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CHEVRON PRODUCTS COMPANY EL SEGUNDO REFINERY 
COKE DRUM RELIABILITY PROJECT 

RESPONSES TO COMMENTS RECEIVED ON THE DEIR 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 
This Appendix, together with other portions of the Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft 
EIR), constitutes the Final EIR for the proposed Chevron Products Company El Segundo 
Refinery Coke Drum Reliability Project.   
 
The Draft EIR was circulated for a 47-day public comment period starting on August 31, 2012 
and ending on October 16, 2012.  The Draft EIR is available at the South Coast Air Quality 
Management District (SCAQMD), 21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4182 or by 
phone at (909) 396-2039.  The Draft EIR can also be downloaded by contacting the SCAQMD’s 
CEQA web pages at http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/nonaqmd.html.   
 
The Draft EIR contained a detailed project description, the environmental setting for each of the 
environmental resources topic areas where the NOP/IS determined there was a potential 
significant adverse impact, an analysis of the potentially significant environmental impacts 
including cumulative impacts, project alternatives, mitigation measures, and other areas of 
discussion as required by CEQA.  The discussion of the project-related and cumulative 
environmental impacts included a detailed analysis of air quality, noise, and 
transportation/traffic.   
 
The SCAQMD received two comment letters on the Draft EIR during the public comment 
period.  The comments letters and responses to the comments raised in those letters are provided 
in this appendix.  The comment letters are bracketed and numbered.  The related responses are 
identified with the corresponding number and are included following each comment letter. 
 

Comment Letter Commenter 
1 Native American Heritage Commission 
2 Ms. Joyce Dillard  
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Comment Letter No. 1 
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Responses to Comment Letter No. 1 
 

Native American Heritage Commission 
September 6, 2012 

 
Response 1-1 
 
The SCAQMD notes that the Native American Heritage Commission is the state’s Trustee 
Agency for Native American Cultural Resources.  Further, the comment states that the letter 
includes state and federal statutes relative to Native American historic properties.  No further 
response is necessary. 
 
Response 1-2 
 
The SCAQMD is aware of the statues and regulations including Public Resources Code §21000-
§21177 as well as all other relevant CEQA requirements and has prepared an EIR for the 
proposed project.  This comment recommends a Sacred Lands Files search.  However, as stated 
on page 2-20 of the NOP/IS, a records search was conducted in August 2005 that indicated that 
14 archaeological investigations have been performed within a 0.5-mile radius of the Refinery, 
including three surveys of small linear areas within the Refinery boundaries.  No Native 
American sacred lands are recorded within the Refinery boundaries or within a 0.5-mile radius of 
the facility.  As stated on pages 2-32 through 2-35 in the NOP/IS, potential significant adverse 
impacts on cultural resources were not anticipated.  This conclusion is based on the fact that 
there are no prehistoric or historic cultural resources or paleontological resources within the 
boundaries of the Refinery.  Based on this information and the information provided in the 
following paragraphs, impacts to cultural resources, including Native American cultural 
resources, were not required to be further analyzed in the Draft EIR for the proposed project. 
 
The entire Refinery site has been previously graded and developed and the proposed Project 
occurs at an existing Refinery Unit.  The larger Refinery structures and equipment are supported 
on concrete foundations.  The remainder of the site is unpaved.  Any archaeological or 
paleontological resources that may have been present prior to development of the Refinery are 
not expected to be found at the site due to past disturbance and imported fill material. 
 
If cultural resources were to be encountered unexpectedly during ground disturbance associated 
with construction of the proposed Project, proper procedures (i.e., contacting professional 
archaeologist and a Gabrielino/Tongva representative, temporarily halting or redirecting 
disturbance work in vicinity, etc.) will be taken.  Further, the Refinery’s site does not contain 
known paleontological resources and, thus, the proposed Project is not expected to adversely 
affect any sites of paleontological value. 
 
As a result, based on historical activities at the site, the proposed Project was determined to not 
cause a potential “substantial adverse change in the significance of any historical resource” 
which would require a further evaluation of cultural resources in this EIR. 
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Response 1-3 
 
The SCAQMD is aware of the requirements of Public Resources Code §§5907.94(a) and 
5097.96.  For this proposed Project, no known "Sacred Sites" have been identified and, as noted 
in response #1-2, cultural resources not are anticipated to be located at the facility.  Should any 
NAHC "Sacred Sites" be identified they would be treat as confidential and exempt from the 
Public Records Act pursuant to California Government Code §6254(r).   
 
Response 1-4 
 
As noted in Response 1-2, additional archaeological investigation is not required for the 
proposed Project since no known "Sacred Sites" have been identified, so it is not necessary to 
contact the Native American Heritage Commission.  Construction activities for the proposed 
Project at the Refinery include standard procedures for accidentally encountering any 
archaeological, Native American or cultural resources on-site.  Compliance with all local, state, 
and federal regulations (and notifications) will occur in the event of an accidental discovery of 
any cultural or historic resources. 
 
A mailing list of the Native American contacts provided by the commentator has been created by 
SCAQMD.  Notice of availability of this EIR for proposed Project and all other projects where 
the SCAQMD is the lead agency under CEQA will be sent to the contacts provided by the 
commentator. 
 
Native American consulting parties were included in the noticing process for the NOP/IS, DEIR, 
and have been included in all noticing processes during the CEQA process for the proposed 
Project. 
 
Response 1-5 
 
The proposed Project is not subject to NEPA or other requirements referenced.  As stated in 
Response 1-2, the proposed Project is currently located within the Refinery in an area which has 
been previously graded.  As such, no historical resources are expected to be encountered and no 
significant impacts to historical resources are expected. 
 
Response 1-6 
With regard to state protection of "Sacred Sites," as noted in Response 1-3, "historic properties 
of religious and cultural significance" will be considered confidential.  However, it should be 
noted that no known historic properties of religious and cultural significance have been identified 
within the confines of the Refinery, which includes the proposed Project site. 
 
Response 1-7 
 
As stated in the NOP/IS on pages 2-19 through 2-21, the likelihood of encountering cultural (and 
archaeological) resources is low, if such resources were to be encountered unexpectedly during 
the limited ground disturbance associated with the proposed Project, procedures are in place and 
will be followed to minimize impacts to the resource. 
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Response 1-8 
 
As stated in Response 1-4, a comprehensive list of Native American contacts provided by the 
Native American Heritage Commission is maintained by the SCAQMD and all contacts on this 
list have been provided with notices of the proposed Project, for the NOP/IS and the Draft EIR. 
 
Response 1-9 
 
As stated in Response 1-2, the proposed Project is currently located within the Refinery in an 
area which has been previously graded.  As such, no historical resources are expected to be 
encountered and no significant impacts to historical resources are expected.  As stated on page 2-
21 of the NOP/IS, the proposed Project is not expected to have significant adverse impacts on 
historic or prehistoric cultural resources.  Therefore, CEQA Guidelines §15370(a) which defines 
mitigation by avoiding the impact altogether is not applicable for the proposed Project pursuant 
to CEQA Guidelines §15126.4(a)(3), which states “mitigation measures are not required for 
effects which are not found to be significant.” 
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Comment Letter No. 2 
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Responses to Comment Letter No. 2 
 

Ms. Joyce Dillard 
October 16, 2012 

 
Response 2-1 

 
The section of the NOP/IS cited is from Section VII.  Geology and Soils under the discussion for 
questions 7. a), c), and d) Geological Hazards on page A-40 of Appendix A of this Final EIR.  
This information describes the expected behavior of the Palos Verdes Fault.  While not quoted 
by the commentator, the discussion continues on page A-41 stating “Based on the historical 
record, it is highly probable that earthquakes will affect the Los Angeles region in the future.”  
The discussion also presents the purpose of the California Building Code applicable to new 
structures and requirements for the Chevron Refinery to obtain building permits, which require 
compliance with the California Building Code.  It was concluded that no significant adverse 
impacts from seismic hazards are expected since the project will be in compliance with the 
California Building Codes.  No changes have been made to the California Building Code since 
the NOP/IS was prepared. 
 
Earthquakes occur frequently in the Southern California area in various locations and 
magnitudes, most of which produce no damage.  As such, identification of recent earthquakes, 
which did not cause damage, would not alter the discussion or change the conclusions regarding 
adverse impacts on geology and soils. 
 
Response 2-2 
 
These comments are related to water quality, which was discussed in Section IX.  Hydrology and 
Water Quality of the NOP/IS on pages A-48 through A-52 of Appendix A of the Final EIR.  The 
proposed Project is not expected to change the quantity or quality of the water discharged by 
Delayed Coker Unit or any other Refinery activities.  The Refinery has existing on-site treatment 
facilities which handle wastewater generated at the facility and are regulated by the Los Angeles 
Regional Water Quality Control Board under an NPDES permit.  As such, no change to water 
quality, pollutant loads, or odors would occur as a result of the proposed Project as there will be 
no increase in water use or wastewater discharge.  Therefore, a discussion on the fate and 
transport of pollutants and contamination of the Santa Monica Bay, effects of pollutants, odors, 
and water quality on Beneficial Uses is not warranted because no increase in pollutants to Santa 
Monica Bay is expected. 
 
Response 2-3 
 
These comments are related to air quality impacts on water quality.  The proposed Project is 
subject to the Rules and Regulations of the SCAQMD and the U.S. EPA including the National 
and California Ambient Air Quality Standards.  The ambient air quality standards are established 
to be protective of human health and the environment.  A discussion of the proposed Project 
impacts to ambient air quality is presented in Section 4.2.2.4 of the Final EIR on pages 4-12 and 
4-13.  The modeling results presented in Table 4-6 on page 4-13 show that no significant impact 
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to ambient air quality would result from the proposed Project.  Therefore, no significant impacts 
to the environment including water quality would occur from the proposed Project.   
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