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‘Comments on Draft FIR —Chevron Products Company

Ms. Kathy C. Stevens.
Air Qualty Specialisi—CEQA Section

South Coast Air Quality Managawent District
21865 E. Copley Diive

Disraond Bar, CA, 91765-4182

Dear Ms. Stevens:

Chevson is pleased to subimit the following comenents on the Drat Environmentat Impact Report
Sor the CARB Phase 3 Clean Puels Project at the ] Sepuudo Refinery. Our commens are minor
and are included n the body ofthis letcr, 1 am sending 4 copy of s fetter o M. Richard A,
Simon of ENSR for his use in making the necessaty rovisions 1o tho documen,

1. Poge 13, Parsgraph2, Line S
The EIR stats that the project consists of “the construction of one now unil, and
veplacements and enodifications to Soversl existing process units.” The new witreferred
1010 this sentence is the iso-octane Plant, hich bas boen romoved from the project
scope. Pleso deleto the roforence 1o e canstevction of one new wnit

2. Page27, Paraeraph?, Lines 7 and §
This parageaph refécs (o (he Govemor's Fxecutive Order requiring the elimination of
MYBE from gasoline in California. In point of Fcl, Chevron has manufactared and.
blended two ethess into our gasoline, methybtortiary-butyl cther (MTRE) and testiary-
amyl-methyl clher (TAME). As part of our project, both the TAME and MTBE Plaats
are being pertnanently remaved from scrvice. Some equipment in each plant wil be
soused as part of our CARR Phase 3 Project, bt the majority of the cquipment in both
plants will be demolished. The EIR should be changed (hroughout to reflect the fact that
both the MTBE avd TAME Plants ae being shutdown.

3 Page212 Paragraphs 1 and2
This section describes e shutdown of part of the TAME Plant as part of the phase ont of
ether blending in £1 Sczundo. As discvss above, both the TAME and MTEE Plants
il be shutdown. Both of these plants used methanol a5 & feedstock, 5o shutting them.
down climinatos the need for importiog aethanol o the Refinery. This scction
describes the stutdowt of the TAME Pland in dolsi but ignores the shutdown of the
MTBE Plaat, Ploase include the fact that the MTBE Plant is aso boing shuidown and
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dismantled in his part of the document, In the original project scope, the MTSE Plant
s g0ing o be converted joto an fso-octene Plant. This has sinc beon removed from
the project scope. The document should oty state that both the MTBE and TAME
Plsats will be permanently removed from service.

4. Page26 Section271
Lines 2 axd 3 of fho fst perageaph of this section again mention that he MTBE Plant

will bé converted to an Iso-actene Plant, The document aceds 10 be chaoged to refect the
Fact that this 3 o longer part of he project scope.

1Fyou have any questions about s nformation discussed above or if yon wish o discuss it in
‘more detal, please call e 3t (310) 615-5285

Sincerey,
Chrntmn Ane [s S,
Charles W. Auai

Reguiatory Agency Lisison

Ce: Richard A. Simon, ENSR.






Response to Comment from Chevron Correspondence dated September 4, 2001
1-1
The discussion of the Iso-octane Plant has been removed from Page 1-3 and the EIR has been updated to reflect this comment.   The Iso-octane Plant was not included in the analysis sections of the EIR; therefore, this change does not affect the conclusions in the EIR.

1-2
The EIR has been clarified to state that the Chevron Refinery currently manufactures both MTBE and TAME.  The EIR also discusses the current and future uses for the MTBE and TAME plants.  Please note the current and future uses of these plants were previously included as the basis for the EIR analysis; therefore, these clarifications do not affect the conclusions of the EIR.  

1-3
The EIR has been revised to state the MTBE and TAME plants will be shut down as part of the project.   As stated above these clarifications do not affect the conclusions of the EIR.  

1-4
As discussed in response to comment 1-1 above, the EIR text, including the text on Page 2-26, has been updated to delete the Iso-octane Plant.  
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August 30,2000

M. Kathy C. Stevens
South Coast Air Quality Management District
21865 E. Copley Drive

Diamond Bar, CA 91765

RE: SCAG Clearinghouse 120010482 Proposed Cheveon E1 Segundo,
California Air Resources Board Phase 3 Reformulated Gasoline Project

Dears. Stevens:

We have reviewed the above reforenced document and determined that it is
ot regionally sgrificant per Areawide Clearnghouse crteria. Therefore, the
project doss not warrant cletringhouse comments at s tme, Should there.
bea change in he scope of the project, we viould apprcviate fhe opportuity to
sevicaw and comeanent at that e,

4 description of he project will be published in the September 1, 2001
Intergovernmental Review Report for public review and comment.

“Fhe projoct ttle and SCAG Clearinghouse nurmber should bevsed i il
comespondence with SCAG concetning this project Comespordence should
e st to he attenion of she Clearinglouse Coordinator. If you have any
questions, please contact me at (213)236-1567.

Sincarcly, ‘

W@% et
' JEFFRES SMITH, AICP

Sendor Planner
Intergovarmmentsl Roview






Response to Comment from Southern California Association of Governments

Correspondence dated August 30, 2001

2-1
The SCAQMD understands that, pursuant to the Areawide Clearinghouse criteria, the proposed Chevron project is not regionally significant.  Minor modifications to the proposed project have occurred since release of the Draft EIR, but these minor modifications do not change any of the conclusions reached in the Draft EIR or constitute significant new information triggering recirculation of the document pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15088.5. 

2-2
The SCAQMD understands the project description will be published in the Intergovernmental Review Report.  No response required.

2-3
The SCAQMD will use the SCAG Clearinghouse Number I20010482 in future correspondence.  No response required.
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200 AN STREET CALIFGRNIA 02548
DEPARTVENT OF PLANNING

Phone sges27t
Fax 3741580
371648

Septembor 6, 200

Ms. Kathy Stevens
SCAQMD

21865 E. Copley Dr.
Diamond Bar, CA 91765

Subject: Drait Eavironmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Propased Chevron - EI
Seguado Refinery CARB Phase 3 Clean Fuels Project, SCH No, 20000810383

Dear M Stevens:

“The Ciy of Huntington Beach has revieswed the subject Dralt EIR for the propossl hat involves
smodifications to the Chevion Terminal Located st the northwest come of Gothard Stteet and
Talbert Avenue in the City of Huntington Beach. The City of Huntington Beach has the
folloswing comments on the project aod ensironmental document:

L An additonal 12 truck bips per day ar anicpatad ance the project i completed. New
devetopment s required to mitigate traffic impacts by paying a traffic impact fe¢ to the
ity of Hontingion Beach. The fes fo this projet is $120 por sditons! daly rp.
Using  passenger est eauivalent of 2.0, the fev for this projct sould be $2.850
(12#275120), Thisfeo s duc and payablcs rio o issuance o builing permits.

2. With the tank conversion from diesel to ethanol storage, the floating roof should not have
any rubber ports dus 1o deterioration poteatial.

Page 482 - The reference to the construction of a new ethanol storage taok is
inconsistent with the projeat description and Shovld be corected.

“The following itess are reated to mitigating potential hazard impacis:

4. Anautomato fire suppression and monitared fie alarm shall be installed throughont the
site. Shop draswings shall be licensed by o State licensed fire protection engineer and
st be approved by the City Fire Depertment prior to system insaliation.
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5. Fire acoess roads shall be provided in compliance with City Specification 401. A
Circalation Plan and dimensions of al aceess roads should be included.

6. A Fire Protection Plan, in compliance with City Specification 426, must be approved by
the City Fire Department prior to construction.

7. Fire extinguishers shall be insialled aud located in areas to comply with City Fire
Department standards in City Specification 424,

8. Information regarding secondsry containment for all on-ste tankage shall be provided to
the City Fire Department for teview and approval.

9. A drainage plan for existing and additional fire protection deluge systems shontd be

provided o the City Fire Deparimens.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the project. Ifyou have any questions please
contact me at (714) $36-5530.

Senlor Planner

el






Response to Comment from the City of Huntington Beach Correspondence dated September 6, 2001
3-1
Although this comment references the 12 additional truck trips per day to the Huntington Beach terminal generated by the proposed project, the primary intent of the comment relates to fees and approvals subsequent to the SCAQMD’s certification of the EIR.  Subsequent fees and approvals are matters that are between the City of Huntington Beach and the project proponent.

3-2
Minor modifications will be made to allow the tank to be converted from diesel to ethanol.  Chevron is aware of compatibility issues between various liquids and floating roof seal materials. To address these issues Chevron has established several service categories, which identify various product groups and seal materials that are compatible with each group. One of these categories is applicable to both methanol and ethanol and prohibits the use of certain seal materials that have not provided good service when exposed to these products. For example, urethane primary and secondary seal fabrics are not allowed in ethanol service. Teflon and hypalon are allowed along with buna-nitrile on a fiberglass fabric. For secondary seal tips, solid buna nitrile material is not allowed while a PVC/nitrile blend is allowed.

3-3
This page (4-82) of the Draft EIR incorrectly identified a new ethanol storage tank at the Huntington Beach Terminal.  The text on this page has been revised to delete reference to the new tank and be consistent with the project description and evaluation of environmental impacts in the remainder of the EIR.    

3-4
Detailed design drawings of the fire suppression and alarm system will be submitted to the City and City Fire Department during the local permitting and review process by Chevron.

3-5
The design of fire access roads and required circulation plan will be submitted during the local permitting and review process by Chevron.

3-6
A Fire Protection Plan will be submitted during the local permitting and review process by Chevron.

3-7
Plans for fire extinguishers will be submitted to the City Fire Department during the local permitting and review process by Chevron. 

3-8
Information regarding secondary containment for on-site storage tanks will be submitted during the local permitting and review process by Chevron.

3-9
The drainage plan for the fire protection deluge system will be submitted during the local permitting and review process by Chevron.
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s, Kalhy Stevers
Souh Cosst A Qualiy Nanagerent Dt
21865 . Copley Dire

Dicwond Ber, CA 91765

RE:  CHEVRON-EL SEGUNDO REFINERY CARE PHASE 3 CLEAN FUELS PROJECT

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPAGT REPORT (DRAFT EIR) - SCH#2000081088

Dear s, Stevens:

ity of Montebello appieciles the opportuty to coment on the Draf EIR. The folowing are the
iy’ comments onthe docurvent

1

In geneal, the analysi in the Diait IR s suspect s i reletes 0 he ortsbelo Torminal,
becase (e descrton of operations s portayed i (e Draft EIR may ot aceurately
reflec e aelual aperalons 25 descrbed by representaies of Chevton and Cheon's
consus (Hewtech Resources). I eater meetings vith Chevnan, Chy saffincicated et
anincrease ik aff s not considered desiable.

Therelore, re consulant inciated that e earol vl soms to e Montbelo Termina!
by 1l only. The most tecent stenaii pouded © iy staff by Clewron and theis
consultant (Newtech Resouroes) vl 12 cmpty cars and 12 1l cars 0 e sis e
1o e limes per week, Monday (oL Fiiday bteen e botss o 090 3.m, and 1.00
pin. The EIR indetes hat ters wil b & ol o eght it ars between 500 aim. and
4:80 am, and does notndgais e cmber of ines per ek e ral cars vl some 1
e sl The EIR aso indiales thet 23 taker tucks per day wil 2 be caming 1 the
Montebello Teminal, The EIR shoui b revse 1o rfleot he s ecent proposa,

“The et mpact analyss provided n the Draft EIR i notaddess the ol afc imgect
‘ased by i proje. Due o he fack ofnformation regerding e delaytime of acing!
unloating of ethanol il ars, e applcant shal contc e Puic Vorks Deparrent or
detalied gidelines of adetal o mpaot stuy. This an bs done when Chenron
cormes infora it fo consiruct,

In order to detormine the impacts o diffsrent modes of ransparting the ethandl 0 the
Woniebelo Temina, he oloieg allematives shoui be andlyzed i a Orat ERR that s re-
ciclated fo public eview, In adfion, he reitoad system i fhe Ciy may be placed
befow grade in the futwrs, through the Alameda Comidor — East Consirucion Authorly
(ACE) okt

1600 West Beverly Soulevard + Montcbello, California 90640-3932 + (323) 8871200







[image: image7.png]@ Rell Altemetive ~ Thi allemlive Soud involve an analysis of tansporting e
ethanot by ral any. The alterative shoul consier e tmaxinum number of fal
cars that would be used at any given time. Suficient detal should be provided so
that the rffis impacts and npacts fo emergency response systes resuting fiom
the signal ams being dovm a the al crossings can be assessed

Underground Ralroad - The ral system in Mortebello may be placsd below grade
a6 part of the ACE project,  This soenario should be addressed as part of the
anaysis,

b Rall and Tuck Atemative - This allemalie would imiolve an anaiysis of
‘ransporing the ethanol b ral and by truck. Suficent detai should be provided so
hat e raffo mpacts and impacts o emergency respanse systems resuling fiom
the signal arms being down af (heralcrossings oan be assessed. Proposad tuck
autes shotid also ba assessed as part of s alernaive.

Underground Ralroad - The railsystem in Monfebell may be placed befow grade
as gart of the ACE pject,  This soenarto should be addressed as part of he
analysis.

o Tk Alemative - Ths alemalve would ivlee an analysis of ansporing e
ethennl by fruck only. Suffient detal should be providsd o thal th fraffc
impants can bo assessed. Propased Ik routes should lso be assessed as part
oftis alemzive.

The design of the Cheveon il reject, as proided nthe DraftEIR, vill have a signifioant
impact on our Ciy. A tevised desian i needed to ensuce miniraum impactat al aifoad
crossings, and s subect o the Gy Encineer's review and approval.

Figwe 262 does ot show the most secenlly proposed rai configuraton for e
Montetelh Tesrinal,

5 2 result of the disccepancy betvieen the project descrpton a5 ncluded inthe DraftEIR,
and the project desarpion provided to the Gty by representaives of Chewon and
Chevion's consullant, te Ciy of Montshello s unable to learly defermins the impacs.
s stated above, an altemalies analysis shotld b prepared and included ina Draft ER.

“The Prject Desaripion indieates that constrction at ihe Morlebelo Termirel vil lake
place Monday through Fidey, from 630 . 1o 590 pan. The Mortebelo Municipal Code
{MNC}provkdes that consirucion shallnct begin und 700 ..

Page 335 descrbes how slom wate I inspected before L s releassd o the Gty
o drinsyse. Please provide documentaon of s process.
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Page 3:69, Toble 381, which deserites local ncise guidelines and ordinances, is ot
zourate The table should be modifed for the Montebello Teminal 2 fllws:

Gonstruton Limit- 70 am. lo @00 p.n, Monday trough Fiiday
0ham. o 6:00p.m. Sehuday and Surday
Operations Limits ~
Adfcert Zore Warimam Nge Level
Tam b10pm 0 pin.to7am.
Rosidenlal GaBA 00BA
Commercel Ty 70084
[ingustuar TRGEA 7B

Given this formaton, the maium noise levets aowed fot Montebello Terminal nat e
esitental uses atjacent b e site on the north woeld be 65 GBA to 60 dBA, degendiny
on e i of dy.

Page 487 cantains the statement fhak maximum construction nise at the Montsbelo
Temrinat s predicted fo ba 82 dBA at the neares residences. Because constauction fs
temparary, ncis impacis rom conshucton aro considered less ran sigifcant._ itgaton
measures need to be inluged in the EIR (hat address consluction noise impacts on
adjacent resicences. For example, temporary walls oo be buil around e area of
construcion (o aftenuate noise.

“This secon of the EIR should b revised 0 adess these fssues.

Tables 418 and 4.1-9 show it quallty impacis, apparenty for all lemninals combined
The description of impacts shavld be shown and disoussed for each teminal location.
There i no way (0 delemiine the impacs at h indivdual fenninals as desorted in the
relersnced tabts.

Page 4-106, Operationa Impacts. The.secton stles tha vehiular affoon Val Avente
il affcied by the moverment of theralcrs. - fact, e movement o the ailcars uil
igger the signal amms on Vail, Maple, Greemwood Avenues, and Hontebello Soevard,
“This wil reae a sgniicant back up ofvehics o1 these roadways. Thee s no anaysis
of when the signal arms wil be tiggerss, how long they wil bs down, and how many
vehicles wil be deleyer for howtang. These oaduays are e meor ot ovih sreets i
e Ciy.

Inasdifon, blocking bis number of intersectons il signifiantly effect emergency
tesponse fimes tothe southem porton ofthe Ciy, Simply nofying emergency senvices of
e scheduled road blookages is not adequate migation fr tis impaci.






[image: image9.png]2. Whlle ot requird by CEQA, it wouldbe helpul (0 have the Migaton Monitoring Program
included in the Draft EIR.  This would give the publc an opporunly (o feiew and
cormment on e effctiveness ofthe mitigalion measues and moniorg.

13, The altomalives analysis facuses on decreasing sigificant air qualty and hazards
impacts. Ao, there is o discussion thal addresses e signfant impacts al the
ontebelto Terminalrlated o traffc and eiculaion i that secton.

‘ST vould eserve final comment on the alematives unt a fll and accurate prcject proposal and
arialysis s compleled. I you have any questions regarding these commerts, pleass cal Paula
Kellat 323-887-1461

Sincerely,

e 150
B 5y
b
Associate Planner






Response to Comment from the City of Montebello Correspondence dated September 10, 2001
4-1
The Draft EIR was prepared based on the information available at the time, and conclusions contained in the Draft EIR are unchanged.  The SCAQMD disagrees with the City’s assertion that the analysis of potential adverse environmental impacts in the Draft EIR is somehow “suspect”.  Common to this, and many other projects, the project definition continues to be refined as additional design and engineering details become available.  The EIR has been revised where appropriate to include the most recent project information available regarding the Montebello Terminal including the number of railcars, hours of operation, and operating procedures.  The revised project description information is included in Section 2.6.3 of the EIR.   It is important to note that none of the impact determinations or mitigation measures have substantively changed based on the more current information.  Further, these minor modifications to the project description do not constitute significant new information that triggers recirculation of the Draft EIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15088.5


Chevron’s proposed project includes both rail and truck for ethanol import and export from the Montebello Terminal.  The City’s concern regarding additional truck trips is noted.   Please note the addition of 23 truck trips per day (27 truck trips were assumed in the Draft EIR) will not create a significant impact to the transportation/circulation system in the vicinity of the Montebello Terminal. The analysis contained in the Draft EIR was prepared based on a “worst-case” scenario to fully capture possible impacts.  The revised project information does not create significant impacts beyond those discussed in the Draft EIR.    


Information available to the SCAQMD subsequent to the release of the Draft EIR has been incorporated, as appropriate, into the EIR.  The EIR is complete and describes the potential impacts of the proposed project.  Agreements between the City and Chevron subsequent to certifying the EIR are part of the local permitting/approval process.   

4-2
The SCAQMD disagrees with the City’s opinion that the Draft EIR did not fully address potential traffic impacts from the proposed project.  As a result of this comment however, and due to subsequent information on the proposed project provided by the project proponent, the traffic impact discussion in the EIR has been expanded.  Details regarding rail car movements and street interruptions are included in the text.  The conclusions of the EIR remain unchanged.  As required by the City, Chevron will be responsible for any additional information required during the City’s permit and approval process, and subsequent to the certification of the Final EIR.

4-3
Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15126.6(a) an EIR shall describe a range of reasonable alternatives to the project.  Further, an EIR need not consider every conceivable alternative.  Rather, it must consider a reasonable range of potentially feasible alternatives that will foster informed decision-making and public participation.  The range and analysis of alternatives in the Draft EIR comply with these and all other relevant requirements pertaining to identifying and comparing the relative merits of project alternatives.  Refer to response #4-4 regarding the specific alternatives recommended by the city of Montebello.

As discussed in response to Comments 4-1 and 4-4 further planning and design of the project has determined the project requirements for operating the train have reduced the maximum closure time along Vail Avenue by more than 50 percent compared to what had been assumed in the Draft EIR.  The impacts as they relate to truck and train for the operation of the project, as modified, have been revised in the Final EIR based on additional project development.  The impacts are equal to or less than those described in the Draft EIR and continue to remain not significant.  Therefore the analysis of additional alternatives and recirculation of a Draft EIR is not necessary.

4-4
The EIR contains a conservative “worst-case” analysis of the impacts of the different modes of transporting ethanol to the Montebello Terminal.  The EIR assumes the maximum number of train and truck trips for any of the operating scenarios proposed by Chevron.  As the EIR impact assessment is based on the maximum number of train and truck trips assuming 100 percent of the ethanol is transported by both modes each day, the potential impacts of the alternatives described in the comment are equal to or less than those included in the EIR.  

a.) Rail Alternative – The EIR analysis is based upon the maximum number of rail car trips.  Based on this and other comments additional details regarding the operations of the rail crossings has been included in the EIR.  A “rail only” alternative has not been included because the source of ethanol has not been selected and it may change over time.  Ethanol is expected to be brought to southern California via marine tanker to the port and/or via rail from the mid-west.  Ethanol transported via ship will have to be trucked to distribution facilities, such as the Montebello Terminal.  If “rail only” were allowed the terminal may not be able to receive ethanol and distribute the reformulated gasoline.  Therefore the“rail-only” alternative is not considered feasible.

Also note that ethanol received at the Montebello Terminal via rail may be transported out of the terminal via trucks to other local Chevron terminals.    The EIR contains a conservative “worst case” analysis of the impacts of the different modes of transporting ethanol to the Montebello Terminal.  The EIR assumes the maximum number of train and trucks trips for any of the operating scenarios proposed by Chevron.  As the EIR impact assessment is based on the maximum number of train and truck trips assuming 100 percent of the ethanol is transported by both modes each day, the potential impacts of the alternatives described in the comment are equal to or less than those included in the EIR.  

At this time it is uncertain if the railroad system in the City will be placed below grade.  CEQA Guidelines §15145 recommends against evaluating potential environmental impacts that are speculative in nature.  Therefore an alternative assuming an “Underground Railroad” is not be assessed in the EIR.

b.) Rail and Truck Alternative – The “Truck and Rail Alternative” as described earlier in this comment is included as the proposed project in the EIR.  As discussed above additional detail relating to traffic impacts and emergency response systems has been included in the EIR.  To ensure ethanol is available for blending into reformulated gasoline, both rail and truck transportation have been proposed.  See response to #4-4a above regarding the Underground Railroad.

c.) Truck Alternative – The EIR analysis is already based on the maximum number of truck trips for individual days when ethanol is transported via truck or rail to the Montebello terminal.  Therefore the potential impacts of a “truck only” alternative have already been included in the EIR.  The maximum number of truck trips (23 per day) will not create a significant adverse impact.  As the total number of additional truck trips is small a study of truck routes is not required.

4-5
The analysis contained in the EIR indicates noise generated during the rail operations at the Montebello Terminal will have a significant impact on residences located to the north of the terminal.  As discussed in Section 4.8.4.2 of the EIR, numerous mitigation measures were evaluated to reduce the noise impact; however, they were determined infeasible.

The “worst case” rail operations including the maximum four-minute closure of Vail Avenue and two-minute closure of Maple Avenue is not considered a significant transportation/circulation impact.  

Chevron will be required to obtain the necessary permits and approvals from the City of Montebello.  As appropriate the project design will be subject to the City Engineer’s review and approval.

4-6
Figure 2.6-2 has been revised to reflect the most current project information.  The revised figure includes the layout for 12 (compared to eight) rail cars and the new location of the rail spur further west from Vail Avenue.

4-7
The apparent discrepancy refers to the description of the proposed project in the Draft EIR and the minor changes to the proposed project discussed with the city subsequent to the release of the Draft EIR.  The Final EIR has been clarified to present more refined project information.  Apparent discrepancies have been resolved.  Common to this, and many other projects, the project definition continues to be refined as additional design and engineering details become available.  The EIR has been revised where appropriate to include the most recent project information available regarding the Montebello Terminal including the number of railcars, hours of operation, and operating procedures.  The revised project description information is included in Section 2.6.3 of the EIR.   It is important to note that none of the impact determinations or mitigation measures have substantively changed based on the more current information.

The analysis is a “worst-case” analysis based on the SCAQMD’s knowledge of the project as it currently is.  The “worst-case’ analysis includes the conservative assumptions, per response #4-4, that 100 percent of the ethanol would be transported by truck and 100 percent by rail because of the uncertainty of the origin of the ethanol.  Any subsequent agreements with the city of Montebello would likely be within the scope of the analysis because some portion of the ethanol transported would be by truck and the remaining portion would be transported by rail. 

As discussed in response to comment #4-3 and #4-4 a new alternatives analysis is not required.  Additionally a revised Draft EIR is not required.  No conclusions regarding potentially significant impacts have changed.   Therefore there is no basis for recirculation of a Draft EIR.  

4-8
The project and EIR have been revised as required by the Montebello Municipal Code to reflect that construction will not occur before 7:00 A.M.  This modification does not affect the traffic analysis as construction workers would still arrive on site prior to the start of the morning peak hours.

4-9
The discussion relating to the inspection of storm water on page 3-55 of the Draft EIR is based upon information provided by Chevron and contained in the Spill Prevention, Control and Countermeasures Plan (SPCC) for the Montebello Terminal.  Within the SPCC the information is specifically included in “Conformance with Guidelines, Spill Prevention and Containment Procedures (40 CFR part 112.7(e))” Section (2)(iii).  A copy of the SPCC for the Chevron Montebello Terminal will be sent to the City along with this response. 

4-10
Table 3.8-1 in the EIR has been revised per the comment.  The correction to the Table does not change the conclusion for operational impacts which is considered significant.   As discussed in Section 4.8.4.2 of the EIR no feasible mitigation measures were identified to reduce the noise impacts from operation of the rail to below significance. 

The comment regarding construction noise indicates agreement with the short-term noise assessment in the EIR.  This comment also suggests an additional mitigation measure.  Limiting construction to Monday through Friday and between 7:00 AM and 6:00 PM reduces the potential impact to below significance.  In addition the EIR proposes other measures to minimize noise during construction (See Table 4.8-4 of the EIR).   Mitigation Measure N-2 requires shielding noise sources from receptors when feasible.  While this will become a requirement of the project, the impact will remain below significant even if it is later determined that shielding is not feasible. 

4-11
Tables 4.1-8 and 4.1-9 are presented to provide the reader with a summary of the total project emissions.  These tables include emissions from the three terminals, refinery, and indirect sources such as from the transportation of ethanol.  For potential emissions specifically related to the Montebello and other terminals the commentator is referred to Table 4.1-6.  Additional emission information is included in Appendix B to the EIR.

4-12
As discussed in responses #4-1 and #4-7, as the development of the project has continued, additional design and operation details have become available.   The additional details have been included in the revision to Section 4.11.2 of the EIR.  The additional details include the servicing sequence for the rail car deliveries, the estimated time required for each of the operations, and the practices to be followed by the operating engineer regarding street interruptions and approaching emergency vehicles.   The railroad operating practices that were not available at the time of the Draft EIR will further reduce transportation/traffic impacts as:

· the engineer operating the locomotive will not re-interrupt a street crossing, under normal circumstances, until delayed vehicle traffic has cleared the crossing, and 

· if an emergency vehicle is seen or heard approaching the street crossing by the train crew, then the engineer will immediately clear the crossing.

Based on the refined project description, impacts are expected to be similar or less than those discussed in the Draft EIR.  The Draft EIR assumed daily Vail Avenue interruptions up to 10 minutes at a time, the more detailed information indicates the longest continuous closure of Vail Avenue to be up to four minutes.   The comment discusses the trigger of signal arms on Vail, Maple, and Greenwood Avenues and Montebello Boulevard.   The signal arms on Greenwood Avenue and Montebello Avenue will not be triggered by the deliveries of ethanol to the Montebello Terminal, as the train is expected to approach and return from the west.  Vail Avenue will be affected as discussed above and more completely in Section 4.11.2 of the EIR and Maple Avenue will be interrupted up to two minutes during the delivery sequence.  The potential impacts to transportation/circulation from delivery of ethanol to the Montebello Terminal remain less than significant.  

4-13
The SCAQMD does not typically include the Mitigation Monitoring Plan in the Draft EIR because of the possibility that mitigation measures may be changed, added, or deleted.  Regardless, the public is provided the opportunity to review and comment on the effectiveness of the mitigation measures because, to the extent they were known at the time the Draft EIR was made available for public review, they were included in the Draft EIR. The Plan will be prepared prior to certification of the EIR.  A copy of the Plan will be provided to the City when the details of the mitigation measures become finalized.

4-14
The transportation/circulation analysis in the EIR indicates impacts related to the proposed project in the vicinity of the Montebello Terminal are not significant.  The “worst-case” impacts from 23 trucks per day, and maximum continuous closure of Vail Avenue for four minutes and Maple Avenue for two minutes are not considered significant.  As discussed in response to comments #4-3 and #4-4 an additional alternative analysis is not required for transportation/circulation related to the Montebello Terminal. 

4-15
As explained in responses to comments #4-3, #4-4 and #4-14, further analysis of project alternatives is unwarranted and therefore not required.  The project description in the Draft EIR was as accurate as possible at that stage of project design.  Because of uncertainties associated with some components of the proposed project, the scope of the project is broadened to provide a conservative analysis to ensure that the public is informed of all potential impacts that could be generated by the proposed project.
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August 28, 2001

Ms. Kathy C. Stevens

‘Solth Coast Alr Quality Management District
21865 East Gopley Drive.

Diamond Bar, California 91765-4182

NOTICE OF COMPLETION OF A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL [MPACT REPORT FOR
CHEVRON - EL SEGUNDO REFINERY CALIFORNIA AIR RESOURGES BOARD
PHASE 3 CLEAN FUELS PROJECT, SCH. No. 2000081088

Dear Ms. Stevens:

The Department of Toxic Substances Gantrol (DTSC) has received your Nofics of
Completion of a draft Environmental Inpact Report (EIR) for the project menfioned
above.

Based on the review of the document, DTSC comments are 26 follows:

Seotion 4.10.2 of the draft EIR states that the proposed rodifications to the Refinery's
‘Alkylation Unit Deisobutanizer would generats approximately 356 oubo yards of
potentially hazardous sail with unknown (ype of wastes. The draft EIR should identify
how any Tequired investigatian andlor remediation will be conducted, and which
government agency wil provide appropiate reguiatory oversight.

DTSC provides guidance for Preliminary Endangemment Assessment preparation ahd
cleanup oversight through the Voluniary Cleanup Program {VCP). Also, DTSCis
‘administering the $85 milion Urban Cleanup Lazn Program (UCLP), which provides
low-interest loans to investigale and cleanup hazardous matials t properties where
redevelopment s likely to have a beneficial mpact to a community. The program is
composed of two main componens: o nterast lons of up to-$100,000 o conduct
preliminary endangerment assessments of Underilized propertes; and loans of up ©o
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$2.5 milion for the cleanup or removal of hazardous matsrials also at underutilized
Utban properties. These loans are available to developers, businesses, schoots, and
local governments.

For additional infomation on the VCP or UCLP, please visit DTSC's web site at
warw dsc.ca.gov. I you would like to mest and discuss this matter further, please.
contact r. Alberto Valmidiano, Project Manager, at (818) 551-2870 or me, at
(818) 651-2877.

Sincerely,

G B

Harlan R. Jeche
Unit Chief
Sauthern Calffornia Cleanup Operafions Branches

Enclosure

. Govemor's Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse
P.0. Box 3044
Sacramento, Galifornia 95512-3044

Mr, Guenther W, Moskat, Chist

CEQA Tracking Center
Department of Toxic Substances Control
P.0. Box 808

Sacramento, California 95812-0506






Response to Comment from Department of Toxic Substances Control

Correspondence dated August 28, 2001
5-1 As discussed in the EIR limited excavation will occur in an area formerly used as a waste disposal site.  Final construction plans for this area have not yet been developed.  Chevron will either sample the area prior to excavation or sample the material after excavation to determine the proper characterization of the waste.  A representative number of samples will be collected and submitted to a State certified hazardous waste laboratory.  Based on the laboratory results Chevron will obtain the necessary permits and approvals, if any, for disposal of the waste.

5-2 The Chevron Refinery is not expected to be eligible for funds under the Urban Cleanup Loan Program because the refinery is not located within an underutilized area where redevelopment is likely to have beneficial impacts to the community.
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Ms Kathy C. Stevens
CEQA Review S
South Cosst Air Quality Managemen District
21865 East Copley Drive.

Diamond Bar, CA. 91765-4182

RE: IGRICEQA # 01078INY
DEIR Chevron Kl Seguodo Refincry
SCH# 2000081088
LA/ 001724 9XLAM05/40.08
August 23, 2001

Denr Ms, Stevens:

“Fhank you for including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in e environmental
review process forthe proposed Clevron-El Segundo Refinery Phasc 3 Clean Fusls Project

‘We would ke to rerind you that any transportation of heavy construction equipment andior miterils
which requires the use of oversized-transport vebicles on State highways vill eguire a Calirans
transportation pectit. We recommend hat large size fruck tips be limited o offpeak commute
pesiods.

If ou have any questions tegarding this response, you o eeach e at (213) 8074429 and refer to
IGRICRQA #1078INY.

e it i

STEPHEN J. BUSWELL
IGR/CEQA Branch Chicf.
Transportation Planning Office
Calteans, District 7





Response to Comment from Department of Transportation Correspondence dated August 23, 2001
6-1
As referenced in Table 2.9-1 of the EIR, Chevron will obtain a Caltrans transportation permit for the transportation of heavy construction equipment and/or materials, which require the use of oversized-transport vehicles on State highways.  Scheduling of the delivery of over-sized equipment and materials during construction and operation will be conducted to the maximum extent possible during off-peak hours to minimize traffic impacts.
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200 AN STREET CALIFGRNIA 02548
DEPARTVENT OF PLANNING

Phone sges27t
Fax 3741580
371648

Septembor 6, 200

Ms. Kathy Stevens
SCAQMD

21865 E. Copley Dr.
Diamond Bar, CA 91765

Subject: Drait Eavironmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Propased Chevron - EI
Seguado Refinery CARB Phase 3 Clean Fuels Project, SCH No, 20000810383

Dear M Stevens:

“The Ciy of Huntington Beach has revieswed the subject Dralt EIR for the propossl hat involves
smodifications to the Chevion Terminal Located st the northwest come of Gothard Stteet and
Talbert Avenue in the City of Huntington Beach. The City of Huntington Beach has the
folloswing comments on the project aod ensironmental document:

L An additonal 12 truck bips per day ar anicpatad ance the project i completed. New
devetopment s required to mitigate traffic impacts by paying a traffic impact fe¢ to the
ity of Hontingion Beach. The fes fo this projet is $120 por sditons! daly rp.
Using  passenger est eauivalent of 2.0, the fev for this projct sould be $2.850
(12#275120), Thisfeo s duc and payablcs rio o issuance o builing permits.

2. With the tank conversion from diesel to ethanol storage, the floating roof should not have
any rubber ports dus 1o deterioration poteatial.

Page 482 - The reference to the construction of a new ethanol storage taok is
inconsistent with the projeat description and Shovld be corected.

“The following itess are reated to mitigating potential hazard impacis:

4. Anautomato fire suppression and monitared fie alarm shall be installed throughont the
site. Shop draswings shall be licensed by o State licensed fire protection engineer and
st be approved by the City Fire Depertment prior to system insaliation.
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[image: image1.png]@ Rell Altemetive ~ Thi allemlive Soud involve an analysis of tansporting e
ethanot by ral any. The alterative shoul consier e tmaxinum number of fal
cars that would be used at any given time. Suficient detal should be provided so
that the rffis impacts and npacts fo emergency response systes resuting fiom
the signal ams being dovm a the al crossings can be assessed

Underground Ralroad - The ral system in Mortebello may be placsd below grade
a6 part of the ACE project,  This soenario should be addressed as part of the
anaysis,

b Rall and Tuck Atemative - This allemalie would imiolve an anaiysis of
‘ransporing the ethanol b ral and by truck. Suficent detai should be provided so
hat e raffo mpacts and impacts o emergency respanse systems resuling fiom
the signal arms being down af (heralcrossings oan be assessed. Proposad tuck
autes shotid also ba assessed as part of s alernaive.

Underground Ralroad - The railsystem in Monfebell may be placed befow grade
as gart of the ACE pject,  This soenarto should be addressed as part of he
analysis.

o Tk Alemative - Ths alemalve would ivlee an analysis of ansporing e
ethennl by fruck only. Suffient detal should be providsd o thal th fraffc
impants can bo assessed. Propased Ik routes should lso be assessed as part
oftis alemzive.

The design of the Cheveon il reject, as proided nthe DraftEIR, vill have a signifioant
impact on our Ciy. A tevised desian i needed to ensuce miniraum impactat al aifoad
crossings, and s subect o the Gy Encineer's review and approval.

Figwe 262 does ot show the most secenlly proposed rai configuraton for e
Montetelh Tesrinal,

5 2 result of the disccepancy betvieen the project descrpton a5 ncluded inthe DraftEIR,
and the project desarpion provided to the Gty by representaives of Chewon and
Chevion's consullant, te Ciy of Montshello s unable to learly defermins the impacs.
s stated above, an altemalies analysis shotld b prepared and included ina Draft ER.

“The Prject Desaripion indieates that constrction at ihe Morlebelo Termirel vil lake
place Monday through Fidey, from 630 . 1o 590 pan. The Mortebelo Municipal Code
{MNC}provkdes that consirucion shallnct begin und 700 ..

Page 335 descrbes how slom wate I inspected before L s releassd o the Gty
o drinsyse. Please provide documentaon of s process.







_1067248632.doc
[image: image1.png]Department of Toxic Substances Control

Egwin F. Lowy, Director
5795 Corparate Aveque
Wansion H. Hiko Cypress, Calfomia 90530
‘Agency Secretary
Calforia Envionmentsl

Protection Agency

August 28, 2001

Ms. Kathy C. Stevens

‘Solth Coast Alr Quality Management District
21865 East Gopley Drive.

Diamond Bar, California 91765-4182

NOTICE OF COMPLETION OF A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL [MPACT REPORT FOR
CHEVRON - EL SEGUNDO REFINERY CALIFORNIA AIR RESOURGES BOARD
PHASE 3 CLEAN FUELS PROJECT, SCH. No. 2000081088

Dear Ms. Stevens:

The Department of Toxic Substances Gantrol (DTSC) has received your Nofics of
Completion of a draft Environmental Inpact Report (EIR) for the project menfioned
above.

Based on the review of the document, DTSC comments are 26 follows:

Seotion 4.10.2 of the draft EIR states that the proposed rodifications to the Refinery's
‘Alkylation Unit Deisobutanizer would generats approximately 356 oubo yards of
potentially hazardous sail with unknown (ype of wastes. The draft EIR should identify
how any Tequired investigatian andlor remediation will be conducted, and which
government agency wil provide appropiate reguiatory oversight.

DTSC provides guidance for Preliminary Endangemment Assessment preparation ahd
cleanup oversight through the Voluniary Cleanup Program {VCP). Also, DTSCis
‘administering the $85 milion Urban Cleanup Lazn Program (UCLP), which provides
low-interest loans to investigale and cleanup hazardous matials t properties where
redevelopment s likely to have a beneficial mpact to a community. The program is
composed of two main componens: o nterast lons of up to-$100,000 o conduct
preliminary endangerment assessments of Underilized propertes; and loans of up ©o
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‘Comments on Draft FIR —Chevron Products Company

Ms. Kathy C. Stevens.
Air Qualty Specialisi—CEQA Section

South Coast Air Quality Managawent District
21865 E. Copley Diive

Disraond Bar, CA, 91765-4182

Dear Ms. Stevens:

Chevson is pleased to subimit the following comenents on the Drat Environmentat Impact Report
Sor the CARB Phase 3 Clean Puels Project at the ] Sepuudo Refinery. Our commens are minor
and are included n the body ofthis letcr, 1 am sending 4 copy of s fetter o M. Richard A,
Simon of ENSR for his use in making the necessaty rovisions 1o tho documen,

1. Poge 13, Parsgraph2, Line S
The EIR stats that the project consists of “the construction of one now unil, and
veplacements and enodifications to Soversl existing process units.” The new witreferred
1010 this sentence is the iso-octane Plant, hich bas boen romoved from the project
scope. Pleso deleto the roforence 1o e canstevction of one new wnit

2. Page27, Paraeraph?, Lines 7 and §
This parageaph refécs (o (he Govemor's Fxecutive Order requiring the elimination of
MYBE from gasoline in California. In point of Fcl, Chevron has manufactared and.
blended two ethess into our gasoline, methybtortiary-butyl cther (MTRE) and testiary-
amyl-methyl clher (TAME). As part of our project, both the TAME and MTBE Plaats
are being pertnanently remaved from scrvice. Some equipment in each plant wil be
soused as part of our CARR Phase 3 Project, bt the majority of the cquipment in both
plants will be demolished. The EIR should be changed (hroughout to reflect the fact that
both the MTBE avd TAME Plants ae being shutdown.

3 Page212 Paragraphs 1 and2
This section describes e shutdown of part of the TAME Plant as part of the phase ont of
ether blending in £1 Sczundo. As discvss above, both the TAME and MTEE Plants
il be shutdown. Both of these plants used methanol a5 & feedstock, 5o shutting them.
down climinatos the need for importiog aethanol o the Refinery. This scction
describes the stutdowt of the TAME Pland in dolsi but ignores the shutdown of the
MTBE Plaat, Ploase include the fact that the MTBE Plant is aso boing shuidown and







