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APPENDIX D 

 

FINAL NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

 

POLYCHEMIE INC. LOS ANGELES FACILITY 

 

FACILITY EXPANSION PROJECT 

 

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

 

 

INTRODUCTION 

 

This Appendix, together with the Draft Negative Declaration constitutes the Final 

Negative Declaration for the Polychemie Inc. Los Angeles Facility Expansion Project.  

 

The Negative Declaration was circulated for a 30-day public review and comment period 

on December 16, 2004. The Negative Declaration is also available at the South Coast Air 

Quality Management District (SCAQMD), 21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, 

California 91765-4182 or by phone at (909) 396-2039.  The Negative Declaration can 

also be downloaded by accessing the SCAQMD’s CEQA web pages at 

http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/nonaqmd.html. 

 

The Draft Negative Declaration included a detailed project description, the environmental 

setting for each environmental resource, and an analysis of each environmental resource 

on the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) checklist including all potentially 

significant environmental impacts. Based on the Draft Negative Declaration, no 

significant adverse environmental impacts were identified associated with the proposed 

Facility Expansion Project.   

 

The SCAQMD received one comment letter on the Draft Negative Declaration during the 

public comment period and one comment letter was received after the close of the 

comment period Responses to both comment letters are presented in this Appendix. The 

comments are bracketed and numbered.  The related responses are identified with the 

corresponding number and are included in the following pages.  

 

In order to adequately address the comments raised in the comment letters, new 

information is provided to merely clarify, amplify or make insignificant modifications to 

the Negative Declaration.  Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15073.5(c)(2), recirculation is 

not necessary since the information is provided in response to written comments on the 

project’s effects and does not result in new avoidable significant effects.   

  



D-2C-  

 

1-1 

1-2 



D-3C-  

 



D-4C-  

COMMENT LETTER NO. 1 

DEPARTMENT OF TOXIC SUBSTANCES CONTROL 

 

Yolanda Garza 

January 3, 2005 

 

 

Response 1-1 

 

Hazardous waste is not routinely generated by the Polychemie facility.  Raw products are 

delivered to the facility, converted into products, temporarily stored, and then transported 

from the facility.  The materials used at the site and the products produced by the facility 

do not generate hazardous waste.  Further, since the materials stored in tanks do not 

generate sludge, routine tank cleanings are not required.  No routine operations at the 

Polychemie facility generate hazardous waste.  This information is also included in 

Chapter 2 in the discussion under “16. b) Hazardous Waste.”   

 

Response 1-2 

 

Since the facility does not routinely generate hazardous waste, it is not expected that soil 

classified as hazardous waste will be encountered.  However, as described on page 2-48 

of the Negative Declaration, a maximum of about 12 cubic yards of contaminated soil 

may require disposal during the construction phase. Sufficient landfill capacity exists to 

handle a one-time disposal of contaminated soil.  No hazardous waste by-products will be 

produced due to the operation of the proposed project; therefore, no increase in the 

generation of hazardous waste is expected due to the proposed project.  

 

Contaminated soil that is discovered during construction activities is required to be 

handled per applicable requirements, including Title 22, California Code of Regulations 

(CCR),  Chapter 12 and SCAQMD Rule 1166 – Volatile Organic Compound Emissions 

from Decontamination of Soil.  Contaminated soil that meets the definition of “hazardous 

waste,” will be placed in covered containers, stored on-site no longer than 90 days, and 

handled per the requirements of 22 CCR, Chapter 12.  Where appropriate, the soil will be 

recycled if it is classified as a non-hazardous waste.  The Polychemie facility already has 

been issued an Environmental Protection Agency identification number 

(CAL000231792) to use for identification purposes on manifests when hazardous waste 

needs to be transported for disposal. 
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COMMENT LETTER NO. 2 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES FIRE DEPARTMENT 

 

David Leininger 

April 1, 2005 

 

 

Response 2-1 

 

The Polychemie facility currently has several ingress/egress points that provide access to 

the existing facilities and will continue to be used to provide access to the new facilities.  

The ingress/egress points provide access to trucks and can be used to provide access to 

fire trucks as well.  Additional ingress/egress points are not expected to be required.  This 

issue will be reviewed with the Fire Department as part of the building fire plan check 

when building permits are submitted.   It should be noted that the Fire Department has 

reviewed and signed off on portions of the proposed project, including the new non-ionic 

reactor (NR4).   

 

Response 2-2 

 

The SCAQMD understands that the proposed project must comply with all applicable fire 

code and ordinance requirements for construction access, water mains, fire flows and fire 

hydrants.  The existing Polychemie facility has fire permits and the proposed project is 

not expected to introduce any new fire hazards to the site.  Existing access, water mains, 

fire flows and fire hydrants are expected to be acceptable for development of the 

proposed project.  Detailed fire department requirements will be reviewed with the Fire 

Department as part of the building fire plan check.   

 

Response 2-3 

 

Your comment that specific fire and safety requirements will be addressed at the building 

fire plan check is noted.  Any additional fire safety requirements would serve to further 

reduce potential (insignificant) hazard impacts.   

 

Response 2-4 

 

The SCAQMD understands that the proposed project must comply with all applicable 

access requirements.  Roadways currently exist within and surrounding the facility and 

the site is paved. Unobstructed access is currently provided to existing equipment and to 

the location of the proposed new equipment, such that additional roadways within the 

area are not expected to be required. Detailed fire department requirements will be 

reviewed with the Fire Department as part of the building fire plan check.  Based on the 

configuration of the existing facility, it is not expected that additional access or new gates 

will be required.  However, if the fire plan check identifies additional measures, these 

will be evaluated to determine if additional analysis under CEQA is required. 
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Response 2-5 

 

The comment regarding subdivisions is noted.  Although the proposed project is located 

within the County of Los Angeles, the proposed project is not a subdivision and will not 

require a tentative tract map.   

 

Response 2-6 

 

The proposed project does not include any new residential or commercial occupancies.  

The proposed project will add additional industrial facilities but no new office space. 

There are existing sprinklers in the warehouse and on equipment that may contain 

flammable materials.   Fire safety mechanisms, such as the sprinkler system, and 

procedures have been installed to reduce potential life and property losses.   

 

Response 2-7 

 

Your comments regarding fire hydrants and water flows are noted.  The existing 

Polychemie facility has fire permits, approved fire flows and local fire hydrants that meet 

the distance requirements.  Detailed fire department requirements will be reviewed with 

the Fire Department as part of the building fire plan check for the proposed new 

equipment.  Additional fire safety requirements will be incorporated into the proposed 

project. 

 

Response 2-8 

 

See Response 2-4 regarding facility access.  The existing Polychemie facility has fire 

permits and currently provides access as approved by the fire department.  No change to 

access is expected to be required to provide adequate access of fire equipment to the 

proposed new equipment.  New and modified equipment is located outdoors and existing 

roads provide access to the location of the proposed new equipment.  Detailed fire 

department requirements will be reviewed with the Fire Department as part of the 

building fire plan check. 

 

Response 2-9 

 

The Polychemie facility currently has several ingress/egress points that provide access to 

the existing facilities and will continue to be used to provide access to the new facilities.  

The facility is inspected by the County Fire Department petrochemical division on a 

routine basis and was last inspected on February 23, 2005.  All aspects of the facility 

were determined to be acceptable with the applicable fire codes and requirements, 

including appropriate ingress/egress widths and clearance to the sky.  The existing 

ingress/egress points provide routine access to trucks and can be used to provide access to 

fire trucks as well.  Additional or new ingress/egress points or new gates are not currently 

expected to be required.  This issue will be reviewed with the Fire Department as part of 

the building fire plan check, and Polychemie will comply with any required conditions 

imposed by the Fire Department. 
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Response 2-10 

 

Your comment regarding the statutory responsibilities of the Fire Department is noted. 

 

 


