APPENDIX A

NOTICE OF PREPARATION (NOP)/INITIAL STUDY (IS) and comments received on NOP
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- DTSC provides guidance for Preliminary Endangerment Assessment preparation and
cleanup oversight through the Voluntary Cleanup Program (VCP). For additional
information on the VCP please visit DTSC's web site at www.dtsc.ca.gov. If you would
like to meet and discuss this matter further, please contact Mr, Alberto Vaimidiano,

Project Manager, at (818) 551-2870 or me, at (818) 551-2877,

Harlan R. Jeche
Unit Chief , LR =
Southern California Cleanup Operatiyons"B,ranch - Glendale Office

Enclosure

cc:  Governor's Office of Planning and Research ;
State Clearinghouse o ‘
P.0O. Box 3044

Sacramento, Calfornia 968123044

Mr. Guenther W. Moskat, Chief :
Planning and Environmental Analysis Section
CEQA Tracking Center IR
Department of Toxic Substances Control

P.O. Box 806 ; RO
Sacramento, California 95812-0806
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{ . . Department of Toxic Substances Control

Edwin F. Lowry, Director

i 1001 “I” Street, 25" Floor ™ , .
Nington H. Hickox P.O. Box 806 Gray Davis
Agency Secretary Sacramento, California 95812-0806 Governer = .°
california Environmental S ' ‘ - :
Protection Agency ' DEPARTMENT OF TOXIC SUBSTANCES LONTROL
. MEMORANDUM’ SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA SITE MITIEATION BRANCH
o ' ~MAR 1 7 2003
TO: Sayarech Amirebrahimi, Branch Chief ~
Site Mitigation Program, Region 3 , R EC E I '} E D
FROM: Guenther W, Moskat, Chief
Planning and Environmental Analysis Section
DATE: o<t 4, 2063 -

SUBJECT:  TRANSMITTAL AND REVIEW OF LEAD AGENCY ENVIRONMENTAL DOGUMENTS FOR
. Ractentese Nerny ‘bv&nuub VeeSoroudoded Taddd Vagitet = 2080\ 0HY

The Department has received the project listed above. The project is being referred to you as a:

s/l\lon-Essential/lnformation Iterm Only A Courtesy Copy of the Notice of Completion
. Transmittal Form has also been sent to:

Q@ Sensitive Land Use Project
' - E/Permitting Branch (decument not included)

2 Non-Sengitive land Use Project

The Department is encouraged to review this project and if applicable make comments pertaining to the projact as it reiates to hazardous
waste and/or any activities which may fall within the Depsrtment's jurisdiction. Please have your staff: 1) conduct its review of the
attached document prior {0 the end of the comment period; 2) complete the applicable itema belew' stating whether the department made
comments or that no-comments were necessary for the document; and 3) return this origingl transmittal sheet and a copy of any
respanse [etter from your office to:

Planning & Environmental Analysis Section (PEAS) Ds=te Comment Period Began: O'b) ! ) .63
CEQA Tracking Center : i

1081 | Street, 22™ Floor Comments due fo OPR; 64] 69| Z6U5
P.Q. Box 806 . ;

Sacraments, California 85812-0808
Fax (816) 323-3215

' Reviewed by; OWQL; d o Date__-_ 3 / J 9/ 03

COMMENTS have been prepared and a copy has heen provided to PEAS via:

‘ }{ Altached bcpy
/8. FAX(816) 323-3215

NO COMMENTS NECESSARY because; ' ' -
Q Al Dapartment concerns have been adequately addressed; OR g
Q Project deas not fall within the Depariment's areas of responsibility

Thank you fqr your assigtarice with this project. If you have,any questions, piaase contact Ken Tipon, CEQA Tracking Center, at (916) 322-5268,

14l

The energy challange facing Califernia is reel. Bvery Californian needs to laks immeoiate action to reduce energy consumption.
For & list of simple waye you can reduce demand and cut your energy cosls, sea our Wab-sita at www.disc.ca.gov.

—

@ Printed on Recycled Paper
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Department of Toxic Substances Control

- Edwin F, Lowry. Du'ector
1011 N. GrandviewAvenue

Agency Secretary f , Governor
California Environmental ‘ : o
Protection Agency ‘

April 2, 2003

Mr. James Koizumi

Air Quality Specialist .

South Coast Air Quality Management District
21865 East Capley Drive ~

Diamond Bar, Califomia 91765

NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR
THE PARAMOUNT PETROLEUM REFINERY REFORMULATED FUELS PROJECT,
SCH NO. 2003031044 : _ ,

Dear Mr. szumt.

The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) has received your Notice of
Preparation of a draft Envxronmental Impact Report (EIR) for the project mentloned
above.

Based on the revtew of the document, DTSC comments areas fol!ows:

1. The Initial Study for the project states that the proposed project is located on a
site which is included on a list of hazardous material sites, The draft EIR
therefore needs to identify any known or potentially contaminated site within the
Project area. For all identified sites, the draft EIR needs to evaluate whether
condmons at the site pose a threat to human health or the environment.

2. The draft EIR should identify the mechamsm to mttlate any required mvestlgatlon
and/or remediation for any site that may require remediation, and which
government agency will provide appropnate regulatory overslght

3. [f during construction of the prOJect soil contamination s suspected, construction
in the area should stop, and appropriate health and safety procedures should be
implemented. If it is determined that contaminated soils exists, the draft EIR
should identify how any required investigation and/or remediation will be

‘conducted and Wthh government agenoy will prowde regulatory oversight,

The energy challenge facing California je real. Every cal:fomfan needs fo take ;mmediets action to reduce enargy consumption.
Fora listof simple ways you can reducs demand end out yeur energy costs, see our Web-sife at www.dtsc.ca.gov.

@ Printed on Recycled Paper
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Flex your power!

Be energy efficient!

M, James Koizumi ;

South Coast Air Quality Management Dist,

21865 E. Copley Drive '

Diamond Bar, CA. 91765 -

RE: IGR/CEQA# 030343NY
NOP/Paramount Petroleum Refinery
SCH#2003031044
LA/710,605,91

March 17, 2003

Dear Mr, Koizumi:

Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in the
environmental review process for the Paramount Petroleum Refinery Reformulated Fuels
Project.

Based on the information received, and to assist us in our efforts to completely evaluate

and assess the impaots of this project on the State transportation system, a traffic study in
advance of the DEIR should be prepared to analyze the following information:

Please reference the Department’s Traffic Impact Study Guideline on the Internet at
http:/rerww dot.ca gov/ha/iraffops/developsery/ope ationalsyste 8/tisguide

1. Presentations of assumptions and methods used to develop trip generation, trip
distribution, choice of travel mode, and assignments of trips to state route 710,605,91
and 105. :

2. Consistency of project travel modeling with other regional ‘and local modeling
forecasts and with travel data. The IGR/CEQA office may use indices to check
results. Differences or inconsistencies must be thoroughly explained. )
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Mr. Ko1zurm

Analysis of ADT AM, and PM peak-houx volumes for both existing and future
conditions in the affected area. This should include freeways, interchanges, and

 intersections, and all HOV facilities. Interchange Level of Service should be

specified (HCM2000 method requested). Utilization of transit lines and vehicles, and
of all facilities, should be realistically estimated. Future conditions would include

; build~out of all pro;ects (see next 1tem) and any plan-horizon years.

Inclusion of all appropriate traffic volumes. Analysis should include traffic from the
project, cumulative traffic generated from all speclﬁc approved developments in the
area, and traffic growth other than from the project and developments. That is,
include: existing + project -+ other projects + other growth.

Discussion of mitigation measures appropriate to alleviate anticipated traffic impacts.
These mitigation discussions should include, but not be limited to, the following:
description of transportation infrastructure improvements

financial costs, funding sources and financing

sequence and scheduling considerations

implementation responsibilities, controls and monitoring

~ Any mitigation involving transit, HOV, or TDM must be rigorously justified and its

effects conservatively estimated. Improvements involving dedication of land or
physical construction may be favorably considered.

Specification of developer's percent share of the cost, as well as a plan of realistic
mitigation measures under the control of the developer. The following ratio should be
estimated: Additional traffic volume due to project implementation is divided by the
total increase in the traffic volume (see Appendix “B” of the Guidelines). That ratio
would be the project eqmtable share responsibility.

We note for purposes of determining project share of costs, the number of trips from
the project on each traveling segment or element is estimated in the context of
forecasted traffic volumnes which include build-out of all approved and not yet
approved projects, and other sources of growth, - Analytical methods such as select-
link travel forecast modeling might be used. '

We look forward to reviewing the DEIR, We expect to receive a copy from the
State Clearinghouse, However, to expedite the review process, you may send two

copies in advance to the undersigned at the following address:

Stephen Buswell

IGR/CEQA Branch Chief

Caltrans District 07

Regional Transportation Planning Office
120 8. Spring 8t., Los Angeles, CA 90012
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James Koizumi Letter o . v
- April 10, 2003, Page 4 L

Thank you for the cpportunity to comment énf‘the NOP for the Paramount Petroleum Refinery projéct
Iif you have any questions, please contact me at 562-220-2038. ‘

CITY OF PARAMOUNT

Community Development Director

%

WGITYHALL NGATAGROUMCOMU S WWHLIONINLETTER EVsraary dos
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Cemrmunity Developinent
(562) 220-2036

April 10, 2003

James Koizumi )
South Coast Air Quality Management District
21865 E. Copley Drive

Diamond Bar, California 91765

Subject: Comments on the Notice of Preparation of the Draft Env}ronmental impact Report
(EIR) for the Proposed Paramount Petroleum Refinery Project

Mr. Koizumi:

. The purpose of this letter is to provide you comments from. the City. of Paramount on the Notice of
Preparation (NOP) of the Draft Environmental- Impact Report. (EIR) for the Proposed Paramount
Petroleum Refinery Project. The City appreciates the opportunity to' comment on the NOP,
recognizing its role as a Responsible Agency in the review of the proposed project,

The City of Paramount concurs with the. decision that the South Coast Air Quality Management

District should be the Lead Agency in the environmental review of the proposed project given'its

technical nature.  However, the City is concerned that the analysis to be included in the

environmental impact report (EIR) will be too focused and, as.a result, will not provide a thoughtful
~and comprehensive analysis of those issues of local importance. Our concerns are identified ina

fashion fo correspond to those specific issues identified in the Environmental Checklist and

Discussion attachment to the NOP. We have focused our responses to correspond with those issues’
the City respectfully requests be considered in further detail in the upcoming EIR. .

Aesthetic Impacts

The discussion of potential aesthetic impacts summarizes the equipment that is proposed as part of
the new project. For the majority of the Issue areas considered, the discussion section indicates that
there will be no aesthetic impacts associated with the proposed equiptment. In the absence of any
graphic depicting the: lacation or appearance of the equipment, the City is unable to concur with this
assessment. At the very minimum, the analysis should include exhibits indicating the location and
extent of the proposed improvements. : The existing refinery is located in' close proximity to
residential uses and the impact of any new equipment on local views should be analyzed in the EIR.
This concern is underscored in previous environmental studies that have been completed by the City
for other improvements within the refinery where visual studies have been required (and provided).

Energy Impacts

The primary purpose of an EIR Is to inform decision-makers, the public, responsible agencies,‘and‘
other involved parties as to the consequences of & particular action or project. The analysis of

Sotential anergy censumetion is inadeguate in helpin those partiss make a determination as to the
B2 S S SR O T TESIES izt ay o Resead ta provise power to the praject. The

16400 Colorade Avenue * Parameunl, CA §0723-5012 Phi562-220-2000 * Fax:562-630.6731
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James Koizumi Letter
April 10, 2003; Page 2

discussion of potential impacts state that the proposed improvements will ...represent abaut one -
hundredth of one percent of the total natural gas consumption in southern California.” The discussion
goes on to state “...no significant impact to the natural gas supply is expected as a result of the
operation of the proposed project.” The City does not agree with the conclusion that this is "not -
significant" given the past energy problems the regien has experienced. Furthermore, the analysis
should'identify those measures that would be effective in conserving energy. .

Geology and Soils Impacts

Given the nature of the proposed use, the Clty respectfully requests that additional attention be given
to the analysis of geology and soils, The discussion correctly points out that the refinery is located .
within an area that is subject to potential liquefaction. In addition, the site will be subject to strong
greund motion in the event of a major earthquake, especially from the nearby Newport-inglewood:
fault. The discussion indicates that soil studies have determined that groundwater levels are greater
than the minimum 30-feet below the ground surface where liquefaction typically occurs. The analysis
in the EIR should include the technical studies referenced to in the discussion. The EIR, and any
technical studies, should be provided to the appropriate agencies for review (the California Geological
Survey, Los Angeles County Fire Department, etc.). . The EIR should also identify those safety
measures that would be implemanted in the event of a major earthquake. :

Hydrology and Water Quaiify

The City requests that the scope of the EIR’s analysis be expanded to consider potential water quality
and water consumption impacts along with- any requisite mitigation. The discussion Indicates that
contaminated soils will be properly remediated. The.consideration of this issue in the EIR will permit
the City and other responsible agencies to. participate in the review process. These other agencies
may include, but not be limited to, the Department of Toxic Substances Control and the Los Angeles
County Department of Health. This issue is of great importance since the refinery is located In close
proximity to several schools and residential neighborhoods. Under the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA), all schools within ¥% mile of the proposed project should be notified if a proposal
involves the handling, use, manufacture, storage, or distribution of hazardous materials. The
dis¢ussion also indicates “the project is not expected to result in an increase in water use at the site
over peak historical use.” The City is aware that new equipment previously installed at the refinery
id, in fact, consume large quantities of water and mitigation was recommended that called for
actions to an exiting “gray water” line located along the refinery’s southerly property line. In the
1ce of any détailed analysis, the City is unable to coneur with the findings. that the propesed
will not result in any significant water consumption.

in géneral, the City found the noise analysis included in the discussion to be thorough and .
comprefiensive. However, there are concens that the operational noise levels will be fully mitigated
gi ﬁ the close proximity of the’ praposed improvements to the multiple-family housing located to the
outh of the project site. -The discussion carrectly pointed out that extensive mitigation was required
as'pant of the ‘co-generation plant's installation. The analysis indicates that the operational noise
levels will "be reduced to 60 dBA or less at a distance of 100 feet from the [noise] sourcss.” The City
is concerned that the facility's operation during the late night and early motning periods will
adversely affect noise sensitive receptors located in the immediate area, The City respectfully
requests that the analysis be expanded to include a more. detailed consideration of operational noise
and how this noise may affect the adjacent residential uses. .
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James Koizumi Lefter
April 10, 2003; Page 3

The City: in its review of the Environmerital Checkiist énd Discussion attachiment to the NOP,
identified a number of shertcomings that should be given additional consideration in the preparation -
of the EIR. These concerns are s,ummarizgd‘b_eiow; ' : :

Project Description

"The proposed project needs to be mare fully described in the EIR so City staff, the public, and other
.agencies can ascertzin.the nature and extent of any concerns. While recognizing the technical
nature. of the project, the EIR should include appropriate maps and graphics to provide an accurate
representation of the proposed improvements.. In addition, the ‘project description should adhere to
CEQA's requirement that the physical and operational requirements of the project be described in
clear and concise terms, |, - ' ‘

'Lonthe,rm and Growth Inducing impacts

CEQA requires that EIRs consider potential growth inducing impacts and long-term impacts of a.
specific project or action. The existing General Plan contemplated a transition of the refinery to a .
different land use, based on the City’s understanding of the refinery’s operation at the time the
General Plan was prepared. The City recognizes the important role the refinery plays in the local
gconamic base and requests that information germane to the long-term viability of the existing land
use, with the improvements, be considered in the EIR. '

Project Alternatives

The City requests that the preparers. of the EIR give thoughtful ar"id genuine qonsideratic‘gn'-of project
alternatives, especially those alternatives that would be effective in reducing or eliminating a-
potential significant impact that may be identified in the EIR’s analysis. ' '

- ‘Mitigation Measures .
Thg "gIR myst identify those measures that will be effective in'reducing .or eliminating a potential

impagl. “Purgyant to the requirements of CEQA, the mitigation measures must be clearly identified
gigg,j"’g‘gregd "to by the applicant with a commitment towards their implementation. A mitigation
mdhitoring program ghould also be provided to the City for review and comment. -

o
20

Igentification of Refarences.
FoHeanan oL TR

,‘Th’g”ﬁnylmnrnsptal Ghecklist and Discussion failed:to include a comprehensive identification of the
raferérices consulted in making the determination as to the nature and extent of any potential impact.
j%g,fELR should utilize footnotes, endnotes, or other techniques to clearly identify the sources leading:
1o Ny senclusion that may be made as part f the EIR's preparation.

The City gleo regpectfully requests to be notified of any scoping meeting and public hearing thatis to
be cohducted as part of the environmental review process, _The City would also request that the Draft
EfR i}{ié‘ Final EIR, the Findings, and the Mitigation Monitoring Program be qzade available to the Clty
for réview and comment. We would appreciate being provided sufficient time, as mandated under
CEQA, to complate our review of these documents, - '








RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER NUMBER 1

DEPARTMENT OF TOXIC SUBSTANCES CONTROL

APRIL 11, 2003

Response 1-1 

The NOP/IS indicates that the proposed project is located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites because it was issued a Cleanup and Abatement Order by the State Water Resources Control Board  (see page 2-19 of the NOP/IS) in the late 1980’s.  The Cleanup and Abatement Order required Paramount to conduct site assessment work to determine the presence and extent of ground water contamination, and to implement appropriate remediation measures to eliminate existing contamination and prevent further contamination.  The proposed project is not expected to adversely affect the Refinery’s Cleanup and Abatement Order or the related activities.  The Order will remain in effect and continue to establish requirements for site monitoring and clean up of existing ground water contamination.  As a result, no additional threats to human health or the environment were identified.

Response 1-2 

If contaminated soils are encountered during excavation and other construction activities, they will be handled in accordance with local, state, and federal rules which regulate the disposition, handling, transportation, and ultimate disposal, if required, of contaminated soils, so that impacts will be less than significant.  The governmental agency that will provide regulatory oversight would depend on the type and concentration of contamination that would be found.   See Response 1-3 for further information.

Response 1-3

Existing laws and regulations address the discovery and remediation of contaminated sites, including the discovery of such sites during construction activities. Existing laws require health and safety plans, working training, and various other activities which serve to protect workers from exposure to contamination, including 29 CFR Part 1910.120, Hazardous Waste Operations and Emergency Response (Fed-OSHA, HAZWOPER); CCR 5192, Hazardous Waste Operations and Emergency Response (Cal-OSHA, HAZWOPER); and SCAQMD Rule 1166, Volatile Organic Compound (VOC) Emissions from Decontamination of Soil.

Monitoring required under SCAQMD Rule 1166 can help detect VOC contamination that exceeds 50 ppmv.  The hazardous waste regulations in Title 22 of the CCR establish requirements for hazardous waste handling, transport and disposal.  These requirements apply to all contamination, whether it is discovered as part of construction or some other activities.

There is currently no known contamination in areas of the Refinery where the proposed project will be located.  There is the potential for detecting contaminated soils during construction of the proposed project. The presence of soil contamination will be determined through routine monitoring as required by SCAQMD Rule 1166.  If contamination is discovered, the health and safety plan will be developed that specifically requires the use of employees trained in hazardous material/waste procedures, personnel protective clothing, and so forth that minimize employee exposure.  It should also be noted that, at this time, there is no known soil contamination that will be encountered at the proposed project sites within the Refinery. 

Excavated soils which contain concentrations of certain substances including heavy metals and hydrocarbons generally are regulated under California hazardous waste regulations.  No significant impacts are expected as a result of the potential for contaminated soils to be excavated during construction of the proposed project since there are numerous local, state (Title 22 of the California Code of Regulations) and federal rules which regulate the handling, transportation, and ultimate disposition of these soils.  Title 22 of the California Code of Regulations establishes many requirements for hazardous waste handling, transport and disposal including requirements to use approved disposal/treatment facilities, use certified hazardous waste transporters, and use manifests to track hazardous materials, among many other requirements. However, under a worst-case scenario, remediation would require the removal and truck transport of the contaminated soils to an off-site treatment facility, thus generating short-term additional truck traffic.  Numerous state and federal rules and regulations govern the discovery, testing, and ultimate fate of hazardous materials so that compliance with these requirements is expected to minimize the potential for significant impacts.




RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER NUMBER 2

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

MARCH 17, 2003

Response 2-1

The criterion used to evaluate traffic impacts are included in Appendix D of the Draft EIR. A description of the assumptions, impacts and mitigation measures are included in Chapter 4, Section C – Transportation/Traffic.   Traffic counts on local streets were taken in April 2003 to determine existing traffic levels.

Response 2-2

The criteria used to evaluate traffic impacts are included in Appendix D of the Draft EIR.  Traffic modeling was completed using the volume to capacity method to determine the level of service.  No inconsistencies with other traffic modeling forecasts were identified.

Response 2-3

Traffic counts on local streets were taken in April 2003 to determine existing peak AM and PM traffic levels (see Draft EIR, Chapter 3, Section C – Transportation/Traffic).  The future conditions in the area are evaluated in Chapter 4, Section C – Transportation/Traffic.  Detailed traffic data and modeling results are included in Appendix D of the Draft EIR.

Response 2-4

See Response 2-3.  Cumulative traffic impacts are included in Chapter 5, Section C – Transportation/Traffic and detailed traffic data are included in Appendix D of the Draft EIR.

Response 2-5

Since no significant impacts were identified in the traffic analysis, no mitigation measures are required.

Response 2-6

Since no significant impacts were identified in the traffic analysis, no mitigation measures are required.





RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER NUMBER 3

THE CITY OF PARAMOUNT

APRIL 10, 2003

Response 3-1 

Chapter 2, Table 2-3 of the Draft EIR, identifies the modifications to be made to Refinery as part of the proposed project including modifications to existing equipment and the installation of new refinery equipment. The location of the proposed Refinery modifications and a figure showing the location and extent of the proposed project is shown in Figure 2-4, Chapter 2 of the Draft EIR, page 2-11. As indicated in the NOP/IS, most of the new equipment will not be visible to the surrounding areas because:  (1) existing fencing, structures, and landscaping blocks views of many portions of the refinery (e.g., the views of the refinery from the residential areas are largely blocked by fencing); and (2) most of the new equipment will be located near the center portions of the refinery, away from the residential areas  (see Draft EIR, Figure 2-4).  The exception is that several new columns are included as part of the proposed project.  The columns will be visible from various locations around the refinery.  Due to the existing industrial setting of the site, several additional structures will not significantly change the visual qualities of the refinery site so that no significant impacts are expected from the proposed project. The refinery changes will be indistinguishable by most observers.

Response 3-2

The energy impacts (i.e., impacts on electricity use and natural gas use) were considered to be less than significant for the reasons discussed below.

Electricity:  The proposed project is not expected to result in a significant increase in electricity purchased over the baseline levels.  The Refinery has installed a Cogeneration Unit that provides most of the existing Refinery’s electrical power needs.  During the energy crisis in 2000, the Refinery purchased electricity from Southern California Edison (SCE).  The Refinery no longer relies on SCE for all its electricity needs and has decreased its purchase of electricity from SCE.  The proposed project is not expected to result in an increased in purchased electricity over baseline (or historical) levels so that no significant impacts on electricity are expected.

Natural Gas:  The proposed project will not add any new combustion equipment to the Refinery.  The proposed project will result in an increase in natural gas purchased over the last several years since some existing equipment will be fired up that has not been continuously operated in the last few years.  However, the proposed project is not expected to result in an increase in the use of natural gas over baseline (or historic) levels so no significant adverse impacts on natural gas are expected.  

Response 3-3

The information request in this comment was provided in the NOP/IS (see NOP/Initial Study, Chapter 2, pages 2-14 – 2-17. The NOP/IS includes the discussion of the potential impacts related to the Newport-Inglewood fault (see page 2-15) and the related building requirements that minimize the potential for impacts due to seismic activities.  

The NOP/IS includes the discussion of the potential impacts related to liquefaction (see page 2-16) and the related building requirements that minimize the potential for impacts due to liquefaction.  As stated in the NOP/IS, the California Division of Mines and Geology has concluded that the Refinery is located in an area of historic or has the potential for liquefaction.  The reference for this map is provided in the reference section of the NOP/IS (California Division of Mines and Geology, Map of Seismic Hazard Zones, South Gate Quadrangle, August 17, 1998).  The Seismic Hazard maps are available from the California Division of Mines and Geology web page.  Also note that this determination is not necessarily made from site-specific technical studies but from historical data, depth to ground water information, regional geological information, etc., and not from site-specific information.

Finally, the proposed project will not significantly alter the existing impacts that an earthquake would have on the Refinery.  No additional storage tanks are proposed, no increase in materials stored at the Refinery are proposed, etc. (Also, please note that hazards related to a potential earthquakes associated with the proposed project modifications are addressed in the EIR, Chapter 4, Section B – Hazardous and Hazardous Materials).  The safety measures that would apply in the event of an earthquake are the same measures that apply to the Refinery on a daily basis and are not associated with the proposed project.

Response 3-4

See Response 1-3 regarding soil contamination.  Chapter 2 of the NOP/Initial Study, pages 2-23 through 2-25 considers the impacts to water quality and consumption. The proposed project will not increase future water use or wastewater discharge over baseline conditions so no significant impacts are expected. Water consumption for the proposed project is minimal during the construction phase, mainly for dust control, as required by SCAQMD Rule 403. This will cease once the project construction phase is complete. The existing cooling towers are responsible for the bulk of water usage on site. The towers are not being modified nor replaced, therefore, no increase in water consumption is expected. Based on the analysis completed, adverse impacts on water quality and hydrology are not expected, so no further evaluation is required in the Draft EIR.  

The Refinery has onsite wastewater treatment facilities. Wastewater is subjected to treatment and sampling in accordance with the County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County Industrial Wastewater Discharge Permit requirements. No impacts or changes are expected to the wastewater or wastewater treatment system so no significant impacts have been identified.  

Previous ground water contamination detected down-gradient from the Refinery is being remediated and monitored. 

CEQA requires that for projects located within one-quarter mile of a school site that emit hazardous contaminants or handle hazardous materials, the affected school district be consulted when the EIR is distributed for review and that the school district be notified in writing not less than 30 days prior to approval or certification of the EIR (14 CCR §15186).  These CEQA requirements will be followed for the proposed project.  Further, the potential impacts associated with the use of hazardous materials related to the proposed project are included in Chapter 4, Section B – Hazards/Hazardous Materials. 

Response 3-5

The noise analysis is provided in the Initial Study (see pages 2-30 through 2-35).  The proposed project will add new sources of noise at the Refinery in the form of valves, pumps and compressors. As part of the purchase agreement for all new and modified equipment, the Refinery will require that noise specification does not exceed more than 85 dBA at three feet. Assuming an operational noise level of 85 dBA at three feet, and six-dBA noise attenuation per every doubling distance (e.g., three feet, six feet, 12 feet, etc.), noise levels associated with the new equipment will reach 60 dBA at about 100 feet.  The estimated noise levels in the adjacent residential areas from the Refinery associated with the proposed project are shown in Table 4 of the NOP/IS (see page 2-33) and show that the increased noise levels will be less than one decibel.  No noticeable or significant increase in noise is expected, so further analysis or mitigation measures are not required.  

Response 3-6

Chapter 2 of the Draft EIR describes in detail the proposed project modifications and installation of new equipment. Maps and figures in Chapter 2, show the refinery location, refinery layout, refinery block flow diagram, site location and regional location. 

Response 3-7

All proposed equipment modifications and new equipment installations will occur within the confines of the existing Refinery boundaries so that no change in land use is expected. The modifications and installations are expected to be consistent with the existing zoning (M-2, Heavy Manufacturing) and land uses (Industrial).  This information was included in pages 2-26 through 2-28 of the NOP/IS.  

The proposed project’s long-term impacts are addressed in each of the environmental resources discussed in the NOP/IS and the Draft EIR.  Growth-inducing impacts are discussed in Chapter 4, Section D of the Draft EIR.  

Response 3-8

Project alternatives are provided in Chapter 6 of the Draft EIR.

Response 3-9

Mitigation measures are provided after each impact analysis where significant impacts have been identified (see Chapter 4 of the Draft EIR).  A copy of the mitigation monitoring program will be provided to the City when it is completed.

Response 3-10 

The commentator indicates that the NOP/IS “failed to include a comprehensive identification of the references consulted in making the determination as to the nature and extent of any potential impact.”  The comment is incorrect and the references used in preparation of the NOP/IS are included on pages 2-46 and 2-47.

All persons consulted and references used in the completion of the Draft EIR are included in the Chapter 7 of the Draft EIR.  The City will be included on the mailing list for the proposed project and will be provided with the Draft EIR, Final EIR, the Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations (if applicable) and the mitigation monitoring program.  The Draft EIR has been released for a 45-day public review and comment period, as required by CEQA.  Currently, no public hearings are currently scheduled for the proposed project.  
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