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PREFACE 

 
 
This document constitutes the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Tesoro 
Reliability Improvement and Regulatory Compliance Project.  The Draft EIR was circulated for 
a 45-day public review and comment period on January 21, 2009.  The comment period ended 
on March 6, 2009.  Nine comment letters were received during the public comment period on the 
Draft EIR and one comment letter after the close of the comment period.  In addition, the same 
form letter was received from 57 individuals.  The comment letters and responses are included in 
Appendix F of this document.  The comments were evaluated and minor modifications have been 
made to the Draft EIR such that it is now a Final EIR.  None of the modifications alter any 
conclusions reached in the Draft EIR, nor provide new information of substantial importance 
relative to the draft document that would require recirculation of the Draft EIR pursuant to 
CEQA Guidelines §15088.5.  Therefore, this document is now a Final EIR. Additions to the text 
of the EIR are denoted using italics.  Text that has been eliminated is shown using strike outs.  
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