APPENDIX A
NOTICE OF PREPARATION (NOP)/INITIAL STUDY (IS) AND
COMMENTS RECEIVED ON NOP
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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 worstcase 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.
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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.
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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.

