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Preface

PREFACE

The Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) for the pesed Amended
Rule 1401-New Source Review of Toxic Air Contaminants, and Impact
Assessment for Facilities Subject to Rule 140Zentrol of Toxic Air
Contaminants from Existing Sources, was circulated for a 30-day public
review and comment period from March 27, 2009 tailAz8, 2009. No
public comment letters were received and minor fcations were made
to the Draft EA so it is now a Final EA. Deletioaisd additions to the text
of the EA are denoted using-strikethrowggid_underlinedrespectively. No
changes to the proposed project were made sinceetbase of the Draft
EA that would change the conclusions made in thaftDEA or
significantly worsen the environmental impact amely in the Draft EA.
Therefore, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines 8§ 150888jrculation is not
necessary since the information provided does emilt in new avoidable
significant effects.
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Chapter 1 - Project Description

INTRODUCTION

A substance is considered toxic if it has the péto cause adverse health effects
in humans. A toxic substance released to thes@omsidered a toxic air contaminant
(TAC) or “air toxic.” TACs are identified by stagnd federal agencies based on a
review of available scientific evidence. Fedeggrcies also use the term hazardous
air pollutant (HAP). In the state of CaliforniaATs are identified through a two-
step process that was established in 1983 underTtwc Air Contaminant
Identification and Control Act, Assembly Bill (AB)807, Tanner. This two-step
process of risk identification and risk managemeas designed to protect residents
from the health effects of toxic substances in #ie During the first step
(identification), the California Air Resources Bda(CARB) and the Office of
Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) rdatees if a substance
should be formally identified as a TAC in Califaaniln the second step (risk
management), the CARB reviews the emission souofesn identified TAC
to determine if any regulatory action is necesdaryeduce the risk. Exposure to
TACs can potentially increase the risk of contragitancer or result in other adverse
health effects (e.g., birth defects). TACs cansedealth effects through both short-
term, high-level or “acute” exposure and long-telomw-level or “chronic” exposure.
Many TACs are hydrocarbon substances or varietiesnetals. A health risk
assessment is used to estimate the likelihoodatinatdividual would contract cancer
or experience other adverse health effects as wt relsexposure to listed TACs.
TACs are regulated by the South Coast Air Qualityansigement District
(SCAQMD) based on the recommendations of the OEHH2EHHA is the state
agency responsible for developing risk assessmettiadologies and risk factors to
be used for conducting risk evaluations, therelgl#ishing a state-wide standard
procedure for evaluating potential health risks.

The SCAQMD is proposing to add ethyl benzene asraimogen to Rule 1401,
which regulates TAC emissions from new, modifiedd aelocated sources. Rule
1402 regulates the same TACs that are listed ieTlalm 1401 at existing facilities.
Because adding ethyl benzene as a carcinogen te Tab 1401 affects facilities
subject to Rule 1402, it is necessary to performnapact assessment for facilities
subject to Rule 1402. The primary objective ofgmeed amended Rule (PAR) 1401,
which also affects facilities subject to Rule 1432to further reduce ethyl benzene
emissions from stationary sources located withenatea of SCAQMD'’s jurisdiction.
OEHHA approved a chronic reference exposure lifREEL) for ethyl benzene in
year 2000 as a TAC with chronic effects to therlikdney, and endocrine system,
and the compound was added to Rule 1401 list of §/A@h a chronic REL that
same year. In 2007, OEHHA approved a cancer askevfor ethyl benzene and the
proposal would add ethyl benzene to the Rule 1#01of TACs as a carcinogen.
The cancer potency value (inhalation potency factwwould be added to the
SCAQMD’s “Risk Assessment Procedures for Rules 1a@d.212.”
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Final Environmental Assessment for Proposed Amended Rule 1401 and Facilities Subject to Rule 1402

Paragraph (j)(5) of Rule 1402 requires a repoth& Governing Board regarding a
preliminary estimate of Rule 1402 impacts that @ssociated with the addition of
new compounds to the list of TACs in Rule 1401.p&=ling on the facility and its
potential toxic risk, Rule 1402 may require toxmmissions inventories, health risk
assessments (HRAS), public notification, and/ok meduction as required under
Assembly Bill (AB) 2588 Air Toxics Hot Spots Progna Thus, adding ethyl
benzene to Table | in 1401 means this TAC wouldnotuded in the facility risk
calculated at existing facilities, which may regunisk reduction measures. Since
amending Rule 1401 is expected to impact facilitisder Rule 1402, the
environmental assessment (EA) analyzes the im@saetsament for facilities subject
to Rule 1402.

The SCAQMD Governing Board approved an air toxiesping document in March

2000 called “Final Draft Air Toxics Control Plan TEP) for the Next Ten Years.”

PAR 1401, which affects facilities regulated by ®@102, satisfy the following two

programmatic measures as outlined in the ATCP: RGF)1 — New Source Review
of Toxic Air Contaminants (Amend Rule 1401); and-RRRG-02 — Control of Toxic

Air Contaminants from Existing Sources (Rule 1403pecifically, AT-PRG-01 is a

strategy that recommends continuing efforts to tgdaule 1401, which would

indirectly update Rule 1402 since it regulates T#Cs listed in Rule 1401, by

incorporating current TACs with risk values apprd\sy the state Scientific Review
Panel (SRP) and approved by OEHHA. The effectigsermmé Rules 1401 and 1402 is
enhanced when more chemicals are regulated . RBR and Rule 1402 provide
emission reductions/risk reductions so the propgs®gect is consistent with the
ATCP.

This Draft EA, prepared pursuant to the Califoriavironmental Quality Act
(CEQA), determined after evaluation and analys#& the potential environmental
impacts are not significant from implementing tliegomsed project. Throughout this
document, references to the proposed project or PAR and impact assessment for
facilities subject to Rule 1402, are used intercfealy.

LEGISLATIVE AUTHORITY

The California Legislature created the SCAQMD i ZgLewis-Presley Air Quality
Management Act, California Health and Safety Co8el@400 et seq.) as the agency
responsible for developing and enforcing air p@itcontrol rules and regulations in
the Basin and portions of the Salton Sea Air Basith Mojave Desert Air Basin. By
statute, SCAQMD is required to adopt an air quafitgnagement plan (AQMP)
demonstrating compliance with all state and fedanalbient air quality standards for
the District [California Health and Safety Code 480(a)]. Furthermore, SCAQMD
must adopt rules and regulations that carry outAQMP [California Health and
Safety Code, 840440(a)].
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Chapter 1 - Project Description

According to Health and Safety Code §39656, Califolegislature has delegated
the air districts, including the SCAQMD, to estahliand implement a program to
regulate TACs.

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

PAR 1401, and impact on facilities subject to RL4€2, is a "project" as defined by
CEQA (California Public Resources Code §21080STAQMD is the lead agency
for the proposed project and has prepared apptepeavironmental analysis
pursuant to its certified regulatory program (SCARNRule 110). California Public

Resources Code 821080.5 allows public agencies vdgulatory programs to

prepare a plan or other written document in liewofenvironmental impact report
(EIR) once the Secretary of the Resources Agensy deatified the regulatory

program. The SCAQMD'’s regulatory program was &ediby the Secretary of the
Resources Agency on March 1, 1989, and is cod#e8CAQMD Rule 110.

CEQA requires that the potential adverse envirorialémpacts of proposed projects
be evaluated and that feasible methods to reducavoid significant adverse

environmental impacts of these projects be idedtifi To fulfill the purpose and

intent of CEQA, the SCAQMD has prepared this EAddress the potential adverse
environmental impacts associated with adoptingiemgdementing PAR 1401. This

Draft EA is intended to: (a) provide the lead agemesponsible agencies, decision
makers and the general public with detailed infdromaon the environmental effects
of the proposed project; and, (b) to be used amlably decision makers to facilitate
decision making on the proposed project.

All comments received during the public commentqueon the analysis presented
in the Draft EA will be responded to and includadhe Final EA. Prior to making a
decision on the proposed rule, the SCAQMD GoverrBogird must review and

certify the EA as providing adequate information ¢me potential adverse

environmental impacts of the proposed rule.

SCAQMD'’s review of the proposed project shows thia¢ project would not
generate significant adverse effects on the enmeoit. Therefore, pursuant to
CEQA Guidelines 815252, no alternatives or mitiggatmeasures are included in this
Draft EA. The analysis in Chapter 2 supports tlactusion of no significant
adverse environmental impacts.

PROJECT LOCATION

PAR 1401 and impacts on facilities subject to Ru#02 would apply to the
SCAQMD'’s entire jurisdiction. The SCAQMD has judistion over an area of
10,473 square miles (referred to hereafter as tbieial), consisting of the four-
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Final Environmental Assessment for Proposed Amended Rule 1401 and Facilities Subject to Rule 1402

county South Coast Air Basin (Basin) and the RidersCounty portions of the

Salton Sea Air Basin (SSAB) and the Mojave DesarBasin (MDAB). The Basin,

which is a subarea of the SCAQMD’s jurisdictionpisunded by the Pacific Ocean
to the west and the San Gabriel, San Bernardind,Sam Jacinto Mountains to the
north and east. The 6,745 square-mile Basin iedwal of Orange County and the
nondesert portions of Los Angeles, Riverside, and Bernardino counties. The
Riverside County portion of the SSAB and MDAB isubded by the San Jacinto
Mountains in the west and spans eastward up t®@#h@ Verde Valley. The federal
nonattainment area (known as the Coachella Vallagrihg Area) is a subregion of
both Riverside County and the SSAB and is boundethé San Jacinto Mountains
to the west and the eastern boundary of the Cdactialley to the east (Figure 1-1).

Santa

San Joaquin KernjCounty I San Bernardino County
Barbara

Mojave Desert
Air Basin

R versi&a%i@ty\x

Salton Sea
Air Basin
Imperial County

San Diego
Air Basin
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Air Quality Management District
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FIGURE 1-1
South Coast Air Quality Management District
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Chapter 1 - Project Description

PROJECT BACKGROUND
Rule 1401

Rule 1401 — New Source Review for Toxic Air Contaarts (TACs) was adopted
by the SCAQMD Governing Board in June 1990. THhe mstablishes cancer and
non-cancer risk requirements for new, relocatedmodified sources of toxic air

pollutants. It is amended periodically to add newnpounds or new risk values to
the list of TACs as they are identified and riskues are finalized or amended by
OEHHA.  Associated cancer potency values arelistad in Rule 1401 but are

added to the SCAQMD’s “Risk Assessment ProceduweRilles 1401 and 212.”

Rule 1402

Rule 1402 — Control of Toxic Air Contaminants frdfxisting Sources was adopted
in April 1994. It establishes facility-wide riskquirements for existing facilities that
emit TACs and implements the state Air Toxics “Kots” program. Rule 1402 is
not being amended, however the list of TACs in RiA@1 are also used for Rule
1402. Depending on the facility and its potentoadic risk, Rule 1402 may require
toxic emissions inventories, health risk assesssn¢HRA), public notification,
and/or risk reduction as required under the AB 2288 Toxics “Hot Spots”
Program.

Ethyl Benzene

Ethyl benzene is a colorless, flammable liquid.isl natural constituent of crude
petroleum and is found in gasoline, diesel, anemthels and in their exhaust. In
addition to fuels it is used in coatings and cheainmperations. Sources of ethyl
benzene emissions include petroleum storage fasiliespecially gasoline storage
because of the high vapor pressure of gasolinaideCoil and diesel storage have
much lower ethyl benzene emissions because of lineivapor pressure. Sources
of ethyl benzene from fuel combustion include poweoducers, refineries, and
landfills. Other sources of ethyl benzene emissifiom raw materials include
chemical manufacturers, asphalt manufacturers, ingsat manufacturers, large
furniture manufacturing operations, and large ehmanufacturers.

Ethyl benzene was identified under section 112§)tlthe U.S. Clean Air Act as a
Hazardous Air Pollutant in the 1990 amendmentval$ recognized by the California
Air Resources Board as a toxic air contaminant pnl/&, 1993.

A study by the National Toxicology Program in 19@@s found to show clear
evidence of the compound’s carcinogenicity. Thei@dic Review Panel reviewed
this and several other studies and, because aicikatific evidence and potential for
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significant human exposure, a cancer potency vafae developed and adopted by
OEHHA on November 14, 2007. The studies are dsaiigh OEHHA's “Long-term
Health Effects of Exposure to Ethylbenzene” (OEHHAovember 2007,
http://www.oehha.ca.gov/air/hot_spots/pdf/Ethylbemz FINAL110607.pdf

OEHHA approved a chronic REL in 2000 because it determined to be a TAC

with chronic effects to the liver, kidney, and eodoe system. On August 8, 2000,
the SCAQMD adopted a chronic REL for ethyl benzbgeadding it to Rule 1401

list of TACs and adding the chronic REL to the SOMs “Risk Assessment

Procedures for Rules 1401 and 212.”

On November 14, 2007 OEHHA adopted a cancer poteafye for ethyl benzene
(CAS Registry Number 100-41-4) of 0.0087 (mg/kgfay This corresponds to a
screening value of 13.1 pounds per year per or@n-million cancer risk at a
receptor distance of 25 meters. The proposaitenal Rule 1401 would add ethyl
benzene to the Rule 1401 list of TACs as a car@nand the cancer potency value
(inhalation potency factor) would be added to t@AQMD’s “Risk Assessment
Procedures for Rules 1401 and 212.” Although eberizene has both cancer and
non-cancer effects, cancer risk far outweighs threcancer risk. The addition of the
cancer potency value for ethyl benzene will affeetv, relocated, or modified
equipment that emit the TAC under Rule 1401. Thé&HRA401 list of TACs is also
used for Rule 1402, so existing facilities may dismaffected.

PROJECT OBJECTIVES
The objectives of PAR 1401 and impacts on facdisabject to Rule 1402 are to:

1. Provide a reduction in toxic risk from future anslisting ethyl benzene
emissions.

2. Provide clarifying rule language.
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

PAR 1401 is composed of the following detailed comgnts, listed in the order
they appear in the rule:

(@) Purpose

No proposed modification to this subdivision of thée.
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(b)  Applicability

No proposed modification to this subdivision of thée.
(c) Definitions

No proposed modification to this subdivision of thée.
(d) Requirements

No proposed modification to this subdivision of thée.

. (e) Risk Assessment Procedures

No proposed modification to this subdivision of thée.

0] Emissions Calculations

No proposed modification to this subdivision of thée.

(g0 Exemptions

No proposed modification to this subdivision of thée.

Table |

Ethyl benzene would be added to Rule 1401’'s Tablkstl of TACs as a
carcinogen. The OEHHA-approved cancer risk value, (inhalation potency
factor) for ethyl benzene would be added to the QEW’s “Risk Assessment
Procedures for Rules 1401 and 212" as shown ineTE4l.

TABLE 1-1
Ethyl Benzene Cancer Risk Value
CAS* Number Inhalation Potency Factor
(mg/kg-day)*
Ethyl Benzene 100-41-4 0.0087

*CAS stands for Chemical Abstracts Service, whadpaoe a “CAS registry number”
which are unique numerical identifiers for chemicainpounds, polymers, biological
sequences, mixtures and alloys.
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AFFECTED FACILITIES

Sources of ethyl benzene emissions include petmolsorage facilities, especially
gasoline storage because of the high vapor presgugasoline. Crude oil and
diesel storage have much lower ethyl benzene emissbecause of their low
vapor pressure. Large sources of ethyl benzesra fuel combustion include
power producers, refineries, and landfills. Otlsurces of ethyl benzene
emissions from raw materials include chemical maaufrers, asphalt
manufacturers, coatings manufacturers, large fun@itnanufacturing operations,
and large vehicle manufacturers.

Rule 1401 Facilities

The proposed amendment to add ethyl benzene tolR0lk as a carcinogen may
iImpact a few new sources. Under Rule 1401, thearapotency value for ethyl
benzene will be used to calculate the maximum idda cancer risk (MICR) for
new, modified, or relocated equipment requiringeanpit to operate. Rule 1401
requires that these sources have an MICR thassstlen or equal to one-in-one
million without best available control technology toxics (T-BACT) or less than
or equal to ten-in-one million with T-BACT. Hisioal data illustrated that new,
modified and relocated equipment subject to Rul@lli#hat could be a source for
ethyl benzene were varied, including gasoline sengtations, gasoline exhaust
and coatings. Those potential affected sourceseaaduated in the following
paragraphs.

Gasoline Service Stations

New gasoline service stations are permitted unddge R401 requirements, which
allows a maximum cancer risk of ten-in-one milliith T-BACT. Since new

gasoline stations use T-BACT, permits for new, rfiedj or relocated gasoline
stations limit the throughput of the station sukhttrisk does not exceed ten-in-
one million. Adding ethyl benzene to the list oAds under Rule 1401 would
impact the risk levels for new gasoline serviceti@ts, however, emission
reductions from the new enhanced vapor recoveryimements for Rule 461 —
Gasoline Transfer and Dispensing effective April2009 will reduce gasoline
dispensing emissions and more than offset the aseran risk due to ethyl
benzene. Decreased benzene emissions from gasolire greater because the
cancer potency value of benzene (from gasolind).is(mg/kg-day¥, which is

higher than the cancer potency factor for ethylzeee at 0.0087 (mg/kg-day)

In addition, the screening value at 25 meters tmzene (from gasoline) is 1.14
pounds per year, which is lower than ethyl benzerige screening value for ethyl
benzene at the same distance is 13.1 pounds per Yéanally, ethyl benzene
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emissions are less than benzene emissions fromirgasiorage and transfer
facilities.

Gasoline Exhaust

The addition of ethyl benzene to Rule 1401 is nquieeted to impact sources of
gasoline exhaust because the SCAQMD no longer dspaanits for stationary
gasoline engines. Most gasoline engines are usedassenger vehicles whose
emissions are regulated under CARB rather tharStbAQMD. Although ethyl
benzene is a constituent of diesel exhaust, theecarnisk value for diesel
particulate matter from internal combustion engiaesompasses all components
of diesel exhaust. Therefore, diesel engine redkies would be calculated using
the cancer potency value for diesel PM from intenmanbustion engines rather
than a speciated list of compounds. Ethyl benzeiaéso a component of exhaust
from other non-diesel petroleum-based fuels soréufRule 1401 analysis will
include calculating risk for ethyl benzene aftderadoption.

Coatings

Ethyl benzene is also a component of coatings.e@as an SCAQMD permitting
staff review of ethyl benzene content and allowalnlatings usage, the amount of
ethyl benzene is not expected to result in an ME&Reeding one-in-one million
for new coatings permits. Because ethyl benzeaesmgall component in coatings
and coatings usage is typically limited for newrses by a permit condition to
address volatile organic compound emissions, newatirgp sources are not
expected to exceed a cancer risk of one in oneomill Therefore, adding the
cancer risk value for ethyl benzene is expecteldatee minimal impacts on new,
modified, or relocated equipment subject to Rul@l14

Rule 1402 Facilities

Rule 1402 regulates toxic air contaminants at mgstacilities and implements
the state AB2588 Air Toxics “Hot Spots Program.ra@aaph (j)(4) of Rule 1402
requires SCAQMD staff to report preliminary estisgbf Rule 1402 impacts that
are associated with the addition of new compouma®ew risk values to the list of
TACs in Rule 1401. Since the list of TACs in Rdk01 is also used for Rule
1402, adding a cancer potency value for ethyl be@mzeay impact some existing
facilities under Rule 1402. Requirements of RuK0Z include air toxics
inventories, public notification, health risk ass®eents, and/or risk reductions
depending upon facility-wide risk levels. The canask threshold in Rule 1402
is ten-in-one million for public notification and5zn-one million for risk
reduction as demonstrated by a health risk assessnidhie SCAQMD currently
requires AB2588 facilities to report ethyl benzemissions since the compound
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Is listed as a chronic TAC in Rule 1401. Data frome Annual Emissions
Reporting (AER) database and permitting data wesedufor the preliminary
assessment for Rule 1402. Unlike the Rule 140luatian, the impact from Rule
1402 covers a broader universe of sources thaemilyrexist and are potential
sources of ethyl benzene emissions. Data frol2@00é AER database, permitting
data, and AB2588 data were used for the prelimirenglysis for Rule 1402
facilities.

Gasoline Service Stations

According to AQMD permitting data, there are appmaately 4,600 existing
gasoline service stations in the districhB2588 staff has recently verified that
cancer risk from almost all existing service stasias also below ten-in-one
million. The three facilities above ten-in-one Iih must comply with all risk
reduction-applicatiomotification requirements of Rule 1402As noted above in
the Rule 1401 discussion, existing gasoline statemit ethyl benzene but they
are not expected to be impacted by the current dments because the increase
in risk due to ethyl benzene will be offset by dmsed benzene emissions
associated with new enhanced vapor recovery ragames for Rule 461 —
Gasoline Transfer and Dispensing which is effecApeil 1, 2009 and applies to
both new and existing gasoline dispensing facdlitielThe offset is demonstrated
by the higher cancer potency factor, lower emissamtor, and lower screening
level for benzene from gasoline when compared ¢ocdmcer potency factor and
screening level of ethyl benzene.

Remaining Affected Facilities

Approximately 300 facilities reported ethyl benzesissions in 2006, the most
recent AER data available. Based on a conservativeening analysis of the
facilities identified, six facilities potentially ould exceed ten-in-one million
cancer risk at the nearest receptor. Additionalenatetailed risk assessments will
be required to determine what action may be reduineder Rule 1402. The
affected facilities include two refineries, onedéi, two coatings operations, and
one coatings manufacturer.

Based on the preliminary analysis, it is unlikelyyaof the six facilities will

exceed the action risk level of 25-in-one millicencer risk which would require
risk reduction. It should be noted that any fagihequired to reduce risk under
Rule 1402 would have the option of determining howeduce overall facility-

wide risk. The source(s) of toxic emissions a lfigcimight choose as an
alternative to reducing risk from the ethyl benzeaarce is not known at this time
and any further analysis would be speculative. iohst required of affected
existing facilities could include submitting or wgithg a toxics emissions
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inventory, public notification, health risk assessiy and/or risk reduction
depending on estimated risk. Further, more detarisk analysis will be done by
AB2588 staff to determine what action may be resplir

The direct air quality impact from regulating a TA€a reduction in toxic risk,
thus, an air quality benefit. Any potential adeeenvironmental impacts from
adding cancer potency factors to TACs would typycale secondary or cross-
media impacts generated by the installation andabjo® of air pollution control
equipment. However, because of the source typgs (matings, flare at landfill)
of the six potentially affected facilities, riskdwection measures would most likely
involve coating reformulation, product or equipmewplacement (e.g., flare
replacement) or a process change (e.g., reduce osadter facility practices).
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Chapter 2 - Environmental Checklist

INTRODUCTION

The environmental checklist provides a standarduetian tool to identify a project's
adverse environmental impacts. This checklist tiles and evaluates potential
adverse environmental impacts that may be creatatiebProposed Amended Rule
1401- New Source Review of Toxic Air Contaminarmasgd Impact Assessment for
Facilities Subject to Rule 1402 — Control of Todz Contaminants from EXxisting
Sources.

GENERAL INFORMATION

Project Title: Proposed Amended Rule 1401- New So&Review of
Toxic Air Contaminants; and Impact Assessment for
Facilities Subject to Rule 1402 — Control of ToRic
Contaminants from Existing Sources

Lead Agency Name: South Coast Air Quality Managenestrict
Lead Agency Address: 21865 Copley Drive
Diamond Bar, CA 91765
CEQA Contact Person: Michael A. Krause (909)-2966
Rule Contact Person: Cheryl Marshall  (909) 3962
Project Sponsor's Name: South Coast Air Quality &fgement District

Project Sponsor's Address: 21865 Copley Drive
Diamond Bar, CA 91765

General Plan Designation: Not applicable
Zoning: Not applicable

Description of Project: The proposed project cdesed adding ethyl benzene to
the Rule 1401 Table | list of TACs, which would edt
new, modified, or relocated facilities. Rule 14@3gulates
the same TACs that are listed in Table | in 140&xadting
facilities. Because adding ethyl benzene to Tabiel401
affects facilities subject to Rule 1402, it is nesay to
perform an impact assessment for facilities subdedRule
1402.

Surrounding Land Uses and\ot applicable
Setting:

Other Public Agencies Not applicable
Whose Approval is
Required:
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The following environmental impact areas have beessessed to determine their
potential to be affected by the proposed projedbne of the environmental topics are
expected to be adversely affected by the proposgdqgd. An explanation relative to the
determination of impacts can be found following thecklist for each area.

[l Aesthetics [l Geology and 1 Population/
Soils Housing
Ol Agricultural 0 Hazards and 1 Public Services
Resources Hazardous
Materials
L] Air Quality O Hydrologyand [ Recreation
Water Resources
L] Biological [0 LandUseand [ Solid/Hazardous Waste
Resources Planning
O Cultural O Mineral 1 Transportation/Circulation.
Resources Resources
L] Energy [J  Noise [0 Mandatory Findings

DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

M | find the proposed project, in accordance withsthdindings made
pursuant to CEQA Guideline 815252, COULD NOT havsignificant
effect on the environment, and that an ENVIRONMENTA
ASSESSMENT with no significant impacts will be paegd.

O | find that although the proposed project couldéhavsignificant effect
on the environment, there will NOT be significarfteets in this case
because revisions in the project have been made lbgreed to by the
project proponent. An ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT titnho
significant impacts will be prepared.

1 | find that the proposed project MAY have a sigiaht effect(s) on the
environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT willeb
prepared

O | find that the proposed project MAY have a "poialhy significant
impact” on the environment, but at least one eff¢dttas been adequately
analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to afdpkckegal standards,
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and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measusesl lwmn the earlier
analysis as described on attached sheets. An EQMNMRENTAL
ASSESSMENT is required, but it must analyze onlg #gffects that
remain to be addressed.

1 I find that although the proposed project couleeéha significant effect
on the environment, because all potentially sigaift effects (a) have
been analyzed adequately in an earlier ENVIRONMENTA
ASSESSMENT pursuant to applicable standards, andhélve been
avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier ENUNRMENTAL
ASSESSMENT, including revisions or mitigation me&su that are
imposed upon the proposed project, nothing funtheequired.

Stnve Somith_

Steve Smith, Ph.D.

Program Supervisor

Planning, Rule Development & Area
Sources

Date_March 27, 2009 Signature:
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GENERAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT DISCUSSION

While it is expected that no facilities will triggea risk reduction requirement, the
proposed project will potentially affect six exigdifacilities (e.g., two refineries, one
landfill, two coatings operations, and one coatingsufacturer) to take action, such
as submitting or updating a toxics emissions inmgntpublic notification, health
risk assessment, and/or risk reduction dependingestimated risk. Inventories,
notification and assessment have no adverse impactse environment. It should
be noted that any facility required to reduce nsider Rule 1402 would have the
option of determining how to reduce overall fagiitide risk. The proposed rule
amendments will not require installations of enwussicontrol devices if not
warranted to reduce risk. Because of the typedfetted source (e.g., coatings, flare
at landfill), the risk reduction measures at themtentially affected facilities would
most likely involve coating reformulation, produmt equipment replacement (e.qg.,
flare replacement) or a process change (e.g., eedsage). Reformulating coatings
does not entail any construction or major operathgnges. New equipment is
expected to replace similar equipment in size,ughput, location, etc. Thus, no
new foundations or support equipment (e.g., poweslto source, piping, etc.) are
expected to be required. The only constructionviagtis expected to be delivery,
removal of old equipment and minor installation wde.g., welding). The new
equipment is expected to be built and assemblesit@ff If the process change is
reducing usage, no adverse environmental impactddwme generated. Any other
change in facility practices is not known at thmsd and, thus, speculative to analyze.
According to CEQA Guidelines 8 15145, if a lead ragefinds that a particular
Impact is too speculative for evaluation, the agesttould note its conclusion and
terminate discussion.

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

b)

Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant  Significant

Impact Impact
AESTHETICS. Would the project:
Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic [ O M
vista?
Substantially damage scenic resources, [ O ™

including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a
state scenic highway?
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c) Substantially degrade the existing visual [ Ol |
character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?

d) Create a new source of substantial light or [ Ol v
glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

Significance Criteria
The proposed project impacts on aesthetics wildresidered significant if:
The project will block views from a scenic highwarycorridor.
The project will adversely affect the visual conity of the surrounding area.

The impacts on light and glare will be considergphificant if the project adds
lighting which would add glare to residential areasensitive receptors.

Discussion

@ a), b) & c): Coating reformulation, equipment @g@ment or process change is
not expected to trigger major construction actgtior substantial physical
changes to existing facilities potentially affectéy the proposed project.
Therefore, construction equipment and materialsl wibt be needed and
stockpiling of construction materials will not rétsérom the proposed project.
Equipment replacement could result in minor cormsion activities, which would
be temporary, and expected to be equivalent replent with newer equipment
that may improve aesthetics. No scenic resourckdevdamaged and since no
new construction of buildings or other structuresanticipated, scenic resources
will not be obstructed and the existing visual elater of any site in the vicinity of
affected facilities will not be degraded. On tluntrary, scenic vistas and visual
character of the site may improve as old equipmenteplaced as a result of
implementing the proposed project.

l.d). There are no components in PAR 1401 and impaséssment for facilities
subject to Rule 1402 that would require constructotivities at night. Therefore,
no additional lighting at the facility would be rgoed. Similarly, the proposed
project has no provisions that would require a#datquipment to operate at night.
Thus, the proposed project is not expected to e€raanew source of substantial
light or glare that would adversely affect day aghttime views in the area.
Therefore, the proposed project is not expecteccremte significant adverse
aesthetic impacts.
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b)

Based on the above consideration, significant agvenpacts to aesthetics are not
expected from PAR 1401 and impact assessment ¢dities subject to Rule 1402.
Since there are no significant adverse impactsnitigation measures are required.

Potentially  Less Than
Significant  Significant

Impact Impact
AGRICULTURE RESOURCES. Would
the project:
Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, [ Ol

or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared
pursuant to the Farmland mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California
Resources Agency, to non- agricultural use?

Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural [ [
use, or a Williamson Act contract?

Involve other changes in the existing [O Ol
environment which, due to their location or

nature, could result in conversion of

Farmland, to non-agricultural use?

Significance Criteria

No Impact

Project-related impacts on agricultural resourciisb& considered significant if any

of the following conditions are met:

The proposed project conflicts with existing zoniog agricultural use or

Williamson Act contracts.

The proposed project will convert prime farmlandique farmland or farmland of
statewide importance as shown on the maps pregaretiant to the farmland
mapping and monitoring program of the Californias®&ces Agency, to non-

agricultural use.

The proposed project would involve changes in tkistieg environment, which
due to their location or nature, could result imwersion of farmland to non-

agricultural uses.
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Discussion

a)

b)

d)

Il.a) - ¢): As discussed previously under “Aestheticeither modification of
existing structures nor construction of new streesuis anticipated to result from
adopting and implementing the proposed projectati@g reformulation, equipment
replacement or process change would not resuliyrcanstruction of new buildings
or other structures that would require convertiagriand to non-agricultural use or
conflict with zoning for agricultural use or a Walinson Act contract. Since the
proposed project would not substantially changefdlodity where the ethyl benzene
is emitted, there are no provisions in the propasee that would affect land use
plans, policies, or regulations. Land use and rofflanning considerations are
determined by local governments and no land uggarmming requirements relative
to agricultural resources will be altered by thepmsed project.

Based on the above consideration, significant agvempacts to agriculture
resources are not expected from PAR 1401 and imas&tssment for facilities
subject to Rule 1402. Since there are no sigmfiealverse impacts, no mitigation
measures are required.

Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant  Significant
Impact Impact

AIR QUALITY. Would the project:

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the [ Ol |
applicable air quality plan?

Violate any air quality standard or contribute [ O v
to an existing or projected air quality
violation?

Result in a cumulatively considerable net [ Ol |
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the

project region is non-attainment under an

applicable federal or state ambient air quality

standard (including releasing emissions that

exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone

precursors)?

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial [] O v
pollutant concentrations?

2-7 May 2009



Final Environmental Assessment for Proposed Amended Rule 1401 and Facilities Subject to Rule 1402

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a [ O ™
substantial number of people?

f)  Diminish an existing air quality rule or future [ L] |
compliance requirement resulting in a
significant increase in air pollutant(s)?

g) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either O] Ol |
directly or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environment, based
on any applicable threshold of significance?

h)  Conflict with any applicable plan, policy or 1 O |
regulation of an agency adopted for the
purpose of reducing the emissions of
greenhouse gases?

Significance Criteria
Impacts will be evaluated and compared to the Saamce criteria in Table 2-1. If

impacts equal or exceed any of the following ciderthey will be considered
significant.

TABLE 2-1
Air Quality Significance Thresholds
Mass Daily Thresholds
Pollutant Construction Operation
NOXx 100 Ibs/day 55 Ibs/day
VOC 75 Ibs/day 55 Ibs/day
PM10 150 Ibs/day 150 Ibs/day
PM2.5 55 Ibs/day 55 Ibs/day
SOx 150 Ibs/day 150 Ibs/day
CcoO 550 Ibs/day 550 Ibs/day
Lead 3 Ibs/day 3 Ibs/day
TAC, AHM, and Odor Thresholds
Toxic Air Contaminants Maximum Incremental Cancer Risk10 in 1 million
(TACs, including carcinogens and non- Hazard Index> 1.0(project increment)
carcinogens)
Odor Project creates an odor nuisance pursuant to
SCAQMD Rule 402

2-8 May 2009



Chapter 2 - Environmental Checklist

TABLE 2-1 (CONTINUED)
Air Quality Significance Thresholds

Ambient Air Quality for Criteria Pollutants @

NO2 In attainment; significant if project causes or trilnutes to an
exceedance of any standard:
1-hour average 0.25 ppm(state)
annual average 0.053 ppmfederal)
PM10
24-hour average 10.4pg/m® (recommended for constructiof)
) 2.5ug/n? (operation)
annual geometric average 1.0ua/nt
; : Vg
annual arithmetic mean
20 pg/nt’
PM2.5 10.4pg/m® (recommended for constructioft)
24-hour average 2.5ug/m’ (operation)
Sulfate
24-hour average 1 pg/n?®
CO In attainment; significant if project causes or trilmutes to an
exceedance of any standard:
1-hour average 20 ppm(state)
8-hour average 9.0 ppm(state/federal)

@ Ambient air quality thresholds for criteria pollata based on SCAQMD Rule 1303, Table A-2 unless
otherwise stated.

() Ambient air quality threshold based on SCAQMD R403.

PM10 = particulate matter less than 10 micronsiZze,sug/m3 = microgram per cubic meter; pphm =tgper
hundred million; mg/m3 = milligram per cubic metgegpm = parts per million; TAC = toxic air contamant; AHM
= Acutely Hazardous Material. NO. Nitrogen Oxide, CO = Carbon Monoxide, VOC = VolatiDrganic
Compounds, SOx = Sulfur Oxide.

Greenhouse Gases Significance Thresholds

SCAQMD’s adopted interim greenhouse gases (GHG)ifgignce threshold
proposal uses a tiered approach to determiningificignce. Tier 1 consists of
evaluating whether or not the project qualifies &4ory applicable exemption under
CEQA. Tier 2 consists of determining whether or et project is consistent with a
GHG reduction plan that may be part of a local gainglan, for example. Tier 3
establishes a screening significance threshold tevdetermine significance using a
90 percent emission capture rate approach, whiglesmonds to 10,000 metric tons
of CO, equivalent emissions per year (MT&Q/yr). Tier 4 consists of a decision
tree approach that allows the lead agency to chowsef three compliance options
based on performance standards, but was not recodauefor approval at this
time. Under Tier 5 the project proponent would lempent offsite mitigation (GHG
reduction projects) to reduce GHG emission impactdess than the proposed
screening level.
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Discussion

lll. a): The proposed project would not conflicttivior obstruct, air quality plan
implementation. The primary purpose of the SCAQBIXQMP is to control
emissions to attain and maintain all federal aatestmbient air quality standards for
the district. The 2007 AQMP concluded that magmtuctions in emissions of VOC
and NQ are necessary to attain the air quality standemdszone and PM10. By
reducing toxic risk from ethyl benzene, which i¥@QC, the proposed project will
also reduce VOC emissions. These criteria paitutemission reductions will
contribute to the SCAQMD'’s progress in attaining e&imbient air quality standards
for ozone as well as reducing toxic risk. As aulesmplementing PAR 1401 and
Impact assessment for facilities subject to Rul®21ill not conflict or obstruct
AQMP implementation.

The SCAQMD Governing Board approved an air toxiesping document in March
2000 called “Final Draft ATCP for the Next Ten Ygdr PAR 1401, which affects
facilities regulated by Rule 1402, satisfy the daling two programmatic measures
as outlined in the ATCP: AT-PRG-01 — New Source iBavof Toxic Air
Contaminants (Amend Rule 1401); and AT-PRG-02 - tf@bnof Toxic Air
Contaminants from Existing Sources (Rule 1402).ec8ally, AT-PRG-01 is a
strategy that recommends continuing efforts to tedaule 1401, which would
indirectly update Rule 1402 since it regulates T#Cs listed in Rule 1401, by
incorporating current TACs with risk values finaldz by OEHHA and approved by
the state SRP. The effectiveness of Rules 1401140@ is enhanced when more
chemicals are regulated. @ PARs 1401 and Rule 146&ides emission
reductions/risk reductions so the proposed praogecbnsistent with the ATCP.

lll. b) & d): The proposed project would not vitdaany ambient air quality
standards, but, as noted above, would contributthéoSCAQMD’s progress in
attaining the ambient air quality standards formezas well as reducing toxic risk.
No significant adverse air quality impact is angatied from coating reformulation,
equipment replacement or process changes that cmadr at the six potentially
affected facilities. Reformulating coatings do@s @ntail any construction or major
operating changes. In addition, the replacementtbl)l benzene in a coating
formulation may not result in a waterborne coatimgnay already be a waterborne
coating, so traditional coating issues with low-V©@©@ating reformulations, such as
more thickness, illegal thinning, more priming, méopcoats and more touch-up and
repair, are not expected to occur. New equipmergxpected to replace similar
equipment in size, throughput, location, etc. T new foundations or support
equipment (e.g., power lines to source, piping,) e expected to be required. The
only construction activity is expected to be deljyaemoval of old equipment and
minor installation work (e.g., welding). The negugment is expected to be built
and assembled offsite. Of the six affected faesitiequipment replacement could
realistically occur at one affected facility. kfu@pment replacement did take place at
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more than one facility, it is highly unlikely th@mstruction activity would take place
on the same day. Thus, the construction actiatgutated in Table 2-2 would be the
peak daily construction emissions from the propgsegect. As shown in Table 2-2,
the delivery and installation of the one replaceddpct would not exceed the
SCAQMD'’s daily NOx significance threshold of 100 yms per day from the
construction phase of the project. It is assunoedafworst-case scenario, one crane
and one welder would be necessary to install thepetent. Because the equipment
replacement is expected to be identical or sinmlgorocess, if not more efficient and
less polluting, the operational emissions are ebgokto be identical or less than the
current equipment.

TABLE 2-2
Construction Emissions from Equipment Replaceméaa( 2009)

Equipment Distance | Hours of NOx Emission | NOx Emissions Total NOx
Type Traveled Daily Factor' (pounds/day) Emissions
(miles/day) | Operation (pounds/day)
Heavy-heavy duty 50 n/a 0.04184591 2.1
delivery truck pounds/milé
Crane On-site 4 1.5293 pounds/hotir 6.12 101
Welder On-site 6 0.3015 pounds/hotin 1.8 '
Employee Vehicle 75* n/a 0.00100518 0.08
pounds/mil@

1. NOx was used as the driver because it would ber@ipollutant with highest emissions.

2. Source http ://www.agmd.gov/cega/handbook/onroad/onroad#BHO7 _26.xls

3. Because the horsepower of the equipment is unknawthis time, the composite factor was used.
Source http ://www.agmd.gov/cega/handbook/offroad/offro&OF_25.xlIs

4. Assumes 25 mile roundtrip for three constructiorplaryees (25 miles/day x 3 = 75 miles/day).

5. Source http ://www.agmd.gov/cega/handbook/onroad/onroadER8.xls

lll. c): As already noted, implementing the proposegjgot is not expected to
require the installation of control equipment onsiouction of new structures. Since
coating reformulation, equipment replacement ocess changes is not expected to
generate significant adverse project-specific qoesbn or operational air quality
impacts, it is not expected to cause cumulativeaictg in conjunction with other
projects that may occur concurrently with or sulbsed to the proposed project
(CEQA Guidelines 815130(a)). The proposed progectintribution to a potentially
significant cumulative impact is rendered less tkamulatively considerable and,
thus, is not significant (CEQA Guidelines §150642k).

V. e): Objectionable odors are often associated avitimber of polluting sources.
To the extent that the proposed project could tesulcoating reformulations,
equipment replacement or process changes, odorscmatynue or cease to be
experienced. It is unknown at this time the caustits of the coating reformulation
or the result of a process change, however, olipatent is typically replaced with
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newer, more efficient, safer, less polluting, thiess odorous equipment.

It IS not

expected, however, that a coating reformulatiorprmcess change would change

from current odor conditions or get worse.

It ipected that implementing the

proposed project will provide a benefit by reducpapulation exposures from odors
associated with VOC and toxic emissions. Therefare significant adverse odor
impacts are expected from implementing PAR 1401 enplact assessment for
facilities subject to Rule 1402.

V. f): The proposed project will not diminish an exig air quality rule or future
The analysis concludes tte proposed project will

compliance requirement.

provide air quality benefits from VOC and toxic esion and cancer risk reduction.
Secondary impacts from risk reduction actions, sashcoating reformulation,

equipment replacement or process changes, is pectd to change or worsen the
existing air quality conditions at the affectedilites and, therefore, any potential

adverse air quality impact from the proposed ptagnot significant.

VI. g) & h): The proposed project could result in aogtreformulations, equipment
replacement or reduction in usag€oating reformulations and process changes do
not generate GHG emissions and, therefore, mayewlt in a significant GHG
impact on the environment or possibly conflict wah applicable plan, policy, or
regulation of an agency adopted for the purposeddicing the emissions of GHG.
Equipment replacement at one facility could gereer@HG emissions from the
delivery truck and on-site equipment, however, lagws in Table 2-3, the GHG
emissions would be substantially less than the @@t G significance threshold of
10,000 metric tons per year of CO2eq adopted bys®aQMD.

TABLE 2-3
GHG Emissions from Equipment Replacement (Year 2009
Equipment | Distance | Hours of CO2 CHA4 TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
Type Traveled Daily Emission Emission GHG GHG Project
(miles/day) | Operation Factor Factor Emissions | Emissions GHG
(pounds/day) (metric Emissions
tons/day) | (metric tons)
Heavy-heavy 50 n/a 4.21080792| 0.00015249 210 0.1
duty delivery pounds/milé | pounds/milé
truck
Crane On-site 4 129 0.0152 516 0.23
pounds/hour | pounds/hour 0.44
Welder On-site 6 25.6 0.0076 154 0.07
pounds/hour | pounds/hour
Vehicle pounds/milé | pounds/milé

1. Source:http://www.agmd.gov/cega/handbook/onroad/onroadEBHBIZ 26.xls
2. Source:http://www.agmd.gov/cega/handbook/offroad/offroa@FF25.xls
3. Source:http://www.agmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/onroad/onroad EE0XkIs
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b)

d)

Based on the above consideration, significant advenpacts to air quality are not
expected from PAR 1401 and impact assessment ¢ditiess subject to Rule 1402.
Since there are no significant adverse impactsnitigation measures are required.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the
project:

Have a substantial adverse effect, either []
directly or through habitat modifications, on

any species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in local or
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by

the California Department of Fish and Game

or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect on any [
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional
plans, policies, or regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect on federally [
protected wetlands as defined by 8404 of the
Clean Water Act (including, but not limited

to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through
direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

Interfere substantially with the movement of []
any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery
sites?

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact
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e)

f)

Conflicting with any local policies or O O v
ordinances protecting biological resources,
such as a tree preservation policy or

ordinance?
Conflict with the provisions of an adopted [ [ |
Habitat Conservation plan, Natural

Community Conservation Plan, or other
approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

Significance Criteria

Impacts on biological resources will be considesigghificant if any of the following
criteria apply:

The project results in a loss of plant communitesnimal habitat considered to
be rare, threatened or endangered by federal,@t&teal agencies.

The project interferes substantially with the moeam of any resident or
migratory wildlife species.

The project adversely affects aquatic communitieeough construction or
operation of the project.

Discussion

IV. a), b), d): The proposed rule is not expectedequire any construction activities
or construction of new structures and the propeatdamendments will not require
any additional installations of emission controlvides. Potential risk reduction
measures, such as coating reformulation, equipneg@fcement or process changes,
will have no direct or indirect impacts that cowdversely affect plant or animal
species or the habitats on which they rely in tRAQMD’s jurisdiction. Further,
PAR 1401 and impact assessment for facilities stiltgeRule 1402 does not require
acquisition of additional land or further conversoof riparian habitats or sensitive
natural communities where endangered or sensifpeeiss may be found. Any
changes to the existing physical environment waddur for business reasons, not
as a result of implementing the proposed project.

IV. c): Acquisition of protected wetlands is notpexted to be necessary to reduce
the cancer risk from ethyl benzene. Operators fécted facilities would
reformulate coatings, replace equipment, or rechaags of operation which would
not require removing, filling or interrupting anydrological system or have an
adverse effect on federally protected wetlands.

2-14 May 2009



Chapter 2 - Environmental Checklist

I\V. e), f): There are no provisions in the proposee thht would adversely affect
land use plans, local policies or ordinances, gulaions. Land use and other
planning considerations are determined by localegawents and no land use or
planning requirements will be altered by the pragbgroject. PAR 1401 and impact
assessment for facilities subject to Rule 1402 @mdt affect in any way habitat
conservation or natural community conservation glaagricultural resources or
operations, and would not create divisions in angteng communities.

Based on the above consideration, significant advenpacts to biological resources
are not expected from PAR 1401 and impact assesdorefiacilities subject to Rule
1402. Since there are no significant adverse ibspam mitigation measures are
required.

V.

b)

d)

Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant  Significant

Impact Impact
CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the
project:
Cause a substantial adverse change in the [ O ™
significance of a historical resource as defined
in 815064.57?
Cause a substantial adverse change in the [ O ™

significance of an archaeological resource as
defined in §15064.57?

Directly or indirectly destroy a uniqgue [O Ol |
paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?

Disturb any human remains, including those [ Ol |
interred outside a formal cemeteries?

Significance Criteria

Impacts to cultural resources will be considereahigicant if:

The project results in the disturbance of a sigaift prehistoric or historic
archaeological site or a property of historic oltumal significance to a community
or ethnic or social group.
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Unique paleontological resources are present ft@aild be disturbed by
construction of the proposed project.

The project would disturb human remains.

Discussion

V. a) - d): There are existing laws in place tha designed to protect and mitigate
potential impacts to cultural resources. Operatdraffected facilities will not be
required to perform major construction activitiegls as grading, trenching, etc., to
comply with the proposed project. Equipment repiaeet is expected to take place
on the same foundation already previously gradedl maved. Therefore, cultural
resources would not be disturbed. As a resultptposed project has no potential
to cause a substantial adverse change to a hataricarchaeological resource,
directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontobad resource or site or unique
geologic feature, or disturb any human remainduding those interred outside a
formal cemeteries.

Based on the above consideration, significant agvenpacts to cultural resources
are not expected from PAR 1401 and impact assesgoreiacilities subject to Rule
1402. Since there are no significant adverse itspam mitigation measures are
required.

VI.

d)

Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant  Significant

Impact Impact
ENERGY. Would the project:
Conflict with adopted energy conservation [ L] |
plans?
Result in the need for new or substantially [ O 4|
altered power or natural gas utility systems?
Create any significant effects on local or [ O v

regional energy supplies and on requirements
for additional energy?

Create any significant effects on peak and base O Ol 4|
period demands for electricity and other forms
of energy?
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e)

Comply with existing energy standards? Ol O M

Significance Criteria

Impacts to energy and mineral resources will besicimed significant if any of the
following criteria are met:

The project conflicts with adopted energy conseowaplans or standards.
The project results in substantial depletion a$txg energy resource supplies.

An increase in demand for utilities impacts therent capacities of the electric and
natural gas utilities.

The project uses non-renewable resources in a fnhated/or inefficient manner.

Discussion

VI. a), e): Reformulating coatings, replacing egugnt and reducing usage does not
require additional energy demands that would conflivith adopted energy
conservation plans. The proposed project is erpeict comply with existing energy
conservation standards, to the extent the affefeteidities are operating equipment
subject to energy conservation standards. Coatfingexample, are not subject to
any energy conservation standard.

VI. b), ¢), d): As noted above, implementation &RP1401 and impact assessment
for facilities subject to Rule 1402 will not resuitthe need for new or substantially
altered power or natural gas utility systems. &#Heof the proposed project on the
electricity capacity are not expected to changeab®e new coatings do not require
additional electricity and new equipment is expedt replace similar equipment

with identical characteristics, such as electricigage. Further, if replacing

equipment, new equipment is typically more effiti#man older equipment so the

new equipment will more likely use less electriciypnd reduce energy impact

compared to the old equipment. If the process ghana reduction in ethyl benzene
usage, current applicable electricity usage wowddduced. Thus, no significant
adverse impacts on peak or base demands for elgcaie anticipated.

Based on the above considerations, significant radvenpacts to energy are not
expected from PAR 1401 and impact assessment ¢ditiess subject to Rule 1402.
Since there are no significant adverse impactsnitigation measures are required.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

VIl. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the

a)

b)

d)

project:

Expose people or structures to potential [
substantial adverse effects, including the risk
of loss, injury, or death involving:

Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as [
delineated on the most recent Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map
issued by the State Geologist for the area

or based on other substantial evidence of

a known fault?

» Strong seismic ground shaking? ]

« Seismic—related ground failure, including [
liquefaction?

» Landslides? Ol

Result in substantial soil erosion or the loks O
topsoil?

Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is [
unstable or that would become unstable as a
result of the project, and potentially result in

on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

Be located on expansive soil, as defined in [
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code
(1994), creating substantial risks to life or
property?

Have soils incapable of adequately supporting [
the use of septic tanks or alternative waste
water disposal systems where sewers are not
available for the disposal of waste water?

Less Than
Significant
Impact

O

O 0O O0

O

No Impact

N N R

&
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Significance Criteria

Impacts on the geological environment will be cdesed significant if any of the
following criteria apply:

Topographic alterations would result in significamhanges, disruptions,
displacement, excavation, compaction or over cageoi large amounts of soil.

Unique geological resources (paleontological resssior unique outcrops) are
present that could be disturbed by the construatidhe proposed project.

Exposure of people or structures to major geoldgizards such as earthquake
surface rupture, ground shaking, liquefaction adiides.

Secondary seismic effects could occur which calddhage facility structures,
e.g., liquefaction.

Other geological hazards exist which could advegrsdfect the facility, e.g.,
landslides, mudslides.

Discussion

VII. a): Facilities affected are already existirgthe proposed project will not expose
people to substantial geological effects greatan thhat they are exposed to already.
Since the proposed rule amendments will not reqaimg additional equipment
beyond what is already operating, PAR 1401 and anpa facilities subject to Rule
1402 will not expose people or structures to risk®ss, injury, or death involving:
rupture of an earthquake fault, seismic ground isigakground failure or landslides.

VII. b): The proposed project will not require miajoonstruction activities (e.g.,
grading, trenching, refilling and repaving), so potential impacts to existing
geophysical conditions are anticipated. Becaus$ectaid facilities are primarily
located at existing sites on established foundation soil will need to be disrupted.
Therefore, no substantial soil erosion or lossopkoil is expected from the existing
affected facilities as a result of controlling esniss and toxic risk from ethyl
benzene.

VIl. ¢) & d): Affected facilities are primarily loated at existing sites and, therefore,
will not involve locating any structures on soilathis unstable or expansive.

However, as already noted, no soil disturbanceniscipated from the proposed

project, therefore, no further destabilization astable soils would be expected that
could cause on- or off-site landslides, laterakaping, subsidence, liquefaction or
collapse.
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VII. e):

The proposed project does not involve thstallation of septic tanks or
alternative waste water disposal systems. Thezetbrs type of soil impact will not
occur.

Based on the above considerations, significant radvienpacts to geology and soils

are not expected from PAR 1401 and impact assesdorefiacilities subject to Rule

1402. Since there are no significant adverse ibspam mitigation measures are

required.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

VIll. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS

a)

b)

d)

MATERIALS. Would the project:

Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport,
use, and disposal of hazardous materials?

Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into the
environment?

Emit hazardous emissions, or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile
of an existing or proposed school?

Be located on a site which is included on a list
of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code 865962.5 and,
as a result, would create a significant hazard
to the public or the environment?

For a project located within an airport land

use plan or, where such a plan has not been

adopted, within two miles of a public airport
or public use airport, would the project result
in a safety hazard for people residing or

O

Less Than  No Impact
Significant
Impact
O M
O M
O |
O M
O M
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working in the project area?

f)  For a project within the vicinity of a private [ L] |
airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the
project area?

g) Impair implementation of or physically O O v
interfere with an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan?

h) Expose people or structures to a significant [ Ol |
risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland
fires, including where wildlands are adjacent
to urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands?

i)  Significantly increased fire hazard in areas O Ol |
with flammable materials?

Significance Criteria

Impacts associated with hazards will be considsrgaificant if any of the following
occur:

Non-compliance with any applicable design codesgutation.
Non-conformance to National Fire Protection Assiorastandards.

Non-conformance to regulations or generally acakptdustry practices related
to operating policy and procedures concerning tsgm, construction, security,
leak detection, spill containment or fire protentio

Exposure to hazardous chemicals in concentratignaldo or greater than the
Emergency Response Planning Guideline (ERPG) 2sleve

Discussion

VIIl. a), b), & c¢): Equipment replacement or proseshanges are not expected to
require any new transport, use, or disposal of fiazes materials, thus, no new
significant hazard to the public or the environmé&am a release of hazardous
materials will occur as a result of the proposegiobd the current risk of upset.
Affected coatings will be reformulated with less without ethyl benzene. To
comply, the ethyl benzene substitute would havebdoless toxic. Since ethyl
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benzene is a VOC, its removal will lower the VOhtamt of the coating, which
would concurrently reduce the hazard impacts. Heawethe ethyl benzene
replacement could also be a VOC, but the VOC carigemot expected to increase as
it is already regulated and limited. So, for a starase scenario, the hazard impacts
from coating reformulation remain constant from tlkerent condition. Because no
new transport of hazardous materials will occuaagsult of the proposed project,
emission of hazardous emissions, or handling ofaftlis or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within one-quanikr of an existing or proposed
school will not result. Consequently, proposedeaded Rule 1401 and impact
from facilities subject to Rule 1402 will not creaa significant new hazard to the
public or create a reasonably foreseeable upsetiteam involving the release of
hazardous materials.

VIII. d): Government code 865962.5 refers to hdmas waste handling practices at
facilities subject to the Resources Conservatiah Racovery Act (RCRA). If any

affected facilities are identified on such a lsdmpliance with the proposed project
Is not expected to affect in any way any facilith@zardous waste handling practices.

VIII. e) & f): Regardless of whether or not affedtfacilities are located near airports
or private airstrips, the proposed project will wotate new safety hazards because
the proposed project affects existing facilitid¢o new hazards will be introduced at
affected facilities that could create safety hagatdocal airports or private airstrips.

VIIl. g): The proposed project could result in tog reformulations, equipment
replacement or process changes. In the evenopleaators at affected facilities use a
different type of product to reduce risk from etlbhgnzene, adopted emergency
response plans and emergency evacuation plans eey/to be amended, but the
proposed project is not expected to physically riste with implementing an
adopted emergency response plans and emergenayaéieacplans.

VIII. h,) &i): Since the proposed rule amendmewifi not require any changes to
the affected facility or operational process thdl expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury or death involvingildland fires, including where
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or wheselences are intermixed with
wildlands. Because affected facility operatione arot expected to change
substantially, except for possibly a reductionhia ainnual hours of operation, there
will be no significant increase of fire hazardsamreas with flammable materials than
whatever currently exists already.

Based on the above considerations, significant radvémpacts to hazards and
hazardous materials are not expected from PAR Bt@ll impact assessment for
facilities subject to Rule 1402. Since there apesignificant adverse impacts, no
mitigation measures are required.
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b)

d)

f)

9)

Potentially  Less Than
Significant  Significant
Impact Impact

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY.
Would the project:

Violate any water quality standards or waste [
discharge requirements?

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or []
interfere  substantially with groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net deficit

in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local
groundwater table level (e.g. the production
rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop

to a level which would not support existing

land uses or planned uses for which permits
have been granted)?

Substantially alter the existing drainage [O
pattern of the site or area, including through
alteration of the course of a stream or river, in

a manner that would result in substantial
erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

Substantially alter the existing drainage [O
pattern of the site or area, including through
alteration of the course of a stream or river, or
substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner that would result in
flooding on- or off-site?

Create or contribute runoff water which [
would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or
provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?

Otherwise substantially degrade water []
quality?

Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard [
area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or

No Impact
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other flood hazard delineation map?

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area [ O ™
structures which would impede or redirect
flood flaws?

i) Expose people or structures to a significant [ Ol v

risk of loss, injury or death involving
flooding, including flooding as a result of the
failure of a levee or dam?

j)  Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? O Ol |
k) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of [ L] |
the applicable Regional Water Quality Control
Board?
) Require or result in the construction of new [ Ol 4|

water or wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

m) Require or result in the construction of new [ L] |
storm water drainage facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental effects?

n) Have sufficient water supplies available to O Ol |
serve the project from existing entitlements
and resources, or are new or expanded
entitlements needed?

0) Require in a determination by the wastewater [ Ol |
treatment provider, which serves or may serve
the project that it has adequate capacity to
serve the project's projected demand in
additon to the provider's existing
commitments?

Significance Criteria

Potential impacts on water resources will be carsid significant if any of the
following criteria apply:

2-24 May 2009



Chapter 2 - Environmental Checklist

Water Quality:

The project will cause degradation or depletion gnbund water resources
substantially affecting current or future uses.

The project will cause the degradation of surfader substantially affecting
current or future uses.

The project will result in a violation of NationBlollutant Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES) permit requirements.

The capacities of existing or proposed wastewatatment facilities and the
sanitary sewer system are not sufficient to meznteds of the project.

The project results in substantial increases eénattea of impervious surfaces, such
that interference with groundwater recharge effocsurs.

The project results in alterations to the counskowav of floodwaters.
Water Demand:

The existing water supply does not have the capdoi meet the increased
demands of the project, or the project would useilastantial amount of potable
water.

The project increases demand for water by mone filkka million gallons per day.
Discussion

IX. a), b), f), n), & 0): The proposed project couksult in coating reformulations,

equipment replacement or process changes. Notlesé activities are expected to
have direct or indirect impact on hydrology and evajuality because operators at
affected facilities are not expected to use watex greater extent than they currently
use for cleaning, etc., because no additional wisteequired from reformulated

coatings, and the new equipment type is expectedetsimilar to the equipment

being replaced. Therefore, PAR 1401 and impadaddities subject to Rule 1402

will not adversely affect water resources, watealiy standards, groundwater

supplies, water quality degradation, existing watgpplies or wastewater treatment
facilities.

IX. ¢), d), e): The proposed project would prirhamffect operations at existing
facilities using ethyl benzene possibly requiringating reformulation, equipment
replacement or change in process (e.g., reduatioisage). As discussed previously,
no major construction activities will be necesstyycomply with PAR 1401 and
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impact to facilities subject to Rule 1402, so tlepesed project will not alter any
existing drainage patterns, increase the rate @uatmof surface runoff water that
would exceed the capacity of existing or plannedstvater drainage systems.

IX. g) & h): PAR 1401 and impact to facilities sabj to Rule 1402 does not involve
or require the construction of housing so it wdk mesult in placing housing in a 100-
year flood hazard areas that could create new flaghrds. The proposed project
would affect operations at existing facilities wigthyl benzene usage so any flood
hazards would be part of the existing setting.

IX. i), )); Since PAR 1401 and impact to facilgiesubject to Rule 1402 primarily
reduces toxic emissions and risk at existing fieedi and does not require
construction of new facilities, it will not createw flood risks or risks from seiches,
tsunamis or mudflow conditions. Any risks fromceas, tsunamis, or mudflows
would be part of the existing setting.

IX. k): Because reducing toxic risk from ethyl bene at affected facilities does not
require water, no changes to any existing wastewatatment permits would be
necessary. As a result, the proposed project isexjpected to affect any affected
facility’s ability to comply with existing wastewat treatment requirements or
conditions from any applicable Regional Water QyalControl Board or local
sanitation district.

IX. ) & m): Because reducing toxic risk emissioinem ethyl benzene at affected
facilities does not require water as part of thet equipment or control process,
no increase in wastewater from complying with threppsed project that could
exceed the capacity of existing stormwater drainagstems or require the
construction of new wastewater or stormwater digerfacilities is anticipated.

Based on the above considerations, significant radvenpacts to hydrology and
water quality are not expected from PAR 1401 anpaich assessment for facilities
subject to Rule 1402. Since there are no sigmfiealverse impacts, no mitigation
measures are required.

X.

a)

Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant  Significant

Impact Impact
LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the
project:
Physically divide an established community? [ [ v
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b)

Conflict with any applicable land use plan, O L] |
policy, or regulation of an agency with

jurisdiction over the project (including, but

not limited to the general plan, specific plan,

local coastal program or zoning ordinance)

adopted for the purpose of avoiding or

mitigating an environmental effect?

Conflict with any applicable habitat [ L] |
conservation or natural community
conservation plan?

Significance Criteria

Land use and planning impacts will be considergdicant if the project conflicts
with the land use and zoning designations estadalisly local jurisdictions.

Discussion

X. a.): Since PAR 1401 and impact to facilities jsab to Rule 1402 primarily

reduces toxic emissions and risk by reformulatiogtings, replacing equipment or
changing operational process, the proposed prajgichot create divisions in any

existing communities because this provision apptieserally to operations at
existing facilities. Similarly, the proposed prcijeloes not require construction of
new structures that could physically divide an ldgghed community. Any new

structures would be built for reasons other thacotmply with the proposed project,
such as starting a new, or relocating an existimnjress.

X. b), c): Operations at affected facilities usiethyl benzene would still be
expected to comply, and not interfere, with anyliapple land use plans, zoning
ordinances, habitat conservation or natural comtyuwonservation plans. There
are no provisions of the proposed project that dalitectly affect these plans,
policies, or regulations. Land use and other planoonsiderations are determined
by local governments and no present or planned U&ed in the region or planning
requirements will be altered by the proposed ptojec

Based on the above considerations, significant radvanpacts to land use and
planning are not expected from PAR 1401 and imp@estessment for facilities
subject to Rule 1402. Since there are no sigmfiealverse impacts, no mitigation
measures are required.
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XI.

b)

Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant  Significant

Impact Impact
MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the
project:
Result in the loss of availability of a known O O v
mineral resource that would be of value to the
region and the residents of the state?
Result in the loss of availability of a locally- [ Ol |

important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan, specific
plan or other land use plan?

Significance Criteria

Project-related impacts on mineral resources velcbnsidered significant if any of
the following conditions are met:

The project would result in the loss of availagildf a known mineral resource
that would be of value to the region and the regslef the state.

The proposed project results in the loss of avditwbof a locally-important
mineral resource recovery site delineated on d lgeaeral plan, specific plan or
other land use plan.

Discussion

XI. a), b): There are no provisions of the proposdd that would directly result in
the loss of availability of a known mineral res@jrsuch as aggregate, coal, shale,
etc., of value to the region and the residentshefdtate, or of a locally-important
mineral resource recovery site delineated on al Igeaeral plan, specific plan or
other land use plan. PAR 1401 and impacts to feeslisubject to Rule 1402 reduces
toxic risk from ethyl benzene and does not requis& reduction measures that
would need a mineral resource to comply. Basedhenabove considerations,
significant adverse impacts to mineral resourcesrmt expected from PAR 1401
and impact assessment for facilities subject toeR1402. Since there are no
significant adverse impacts, no mitigation measaresequired.
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Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant  Significant
Impact Impact

Xll. NOISE. Would the project result in:

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of [] Ol |
noise levels in excess of standards
established in the local general plan or noise
ordinance, or applicable standards of other
agencies?

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of [] [ |
excessive  groundborne  vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient [ O v
noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existing without the project?

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase O Ol v
in ambient noise levels in the project
vicinity above levels existing without the
project?

e) For a project located within an airport land [ Ol |
use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport
or public use airport, would the project
expose people residing or working in the
project area to excessive noise levels?

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private [ L] |
airship, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

Significance Criteria

Impacts on noise will be considered significant if:

2-29 May 2009



Final Environmental Assessment for Proposed Amended Rule 1401 and Facilities Subject to Rule 1402

Construction noise levels exceed the local noisdinances or, if the noise
threshold is currently exceeded, project noise casirincrease ambient noise
levels by more than three decibels (dBA) at the Bdundary. Construction noise
levels will be considered significant if they exdekederal Occupational Safety
and Health Administration (OSHA) noise standardasiorkers.

The proposed project operational noise levels ekcany of the local noise
ordinances at the site boundary or, if the noigestiold is currently exceeded,
project noise sources increase ambient noise |&yefaore than three dBA at the
site boundary.

Discussion

XIl. a), b), c) & d): Reformulated coating, replacequipment and new process
change (e.g., reduction in usage) will not geneadtditional or new noise, excessive
groundborne vibration, or substantially increasdiamt noise levels beyond existing
levels. New equipment is expected to produce amif not less noise levels, than
the current older equipment. Operators at affedtaulities who do choose to
operate equipment fewer hours per year to reducgl &enzene toxic risk will
produce less noise or any vibration, which is cder®d to be a benefit. As a result,
the proposed rule would have no new or additioméenimpacts, but may produce
beneficial effects relative to noise produced dg@kd equipment or process.

XIl. e) & f): As indicated in the preceding disciums noise levels will either not
change or will decline as a result of the propgsegect and, therefore, will have a
neutral effect on noise levels from affected féed that may be located within two
miles of an airport or private airstrip.

Based on the above considerations, significant radvanpacts to noise are not
expected from PAR 1401 and impact assessment ¢ditis subject to Rule 1402.
Since there are no significant adverse impactsnitigation measures are required.

Potentially  Less Than No Impact
Significant  Significant

Impact Impact
XIll. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would
the project:
Induce substantial growth in an area either [ L] |

a)

directly (for example, by proposing new
homes and businesses) or indirectly (e.g.
through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?
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b)

Displace substantial numbers of existing O O 4|
housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

Displace substantial numbers of people, O O v
necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

Significance Criteria

Impacts of the proposed project on population andsimg will be considered
significant if the following criteria are exceeded:

The demand for temporary or permanent housingeslscthe existing supply.

The proposed project produces additional populatiousing or employment
inconsistent with adopted plans either in termewfrall amount or location.

Discussion

XIll. a), b), ¢): Human population in the SCAQMDjgrisdiction is anticipated to
grow regardless of implementing the proposed ptojdte proposal would reduce
cancer risk from ethyl benzene, which will not reguadditional employees to use
reformulated coatings, operate replaced equipmealter operational procedures. If
replacing equipment a temporary construction crewld be required to conduct the
installation of new equipment. This crew coulddi#ained from the existing vast
labor market in the region and would not requirspliicement of population or
housing. Therefore, the district population wilitrbe affected directly or indirectly
as a result of adopting and implementing PAR 14@dimpact to facilities subject to
Rule 1402. Further, reducing cancer risk will matirectly induce growth in the area
of facilities using ethyl benzene. The construttf single- or multiple-family
housing units would not be required as a resuitnplementing the proposed project
since no new employees will be required at affe¢sedities. The proposed project
will not require relocation of affected facilitiesop existing housing or populations in
the district are not anticipated to be displacedessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere.

Based on the above considerations, significant radvenpacts to population and
housing are not expected from PAR 1401 and impss#ssment for facilities subject
to Rule 1402. Since there are no significant asi/@npacts, no mitigation measures
are required.
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Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant  Significant
Impact Impact

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the proposal
result in substantial adverse physical
impacts associated with the provision of
new or physically altered governmental
facilities, need for new or physically altered
government facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant environmental
impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or other
performance objectives for any of the
following public services:

a) Fire protection?

b) Police protection?

c) Schools?

d) Parks?

e) Other public facilities?

OOoOoOoo0ono
OoOooOooOono
RRRNRNN

Significance Criteria

Impacts on public services will be considered digant if the project results in
substantial adverse physical impacts associatetl tie provision of new or
physically altered governmental facilities, or theed for new or physically altered
government facilities, the construction of which ultb cause significant
environmental impacts, in order to maintain acdelptaervice ratios, response time
or other performance objectives.

Discussion

XIV. a) & b): The proposed project will not involviae use of acutely hazardous
materials. Thus, no new fire hazards or increasedof hazardous materials would
be introduced at existing affected facilities. $hoo new demands for fire or police
protection are expected from PAR 1401 and impadtoifities subject to Rule 1402
since reformulated coatings, replaced equipment radction in usage will not
require actions warranting additional fire or peligrotection.

XIV. c), d): As noted in the “Population and Hougi discussion, implementing
PAR 1401 and impact on facilities subject to Rul®2 will not require major
construction or permanent employees to continuerabip@ at existing affected
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facilities. The employees required for the one-dgylacement of equipment would
be received from the extensive existing labor podhe region and, as a result, the
proposed project will have no direct or indiredieets on population growth in the

district. Consequently, no new impacts to schopltks or other recreational

facilities are foreseen as a result of implementireggproposed project.

XIV. e): Because the reduction in cancer risk omguires minor modifications at
affected facilities, the proposal would not resualtthe need for new or physically
altered government facilities in order to maintagteptable service ratios, response
times or other performance objectives.

Based on the above considerations, significantraévienpacts to public services are
not expected from PAR 1401 and impact assessmerfaddities subject to Rule
1402. Since there are no significant adverse ibgpa®m mitigation measures are
required.

Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant  Significant
Impact Impact

XV. RECREATION.

a)

b)

Would the project increase the use of existing [ L] |
neighborhood and regional parks or other

recreational facilities such that substantial

physical deterioration of the facility would

occur or be accelerated.?

Does the project include recreational facilities [ Ol |
or require the construction or expansion of

recreational facilities that might have an

adverse physical effect on the environment?

Significance Criteria

Impacts to recreation will be considered signific&n

The project results in an increased demand formh@idhood or regional parks or
other recreational facilities.

The project adversely effects existing recreatiamglortunities.
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Discussion

XV. a) & b): As discussed under “Land Use and Piaghabove, there are no

provisions in the proposed project that would affeemd use plans, policies or
ordinances, or regulations. Land use and othennplg considerations are
determined by local governments; no land use onrmptey requirements will be

altered by the proposal. As already noted in iddin Population and Housing, the

proposed project is not expected to increase pbpualgrowth in the district because
no additional operational employees would be regliat affected facilities and

construction employees will be a small number, pdetemporarily, and can be
obtained from the extensive existing labor pooltive region. Therefore, no
additional demand for recreation facilities is emated. Further, the proposed
project would not increase the use of existing Ineogghood and regional parks or
other recreational facilities or include recreasibnfacilities or require the

construction or expansion of recreational fac#itithat might have an adverse
physical effect on the environment.

Based on the above considerations, significant radvienpacts to recreation are not
expected from PAR 1401 and impact assessment ¢ditiess subject to Rule 1402.
Since there are no significant adverse impactsnitigation measures are required.

Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant  Significant
Impact Impact

XVI. SOLID/HAZARDOUS WASTE. Would
the project:

a) Be served by a landfill with sufficient [ Ol |
permitted capacity to accommodate the
project’s solid waste disposal needs?

b) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes [ Ol v
and regulations related to solid and hazardous
waste?

Significance Criteria

The proposed project impacts on solid/hazardousewsidl be considered significant if
the following occur:
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The generation and disposal of hazardous and arpartious waste exceeds the
capacity of designated landfills.

Discussion

XVI. a): Using reformulated coatings or replacedipment would not change the
project’s current solid waste disposal needs asethisting operation would not

change as a result of these risk reduction measuteshe facility changes the

operation by reducing ethyl benzene usage, thesgusgolid waste disposal needs
will either not change or be reduced.

XVI. b): It is expected that proposed project withve no effect on an operator’s
ability to comply with relevant statutes and regjolas related to solid and hazardous
wastes. Consequently, it is anticipated that dpesaof affected facilities would
continue to comply with federal, state, and lodatuiges and regulations related to
solid and hazardous waste handling and disposakretfore, potential solid waste
impacts are considered not significant.

Based on the above consideration, significant agvempacts to solid/hazardous
waste are not expected from PAR 1401 and impaesas®ent for facilities subject to
Rule 1402. Since there are no significant advergects, no mitigation measures
are required.

Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant  Significant

Impact Impact
XVII. TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION
Would the project:
Cause an increase in traffic which is [ L] |

a)

b)

substantial in relation to the existing traffic

load and capacity of the street system (i.e.,
result in a substantial increase in either the
number of vehicle trips, the volume to

capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at
intersections)?

Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a [ Ol |
level of service standard established by the

county congestion management agency for

designated roads or highways?
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c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, O Ol v
including either an increase in traffic levels or
a change in location that results in substantial
safety risks?

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design [ Ol |
feature (e.g. sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g. farm
equipment)?

e) Resultin inadequate emergency access? O O v
f)  Result in inadequate parking capacity? L] Ol |
g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or [ O v

programs supporting alternative transportation
(e.g. bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?
Significance Criteria

Impacts on transportation/traffic will be considiésegnificant if any of the following
criteria apply:

Peak period levels on major arterials are disdipiea point where level of service
(LOS) is reduced to D, E or F for more than one tinon

An intersection’s volume to capacity ratio incredy 0.02 (two percent) or more
when the LOS is already D, E or F.

A major roadway is closed to all through traffanid no alternate route is available.

There is an increase in traffic that is substamtiaelation to the existing traffic
load and capacity of the street system.

The demand for parking facilities is substantiafigreased.
Water borne, rail car or air traffic is substalhialtered.

Traffic hazards to motor vehicles, bicyclists edpstrians are substantially
increased.

The need for more than 350 employees
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An increase in heavy-duty transport truck traffiand/or from the facility by more
than 350 truck round trips per day

Increase customer traffic by more than 700 viséisday.
Discussion

XVII. a), b), f): As noted in the “Discussion” semts of other environmental topics
compliance with PAR 1401 and impact to facilitiashject to Rule 1402 is not
expected to require major construction to use nefbsted coatings or install new
equipment, either to the equipment or at the siig,, site preparation, construction,
etc. If replacing equipment, delivery of new equgnt and transport for workers to
install the new equipment would result in four diddial vehicle trips on the road.
The construction, however, is expected to be mamat temporary, occurring in one
day. Four additional vehicle trips on a given daynot expected to generate
significant increase in traffic. Continuing opeoatiat affected facilities will add no
new trips because no new employees are expectelrequired.

XVII. c): Air traffic patterns are not expected e directly or indirectly affected by
the proposed project because the operation ofighkeaduction measures (e.g., using
reformulated coatings, operating replaced equipmetd.) do not involve new
additional transport of products beyond what igentty transported by air nor will
operation at existing facilities interfere with #iaffic. All applicable local, state and
federal requirements would continue to be complét so no increase in any safety
risks is expected.

XVII. d), e): PAR 1401 and impact to facilities geitt to Rule 1402 does not have
direct or indirect impacts on specific constructidesign features because the
proposed project does not require or induce thstoaction of any roadways or other
transportation design features. In addition, theppsed project affects existing
facilities so will not result in inadequate emerggraccess beyond what already
currently exists.

XVII. g): Affected facilities would still be expeetl to comply with, and not interfere
with adopted policies, plans, or programs suppgrétternative transportation. The
proposed project will reduce cancer risk from ethgthzene and has no provision that
will hinder compliance with any applicable alteimat transportation plans or
policies.

Based on the above considerations, significant radve impacts to
transportation/circulation are not expected fronRPI01 and impact assessment for
facilities subject to Rule 1402. Since there apesignificant adverse impacts, no
mitigation measures are required.
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Potentially Less Than No Impact
Significant  Significant
Impact Impact

XVIIl. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF

a)

b)

SIGNIFICANCE.

Does the project have the potential to degrade O Ol |
the quality of the environment, substantially

reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species,

cause a fish or wildlife population to drop

below self-sustaining levels, threaten to

eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce

the number or restrict the range of a rare or

endangered plant or animal or eliminate

important examples of the major periods of

California history or prehistory?

Does the project have impacts that are [ L] |
individually  limited, but cumulatively

considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable"

means that the incremental effects of a project

are considerable when viewed in connection

with the effects of past projects, the effects of

other current projects, and the effects of

probable future projects)

Does the project have environmental effects O Ol 4|
that will cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Discussion

XVIIl. a): As discussed in items | through XVII ab® PAR 1401 and impact to
facilities subject to Rule 1402 has no potential dause significant adverse
environmental effects because the potential impdotsn implementing risk
reductions measures at affected facilities are fbeaa significant. Therefore, the
proposed project is not expected to degrade thdityjuaf the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or widdkpecies, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self sustaining levelse#iten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, reduce the number or restrictrdiege of a rare or endangered
plant or animal. Similarly, the proposed projaatiides no provision that would
eliminate important examples of the major periofi€alifornia history or prehistory
or otherwise degrade cultural resources.
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XVIIl.b) Based on the foregoing analyses, sinceRPB01 and impact to facilities
subject to Rule 1402 will not result in project-sifie significant environmental
impacts, the proposed project is not expected teseacumulative impacts in
conjunction with other projects that may occur aonently with or subsequent to the
proposed project.  Furthermore, the proposed projampacts will not be
"cumulatively considerable” because the incrememmglacts are not considerable
when viewed in connection with the effects of pastrrent, or probable future
projects.

XVIIl.c) Based on the foregoing analyses, PAR 140id impact assessment for
facilities subject to Rule 1402 is not expecteaddase significant adverse effects on
human beings, either directly, or indirectly.
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APPENDIX A

PROPOSED AMENDED RULE 1401

In order to save space and avoid repetition, plesfee to the latest version of the
PAR 1401 located elsewhere in the final rule paekaghe PAR 1401l1a version
(dated March 11, 2009) of the proposed amendeccdelated with the Draft EA
released on March 27, 2009 for a 30-day publicensvend comment period
ending April 28, 2009 has not been updated.

Original hard copies of the Draft EA, which includersion PAR 1401a (dated
March 11, 2009) of the proposed amended rule @tedlwith the Draft EA, can
be obtained through the SCAQMD Public Informaticen@r at the Diamond Bar
headquarters or by calling (909) 396-2039.









