of construction will be encouraged
but cannot be guaranteed.

Construction traffic impacts during the evening
peak hour are expected to remain significant.

During the peak construction period, two
freeway segments will be impacted during the
evening peak hour, including the southbound
lanes of 1-405 between Rosecrans Ave. and El
Segundo Blvd. and the northbound lanes of I-
405 between EI Segundo Blvd. and the 1-105
interchange.

Ridesharing of construction will be encouraged
but cannot be guaranteed.

Construction traffic impacts during the evening
peak hour are expected to remain significant.

The proposed project is expected to generate
an additional 24 trips per day during the
operational phase and a reduction of truck trips
of about 2 per day. No significant adverse
traffic impacts are expected.

None required.

Transportation and traffic impacts associated
with operation of the proposed project are less
than significant.
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