FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

ULTRAMAR, INC. WILMINGTON REFINERY

CARB PHASE 3 PROPOSED PROJECT
RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

INTRODUCTION

This document, together with the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) Volumes I, II, and III, and Volume I, II and III of the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) constitutes the FEIR for the proposed Ultramar CARB Phase 3 Proposed Project.

The Initial Study, Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a DEIR, and the DEIR were circulated for public review and were otherwise available at the South Coast Air Quality Management District, 21865 E. Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, California 91765-4182 or by phone at (909) 396-3600.  Portions of the DEIR can also be downloaded by contacting the SCAQMD’s CEQA web pages at http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/nonaqmd.html.

The DEIR for the proposed project was released on June 6, 2001 for a 45-day public review and comment period.  The DEIR contained responses to all comments received on the NOP.  In addition, the DEIR contained a detailed project description, the environmental setting for each environmental resource where the NOP determined there was a potential significant impact, an analysis of the potentially significant environmental impacts, including cumulative impacts, project alternatives, and other areas of discussion as required by CEQA.  The discussion of environmental impacts included a detailed analysis of air quality, geology/soil, hazards and hazardous materials, hydrology/water quality, land use/planning, noise, solid/hazardous waste, and transportation/traffic.

The SCAQMD received six comment letters on the DEIR during the public comment period.  Responses to each comment letter are presented in this Volume.
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 1

LETTER FROM CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Stephen Buswell

July 5, 2001

Response 1-1

The comment is noted that any work performed within the State Right-of-way will need an encroachment permit from the California Department of Transportation.  Construction activities associated with the pipeline portion of the proposed project could occur within the State right-of-way.  Encroachment permits are expected to be submitted after the completion of the CEQA process.

Response 1-2

As noted on pages 4-52 of the Draft EIR, a Traffic Control Plan will be required for the pipeline construction, including construction along Pacific Coast Highway.  Boring (tunneling) of the pipeline at intersections or streets with heavy traffic would eliminate the need to trench (or dig) across busy streets, thus minimizing traffic impacts.  Boring can eliminate the need to route traffic around the construction area.  This plan will be submitted to Caltrans for review and approval, as well as the local cities.  A traffic control or management plan is expected to be required as part of the encroachment permit process.

Response 1-3

Truck operations for the delivery of over-size equipment and materials will be conducted to the maximum extent possible during off-peak hours to minimize construction traffic impacts.  The traffic associated with the proposed project is expected to occur throughout a 24-hour period.  It is expected that most of the project-related project trips will be during off-peak commute periods.  As shown in Table 2-5 of the final EIR, transportation permits to transport over-sized or over-weight loads over state highways will be acquired through the California Department of Transportation.
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* Thank you for mcludmg the California Department of Transportatxon m the env1ronmental review process

for the' above—mentloned project. Based on the mformanon recewed, we have the followmg comments:

- Any work to be performed within State nght-of-way such as 011 pipeline trenchmg or boring of or
~under State Route 1 (PCH) will need a Cailfomla Deparmnmt of Transportatlon Encroachment
o Perm:t ! g : S ,

‘Constmctlon road and lane closures of State Route 1 wﬂ necd a Traffic Management Plan: whlch
will need to be rev1ewed and approved by the Cahfomra Depamnent of Transpormuon

ate mghways be limited to off: peak
A hicles on State hlghways w111 need a
epat ent of Transponatxon

1f you have any questlons regardmg our response, refer to our mtmaai IGR/CEQA Record # csf0 10621 and
please do not heS1tate to contact me at (213) 897-4429 e : o

‘ Smcorely, :

IGR/CEQA Program Manager

cc: Mr. Scott Morgao; State Clearinghouse
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The statutory respbnjs‘ibilitives of the County of Los Angeles Fire Department F orestry Division
include erosion control, watershed management, rare and endangered species, vegetation, fuel
modification for Very High Fire Hazard Severity ‘Zones or Fire' Zone 4, archeological and
cultural resources and the County Oak Tree Ordinance. The proposed project will hot have

significant environmental impacts in thesc'?' a,reays'.f :
If you have any additional questions, pleas‘e;}éoﬁt’act this ‘Qfﬁcé‘at (323):890-4330.
- Very truly yours, | S

DAVID R. LEININGER, ACTING CHIEF, FORESTRY DIVISION
PREVENTION BUREAU B

DRI.:se
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June 19, 2001

Jonathan D. Nadler ~

South Coast Air Quality Management District.
21865 Copley Drive ‘ ,

Diamond Bar, Callfornla 91765 :

Re: Ultramar Dlamond Shamrock Wllmangton Ret" inery Callforma ‘
Reformulatxon Gasohne Phase 3 PrOJect c :

The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) is in recelpt of the
environmental document identified above. Based ona preliminary review of this
document, we have determined that additional review by our regional office will
be required to fully assess any potential hazardous waste related impacts from
the proposed project. The regional office and contact person listed below will be
responsible for the review of this document in DTSC's role as a Responsnble
Agency under the California Environmental Quallty Act (CEQA) and for prowdmg
any necessary comments to your office: ,

Site Mitigation Region 3
Sayareh Amirebrahimi '
1011 North Grandview Avenue
Glendale, California 91201

If you have any questlons concernlng DTSC's mvotvement in the review of this
environmental document, please contact the reglonat ofﬂce contact person
identified above. e

Smcerely,

GuentherW Moskat Chief 0/ =
Planning and Env:ronmental Analys:s Section

‘The energy challenge facing Callfom/a is real. Every Callfomlan needs {o.take immediate actfon to reduce energy consumption.
For a listof simple ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs see our Web- site at www disc.ca.gov.

@ Printed on Recycled Paper





COMMENT LETTER NO. 2

LETTER FROM COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES FIRE DEPARTMENT

David R. Leininger

July 5, 2001

Response 2-1

The SCAQMD understands that the proposed project is located entirely within the jurisdiction of the City of Los Angles.  The SCAQMD acknowledges that “The proposed project is located in close proximity to a jurisdictional area of the County of Los Angeles Fire Department, but the project is unlikely to have an impact on the County of Los Angeles Fire Department” because the project is not expected to impact areas of statutory responsibilities including erosion control, watershed management, rare and endangered species, vegetation, fuel modification for high fire hazard zones of Fire Zone 4, archeological and cultural resources, and the County Oak Tree Ordinance.

Response 2-2

The SCAQMD acknowledges the County’s conclusion that the proposed project will not have any significant environmental impacts on the statutory responsibilities of the Count of Los Angeles Fire Department Forestry Division, including erosion control, watershed management, rare and endangered species, vegetation, fuel modification, archeological and cultural resources, and oak tree management.



COMMENT LETTER NO. 3

LETTER FROM COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

Ruth Frazen

July 2, 2001

Response 3-1

The SCAQMD agrees with the commentators assertion that, because the scope of the proposed project has been reduced since the release of the NOP/IS, the project as currently proposed is not expected to result in an increase in wastewater or impact the County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County's wastewater treatment facilities.



COMMENT LETTER NO. 4

LETTER FROM DEPARTMENT OF TOXIC SUBSTANCES CONTROL

Guenther Moskat

June 19, 2001

Response 4-1

The Department of Toxic Substances Control should be aware that, pursuant to Public Resources Code 821091(2)(4), a lead agency may respond to comments submitted after the close of the comment period, but it is not required to.  Further, as noted in the Draft EIR, refineries must comply with the Governor's Executive Order to phase out MTBE and comply with the CARB Phase 3 reformulated fuel specifications no later than December 31, 2002.  As a result, there is no guarantee that late comments can be considered.  No subsequent comments were received on the proposed project and no further response is required.
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