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b)

Would the project result in generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise
levels?

Previous Environmental Review: The December 2013 Final MND determined that the potential

groundborne noise was addressed in Section 3.13 (a) above.

Proposed Project Modifications: Potentially Significant Impact.

Construction and operation of the proposed Project modifications have the potential to generate
groundborne vibration and groundborne noise levels. The perception threshold for ground-born
vibration is a velocity of 0.01 inches per second. The Federal Transit Administration’s 2006 Noise and
Vibration Manual lists the threshold distance in feet for various types of construction equipment. For
example, the feet to threshold distance could range from 11 feet to 711 feet for a small bulldozer or a
pile driver, respectively. As discussed above in Section 3.13 (a), the proposed modifications would
generate noise from heavy construction equipment and construction-related traffic. Therefore, noise
associated with the construction and operation of the proposed Project would result in a potentially

significant impact.

For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an aitport Iand use plan or, where
such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport,
would the project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise
levels?

The CEQA checklist for Noise has been modified; however, noise associated with airports was
evaluated in the December 2013 MND under Subsections 3.12.2 (e and f).

Previous Environmental Review: The December 2013 Final MND determined that the Project site
is not located within two miles of an operational airport. The Compton-Woodley Airport, a general
aviation airport, is located approximately five miles west of the Refinery. As a result, no impacts were

expected with regard to excessive noise levels due to airports.

Proposed Project Modifications: No Impact.

All of the proposed modifications to the Renewable Fuels Project would continue to be located within
the existing Refinery or the Lakewood Tank Farm. Neither site is located within two miles of an
operational airport. The Compton-Woodley Airport, a general aviation airport, is located approximately
five miles west of both the existing Refinery and Lakewood Tank Farm. Therefore, there would be no

impact on noise levels due to airports.
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3.14

a)

b)

Population and Housing

Would the project induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly
(for example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through
extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating
the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

Previous Environmental Review: The December 2013 Final MND determined that the Project
would not result in any change in the population, housing, or employment projects that would exceed
the adopted employment and population projection for the City. No existing housing units would be
affected by the proposed Project, and no displacement of residents would occur. In recent years, the
Refinery has experienced a reduction in the number of persons employed at the facility. The potential
increased employment associated with the Project would be more than off-set by the number of jobs
that were eliminated in recent years. As a result, no significant adverse impacts related to population or

housing displacement would result from implementation of the Project.

Proposed Project Modifications: No Impact.

All of the proposed modifications to the Renewable Fuels Project would continue to be located within
the existing Refinery or the Lakewood Tank Farm. Construction of the proposed Project would take
place over a period of approximately 22 months. At the peak of construction, approximately 240
temporary construction jobs would be created by the proposed Project. Because of the large size of the
construction work force available in the southern California area, the 240 temporary construction jobs
are expected to be filled from the existing regional labor pool. Because the Project modifications would
occur within an existing facility located in a highly urbanized area, no additional housing would be
necessary to accommodate the labor force needed during construction; thus, no existing housing would

be displaced.

Once construction is completed, approximately 40 additional staff is expected to be needed for long-
term operation of the renewable fuels production facility. No increase in workers would be expected at
the Lakewood Tank Farm. The Project modifications would not result in any change in the population,
housing, or employment projections that would exceed the adopted employment and population
projection for the City. In recent years, the existing Refinery has experienced a reduction in the number
of persons employed at the facility. The potential increased employment associated with the proposed
modifications would be more than off-set by the number of jobs that were eliminated in recent years.
Therefore, no significant adverse population or housing impacts are expected to result from the

proposed Project.
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3.15
a)

Public Services

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision
of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental
impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times, or other performance
objectives for any of the public services, including: fire protection, police protection, schools,
parks, or other public facilities?

Fire

Previous Environmental Review: The December 2013 Final MND determined that the Project site
is served by two fire stations: Station 31, located at 7521 East Somerset Boulevard and Station 57
located at 5720 Gardendale Street in South Gate. Two reportable fire incidents occurred at the Refinery
between 2005 and 2009. To minimize the potential for fire incidents, two mitigation measures were

imposed:

e The proposed improvements would be subject to review and approval by the Los Angeles County
Fire Department to ensure that fire safety and fire prevention measures are incorporated into the
Project. In addition, the Fire Department would be required to review and approve any evacuation
plan as well as the on-site circulation to ensure that emergency vehicles can easily access the

Refinery’s parking area.

e  The Paramount Petroleum security personnel must ensure that all fire lanes remain open during the

Refinery’s operation.

The mitigation measures were deemed to reduce the potential impacts on fire services to less than

significant.

Proposed Project Modifications: No Impact.

All of the proposed modifications to the Renewable Fuels Project would continue to be located within
the existing Refinery or the Lakewood Tank Farm. The existing Refinery currently maintains personnel
and equipment on-site for fire suppression efforts and posts fire emergency procedures. There are fire
hydrants along Lakewood and Somerset Boulevards, and Downey Avenue which provide additional fire
water flow in the event of an emergency. The renewable fuels production facility would continue to
operate needed fire protection services. It is not expected that the Project modifications would require
an increase in the level of fire protection service needed to protect and serve the facility, because there
would be no new flammable materials stored on-site. The proposed modifications would result in the
use of vegetable oils and animal fats tallow and the elimination of the use of crude oil, reducing potential

fire risks.

The Lakewood Tank Farm also maintains protection services appropriate for storage tanks, with fire
hydrants located adjacent to the site. The closest fire station to the Tank Farm is Los Angeles County
Fire Department Station 45 (~1.3 miles), located at 4020 Candlewood Street, Lakewood, CA
90712. The next closest fire station is Long Beach Fire Department Station 12 (~2.3 miles), located at
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1199 Artesia Boulevard, Long Beach, CA 90805. The modifications to the Tank Farm would include
the maintenance and repair of the existing tanks, which would not be expected to result in an increase

in fire hazards or increase the need for fire protection services.

Construction activities are not expected to result in an increased need for fire services. Construction
activities include safeguards, monitoring for hazards with equipment designed to detect sources of

flammable gases and vapors, written procedures, training, and authorization for equipment used on-site.

Compliance with State and local fire codes is expected to minimize the need for additional fire protection
services. The existing Refinery has its own emergency response team, along with the local fire
department and other emergency services. On-site fire training exercises with the City Fire Department
staff are conducted. The proposed Project would not increase the requirements for additional or altered
fire protection. Firefighting and emergency response personnel and equipment would continue to be
maintained and operated at the renewable fuels production facility. Therefore, no impacts on fire

protection services are anticipated.

Police

Previous Environmental Review: Law enforcement services in Paramount are contracted through
the Los Angeles County Sheriff’s Department. The City is served by the Lakewood Station at 5130
Clark Avenue in Lakewood and by a substation located near the intersection of Paramount and Somerset
Boulevards in Paramount. Emergency response times are approximately three minutes throughout the
City. The Project would be located within the Refinery and no public access to this area is permitted.
The Refinery also maintains 24-hour security. As a result, no impacts on law enforcement services were

anticipated.

Proposed Project Modifications: No Impact.

All of the proposed modifications to the Renewable Fuels Project would continue to be located within
the existing Refinery or the Lakewood Tank Farm. Entry and exit at the existing Refinery are currently
monitored and no additional or altered police protection is expected. The Refinery is an existing facility
with a 24-hour security force for people and property currently in place. The Lakewood Tank Farm is
also fenced, and entry is limited to authorized workers. The closest police station is Lakewood Sheriff
Department (~3.1 miles), located at 5130 Clark Avenue, Lakewood, CA 90712. The next closest police
station is Long Beach Police - North Division (~2.6 miles), located at 4891 Atlantic Avenue, Long
Beach, CA 90807. All Project modifications would occur within the confines of the existing Refinery
and Tank Farm which already have security measures in place. Therefore, the proposed Project is not

expected to adversely impact the local police department.

Schools
Previous Environmental Review: The Project did not involve any development and/or uses that

could potentially affect school enrollments. Since no significant increase in employment is directly
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3.16

b)

attributable to the Project, no change in school enrollments would occur. As a result, no significant

adverse impacts on schools would result from implementation of the Project.

Proposed Project Modifications: No Impact.

All of the proposed modifications to the Renewable Fuels Project would continue to be located within
the existing Refinery or the Lakewood Tank Farm. Construction activities would not involve the
relocation of individuals, impact housing or change the distribution of the population.  Since
construction workers would likely be drawn from the existing employment pool in southern California,
it is unlikely that construction worker children would need to change schools and no new schools would
need to be built. The increase in the number of permanent workers associated with Project
modifications would be limited to approximately 40 staff required during operation of the proposed
modifications. In recent years, the existing Refinery has experienced a reduction in the number of
persons employed at the facility. The potential increased employment associated with the Project
modifications would be more than off-set by the number of jobs that wete eliminated in recent years.
Therefore, the proposed Project would not alter existing, or require additional schools, and no impact

on schools is anticipated.

Other
Previous Environmental Review: The December 2013 Final MND determined that no new
government services would be necessary to service the facility. As a result, no significant adverse

impacts were anticipated.

Proposed Project Modifications: No Impact.

All of the proposed modifications to the Renewable Fuels Project would continue to be located within
the existing Refinery or the Lakewood Tank Farm. No new government services are expected to be
required to serve the proposed Project modifications. Therefore, the proposed Project is not expected

to have an impact on parks or other public facilities.

Recreation

Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or
be accelerated?

Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

Previous Environmental Review: The December 2013 Final MND determined that the City of
Paramount operates six public parks devoted to active recreation. No parks or related recreational
facilities are located adjacent to the Refinery. In addition, the Project would not result in any
development that would potentially increase the demand for public park facilities and services. As a

result, no significant adverse impacts were anticipated.
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Proposed Project Modifications: No Impact.

All of the proposed modifications to the Renewable Fuels Project would continue to be located within
the existing Refinery or the Lakewood Tank Farm. The proposed Project modifications would not
include recreational facilities or increase the demand for neighborhood or regional parks, or other
recreational facilities in the area since the proposed Project is not expected to increase the local
population. At its peak, construction of the Project modifications would require approximately 240
workers, drawn from the local population so there would be no additional use of local parks or other
recreational opportunities. The increase in the number of permanent workers would be limited to
approximately 40 requitred during operation of the Project modifications. In recent years, the Refinery
has experienced a reduction in the number of persons employed at the facility. The potential increased
employment associated with the proposed modifications would be more than off-set by the number of
jobs that were eliminated in recent years. Therefore, the proposed Project modifications would not be

expected to impact existing neighborhood and regional parks, or other recreational facilities.

It should be noted that the Lakewood Tank Farm is located adjacent to Davenport Park in Lakewood.
As discussed above, the proposed Project would not be expected to result in the increased use or require

the expansion of recreational facilities, including Davenport Park.

3.17 Transportation

Senate Bill 743 (2013) required the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (OPR) to develop alternative
methods of measuring transportation impacts under CEQA. At a minimum, the new methods must apply within
areas that are served by transit. Once the new transportation guidelines are adopted, automobile delay (often
referred to as Level of Service or LOS analysis) generally would no longer be considered to be an environmental
impact under CEQA. The OPR added CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3 which provided that, in most cases,
vehicle miles travelled is the most appropriate measure of transportation impacts. The State CEQA Guidelines
and Checklist have been amended for traffic since the December 2013 Final MND was prepared to respond to
SB 743.

a) Would the project conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation
system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities

Previous Envitonmental Review: The December 2013 Final MND determined that rail would be the
primary mode of transport for the renewables feedstocks and delivery trucks would be used if a reliable
source of vegetable oil became available. The Project was expected to process 3,500 barrels of feedstock
per day which translates into seven rail cars or 23 delivery trucks per day. The rail deliveries would

replace existing rail car deliveries; therefore, no additional rail traffic was anticipated.

Between 2009 and 2013 the total number of trucks going to and from the Refinery declined by 8,368
trucks per year, a decline of 25.5 percent. The additional truck transport projected for the Project (a
maximum of 28 trucks per day) was more than offset by the decline in such traffic since 2009. In

63



Paramount Petroleum AltAir Renewable Fuels Project
Initial Study

b)

addition, trucks are not permitted to queue on public streets. As a result, the impacts were determined

to be less than significant.

Proposed Project Modifications: Potentially Significant Impact.

The proposed Project modifications would increase the delivery of feedstocks by an additional 21,500
barrels per day via ship, railcar, and/or truck. The proposed modifications would require a2 maximum
of approximately 44 railcars per day. Products (gasoline, diesel fuel, jet fuel) are expected to be
transported from the renewable fuels facility via pipeline or truck which would result in an increase of
between 300 to 480 trucks per day. The proposed modifications would increase rail and truck traffic
above the levels evaluated in the December 2013 Final MND. Therefore, the traffic impacts associated
with the proposed Project modifications would be potentially significant.

Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines § 15064.3, subdivision (b)?

Previous Environmental Review: This is a newly added section to the CEQA checklist, so it was not
evaluated in the December 2013 Final MND.

Proposed Project Modifications: Potentially Significant Impact.

CEQA Guidelines § 15064.3(b) generally requires that a project’s transportation impacts be evaluated
for CEQA purposes using vehicle miles traveled, as opposed to traffic delay (e.g., level of services). As
discussed in Section 3.17 (a) above, the proposed Project modifications would require 2 maximum of
approximately 44 railcars per day. Products (gasoline, diesel fuel, jet fuel) are expected to be transported
from the renewable fuels production facility via pipeline or truck which would result in an increase of
between 300 to 480 trucks per day. The proposed modifications would increase rail and truck traffic
above the levels evaluated in the December 2013 Final MND. Therefore, there would be a potentially

significant impact as a result of the proposed Project.

Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp
curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

Previous Environmental Review: The December 2013 Final MND evaluated this impact under
Section 3.16.2 (d) and determined that the Project would not affect any public streets. All of the
improvements would be located within the existing Refinery. At no time would any local streets or

parcels be closed to traffic.

Proposed Project Modifications: No Impact.

The proposed Project modifications would be located within the existing Refinery and Lakewood Tank
Farm. The Proposed Project would not change the access to and from either site or introduce any new
traffic configurations. The Project would not change the configuration of any intersections, resulting
in sharp curves or dangerous intersections. The Project modifications also would not result in a change
in land use that would result in additional land uses conflicts. Both the existing Refinery and Lakewood

Tank Farm are industrial uses, and the proposed modifications are compatible with the existing
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industrial uses. Therefore, there would be no impact associated with an increase in traffic hazards or

incompatible uses.

Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?

Previous Environmental Review: The December 2013 Final MND evaluated emergency access
under Section 3.16.2 (e) and determined that the Refinery has an existing conditional use permit (CUP)
to operate the railcar-loading and unloading racks which limits the Refinery to receive 25 railcars per
delivery. Mitigation measures were imposed to minimize the potential impacts for closure of Downey
Avenue at the rail crossing to less than significant when railcars arrive or depart the Refinery, especially

during peak traffic periods (c.g., beginning and ending of school hours):

Mitigation Measure #9: No truck queuing or trailer drop off will be permitted on public streets.

Mitigation Measure #10: The Refinery operators and management must continue to work with the
railroad to schedule railcar delivery and pick-ups so that traffic on Paramount Boulevard and Downey

Avenue is not adversely impacted.

Mitigation Measure #11: Rail car deliveries and pick-ups will be limited to the non-peak hour traffic
periods, after 10:00 am and before 6:00 pm. The Refinery operators and management will continue to
work with the railroad so that train traffic to and from the Refinery does not coincide with the morning
and evening commute times or when students are going to or leaving school. No deliveries during the
evening, night, and early morning periods will be permitted unless prior notification to the City is

provided.
Mitigation Measure #12: The length of an individual train will generally be limited to not more than 25

railcars. In the event more cars are required, the Community Development Department must be
notified 24-hours in advance. The Refinery operators will also be required to notify the Paramount
Sheriff’s station of the approximate delivery time.

Mitigation Measure #13: At no time may traffic on Downey Avenue be halted more than 5 minutes
during any single delivery or pick-up. In the event of a longer train (a train consisting of more than 25
cars), multiple maneuvers by the train operators may be required to stay under the 5-minute limit.

Mitigation Measure #14: The Refinery operators and the train personnel must coordinate delivery times
so the gate to the rail loading/ unloading areas within the Refinery are open prior to the arrival of the
train. The means as to how the gate is to be opened (automated, manual, etc.) will be determined by

the Refinery management and the railroad.

Proposed Project Modifications: Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation.

The proposed Project modifications would require 2 maximum of approximately 44 railcars per day.
The Project evaluated in the December 2013 Final MND included a maximum of approximately 25
railcars per delivery. The Project modifications would not exceed this limitation and the above
mitigation measures to minimize the interference with emergency access would still apply. In addition,
products (gasoline, diesel fuel, jet fuel) are expected to be transported from the renewable fuels facility

via pipeline or truck resulting in an increase of between 300 to 480 trucks per day. Incorporation of the
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above mitigation measures would result in a less than significant impact on emergency access.

Therefore, there would be a less than significant impact with the incorporation of mitigation measures.
3.18 Tribal Cultural Resources

The State CEQA Guidelines were amended in July 2015 to include evaluation of impacts on tribal cultural
resources, and the CEQA Checklist has been amended since the December 2013 Final MND was prepated to
specifically include tribal cultural resources. Tribal cultural resources include sites, features, places, cultural
landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a California Native American tribe (Public Resources
Code 21074). Assembly Bill (AB) 52 specifies that a project that may cause a substantial adverse change to a
Tribal Cultural Resource (TCR) may result in a significant effect on the environment. AB52 requires tribes
interested in development projects within a traditionally and culturally affiliated geographic area to notify a lead
agency of such mterest and to request notification of future projects subject to CEQA prior to determining if a
negative declaration, mitigated negative declaration, or environmental impact report is required for a project.
The lead agency is then required to notify the tribe within 14 days of deeming a development application subject
to CEQA complete to notify the requesting tribe as an invitation to consult on the project. AB52 identifies
examples of mitigation measures that will avoid or minimize impacts to a TCR and applies to projects that have
a notice of preparation or a notice of intent to adopt a negative declaration/mitigated negative declaration
circulated on or after July 1, 2015.

In compliance with PRC Section 21080.3.1(b), the City has provided formal notification to California Native
American tribal representatives that have previously requested notification from the City regarding projects
within the geographic area traditionally and culturally affiliated with the tribe. The City sent notification letters
to the Fernandeno Tataviam Band of Mission Indians, Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians — Kizh Nation,
Tejon Indian Tribe, San Manuel Band of Mission Indians, and Gabrielefio/ Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission
Indians (hereinafter referred to as the “T'ribes”) to participate in the AB52 CEQA consultation process for
projects within the City. Mr. Andrew Salas from the Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians — Kizh Nation
responded and requested formal consultation under AB52 for the proposed Project. Formal consultation has

commenced.

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural
resource, defined in Public Resources Code § 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural
landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred
place, or object with cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is:

1) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a
local register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code section
5020.1(k)?

Previous Environmental Review: This topic was not directly evaluated in the December 2013 Final
MND. Cultural resources were evaluated and are discussed in Section 3.5 (b) above. The December
2013 Final MND determined that no archaeological resources were likely to be discovered during

excavation activities due to the previous disturbance and the limited degree of excavation that would be
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required. As a result, no impacts on archaeological resources were anticipated from the proposed

Project.

Proposed Project Modifications: No Impact.

The proposed Project modifications would continue to be located within the confines of the existing
Refinery and Tank Farm. Generally, resources (buildings, structures, equipment) that are less than 50
years old are excluded from listing in the National Register of Historic Places unless they can be shown
to be exceptionally important. No existing structures at the existing Refinery or Tank Farm are
considered architecturally or historically significant, as defined under CEQA Guidelines §15064.5, i.e.,
no structures are eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources or included in a
local register of historic resources. The Project modifications would remove refinery structures and
units; however, the buildings, structures, and equipment do not meet the eligibility criteria (e.g.,
associated with historically important events or people, embodying distinctive characteristics of a type,
period, or method of construction), and would not yield historically important information. No
structures would be demolished at the Lakewood Tank Farm. Therefore, no impacts on tribal cultural

resources are expected.

1) A resource determined by the Iead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial
evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public
Resources Code § 5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public
Resource Code § 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource
to a California Native American tribe?

Previous Environmental Review: This topic was not directly evaluated in the December 2013 Final
MND. Cultural resources were evaluated and are discussed in 5 b.) above. The December 2013 Final
MND determined that no archaeological resources were likely to be discovered during excavation
activities due to the previous disturbance and the limited degree of excavation that will be required. As

a result, no impacts on archaeological resources were anticipated from the proposed Project.

Proposed Project Modifications: Potentially Significant Impact.

All of the proposed modifications to the Renewable Fuels Project would continue to be located within
the existing Refinery or the Lakewood Tank Farm. The potential for archaeological resources at the
existing Refinery is low due to the character of subsurface soils (recent alluvium) and the fact that the
entire site has been previously graded and developed. Grading associated with the proposed Project is
expected to be limited to trenching to provide utilities to new units and grading to develop stable
foundations for new units and facilities. Based on previous construction activities at the existing
Refinery, no significant adverse impacts to archaeologic or tribal resources are expected since no known
cultural or tribal resources are located within the existing Refinery. No construction activities, including
grading, trenching or other types of soil disturbance, are proposed at the Lakewood Tank Farm. The
potential for significant impacts on tribal resources would be evaluated with the tribes during

consultation activities; thus, there would be a potentially significant impact.
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3.19

Utilities and Service Systems

The State CEQA Guidelines and Checklist have been amended for Utilities and Service Systems. The previous

question a) was removed and questions b), ¢, h), and i) were consolidated. Question d) and f) were reworded.

The modifications to the checklist resulted in fewer questions. Previous environmental review has been

consolidated accordingly.

2)

Would the project require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water,
wastewater treatment or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

Previous Environmental Review: The December 2013 Final MND determined that the incremental
increase in water associated with the Project was approximately 285 gallons per hour ot 6,840 gallons
per day on average with a peak day water demand of approximately 990 gallons per hour or 23,760
gallons per day. The water demand is less than that when the Refinery was in full operation. Therefore,
no new water supply infrastructure was expected. As a result, the impacts were determined to be less

than significant.

The December 2013 Final MND determined that the wastewater discharge from the Project would be
approximately 14 gallons per minute (gpm) or 15,840 gallons per day on average, with approximately 9
gpm from the first stage of the process and approximately 5 gpm from steam condensate. The peak
day wastewater discharge was expected to be approximately 25.5 gpm or 36,720 gallons per day, with
approximately 9 gpm from the first stage of the process and approximately 16.5 gpm from steam
condensate. The additional wastewater discharge was within the industrial discharge permit limit for
the Refinery. The peak effluent generation would not be any greater than that of the existing Refinery.
As a result, no new off-site facilities were required to treat the projected flows and the impacts were

determined to be less than significant.

The 2013 Final MND determined that the water consumption rates, and the peak effluent generation
would not be any greater than that of the existing generation. No new off-site wastewater facilities

would be required to treat the projected flows. As a result, no environmental impacts would occur.

"The 2013 Final MND determined that the projected storm water runoff is not anticipated to increase
due to the Project because the location and extent of impetvious surfaces at the Refinery would not
change. The Project would not lead to any changes in the hydrologic characteristics of any nearby
drainage. No additional impervious surfaces were proposed as part of the Project. Therefore, no new
stormwater management facilities would be necessary. As a result, no significant impacts were

anticipated.

The 2013 Final MND determined that electricity and natural gas are provided by local utilities and that

carly coordination with these utility companies would ensure adequate and timely service to the Project.
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Both utilities currently provide service in the area. Thus, no new facilities would be needed and no
significant adverse impacts on power and natural gas services would result from implementation of the

proposed Project.

The 2013 Final MND determined that the existing telephone lines in the sutrounding area would be
unaffected by the Project. Therefore, no significant adverse impacts on communication systems were

anticipated.

Proposed Project Modifications: Potentially Significant Impact.

All of the proposed modifications to the Renewable Fuels Project would continue to be located within
the existing Refinery or the Lakewood Tank Farm. As discussed in Section 3.10 (b) above, the proposed
modifications to the Renewable Fuels Project include the construction of several new units that would
require additional water including the PreTreat Unit and the new Hydrogen Generation Unit. While
water is currently provided to the existing Refinery, the increase in water use may be substantial and
could exceed one million gallons per day. Therefore, the proposed modifications would increase the

water use and potentially impact the water supply, and there would be a potentially significant impact.

As discussed in Section 3.10 (a) above, the proposed modifications to the Renewable Fuels Project
include the construction of several new units that would generate additional wastewater including the
PreTreat Unit, wastewater treatment facilities to support the Pretreat Unit, a new Sour Water Stripper,
and a new Hydrogen Generation Unit. All of these facilities would generate additional wastewater that
would require treatment in the existing wastewater treatment plant. The increase in wastewater
discharge associated with the proposed modifications would be up to approximately 642,000 gallons per
day (446 gpm), which would be well above the wastewater discharge evaluated in the December 2013
Final MND. While the Refinery has existing wastewater treatment equipment, the equipment would be
modified to treat an increase in wastewater generated by the Project modifications. In addition, the
existing industrial wastewater discharge permit would need to be modified with the Los Angeles County
Sanitation District Department. Therefore, the proposed Project would increase the facility’s
wastewater discharged, require additional wastewater treatment facilities, and require modifications to
the wastewater discharge permit; there would be potentially significant impacts as a result of the

proposed Project.

As discussed in Section 3.10 (d) above, the Project modifications are not expected to result in the
construction of additional impervious surfaces, since the existing Refinery is developed and urbanized.
Rainwater and surface runoff are controlled in the existing facility process areas, collected, and treated.
Therefore, the Project modifications are not expected to result in an increase in storm water or require
new storm water drainage facilities or the expansion of existing storm water facilities. As a result, the
currently proposed modifications would not alter the conclusions from the December 2013 Final MND
with respect to alteration of existing storm water systems; therefore, there would be no impact on

stormwater systems.
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b)

As discussed in Section 3.6 (a) above, the proposed Project modifications would require an estimated
18.1 megawatts of electricity. As part of the Project modifications, AltAir may re-start the existing
cogeneration unit, producing the additional electricity required to operate the new renewable fuels
facilities on-site and would not require the increase in purchased electricity from a public utility

company.

An estimated maximum increase of 31 million standard cubic feet per day of natural gas is expected to
be required for the proposed modifications, the majority of which would be used in the new Hydrogen
Generation Unit. The additional use of natural gas would assist in producing additional quantities of
renewable fuels that meet the Low Carbon Fuel Standard. Further, the proposed Project would generate
additional quantities of renewable refinery fuel gas that would replace a portion of the natural gas that
would be required by modifications to the Renewable Fuels Project. Therefore, the proposed Project
would not use non-renewable resoutces in a wasteful or inefficient manner. As a result, the proposed
modifications would not alter the conclusions from the December 2013 Final MND with respect to
energy (as evaluated in udlity and service system impacts). Natural gas is delivered to the existing
Refinery by Southern California Gas Company upon demand and would continue to do so in the future.
Early coordination with the Gas Company would ensure adequate and timely service to the Project.
Both utilities currently provide service in the area and are expected to continue to provide service to the

area.

The existing Refinery currently has communication systems in place, including telephone and internet
systems. The proposed modifications would not require new or expanded telephone or internet

systems. Therefore, the proposed Project would have no impacts on communication systems.

Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably
foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years?

Previous Environmental Review: As discussed in Section 3.19 (a) above, the water demand was
expected to be less than when the Refinery was in full operation. Therefore, water supply was expected

to be available. As a result, the impacts were determined to be less than significant.

Proposed Project Modifications: Potentially Significant Impact.

All of the proposed modifications to the Renewable Fuels Project would continue to be located within
the existing Refinery or the Lakewood Tank Farm. As discussed in Section 3.10 (b) above, the proposed
modifications to the Renewable Fuels Project include the construction of several new units that would
require additional water, including the PreTreat Unit and the new Hydrogen Generation Unit. While
water is currently provided to the existing Refinery, the increase in water use may be substantial and
could exceed one million gallons per day. Therefore, the proposed Project would have a potentially

significant impact on water supplies.
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d)

Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider, which serves
or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand
in addjtion to the provider’s existing commitments?

Previous Environmental Review: As discussed in Section 3.19 (a) above, the additional wastewater
discharge was within the industrial discharge permit limit for the Refinery. The peak effluent generation
would not be any greater than that of the existing Refinery. As a result, no new off-site facilities were

required to treat the projected flows and the impacts were determined to be less than significant.

Proposed Project Modifications: Potentially Significant Impact.

All of the proposed modifications to the Renewable Fuels Project would continue to be located within
the existing Refinery or the Lakewood Tank Farm. As discussed in Section 3.10 (a) above, the proposed
modifications to the Renewable Fuels Project include the construction of several new units that would
generate additional wastewater including the PreTreat Unit, wastewater treatment facilities to support
the Pretreat Unit, a new Sour Water Stripper, and a new Hydrogen Generation Unit. All of these
facilities would generate additional wastewater that would require treatment in the Refinery’s wastewater
treatment plant. The increase in wastewater discharge associated with the Project modifications would
be up to approximately 642,000 gallons per day (446 gpm), which would be well above the wastewater
discharge evaluated in the December 2013 Final MND. While the Refinery has existing wastewater
treatment equipment, the equipment would be modified to treat an increase in wastewater generated by
the Project modifications. In addition, the existing industrial wastewater discharge permit would need
to be modified with the Los Angeles County Sanitation District Department. Therefore, the Project
modifications would increase the wastewater discharged, require additional wastewater treatment
facilities, and require modifications to the wastewater discharge permit. Therefore, there would be a

potentially significant impact as a result of the Project.

Would the project generate solid waste in excess of state or local standards, or in excess of the
capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction
goals?

Previous Environmental Review: The December 2013 Final MND determined that the Project
contributed to two existing waste streams at the Refinery: spent caustic and spent catalyst. The caustic
scrubbing system is permitted as a backup for the refinery fuel gas treating system so the use by the
Project will not require an increase in capacity of generate more spent caustic than the Refinery has in
the past. Truck shipments of caustic were expected to occur approximately once every two weeks for
a total of 26 shipments per year and 650 tons per year of spent caustic sent for recycling. The spent
catalyst would be changed out once a year and generate approximately 35 tons of waste that would also

be sent for recycling. As a result, the potential impacts on landfills would be less than significant.

Proposed Project Modifications: Potentially Significant Impact.
All of the proposed modifications to the Renewable Fuels Project would continue to be located within

the existing Refinery or the Lakewood Tank Farm. The proposed modifications may result in an
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increase in solid and hazardous waste associated with contaminated soil, catalyst, caustic, and Pretreat
solids. The proposed modifications would result in an increase in solid and hazardous waste over what
was evaluated in the December 2013 Final MND. Therefore, there would be a potentially significant

impact associated with the generation of solid waste.

€) Would the project comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and
regulations related to solid waste?

Previous Environmental Review: The December 2013 Final MND determined that the Project’s
operation will be required to adhere to City and County ordinances with respect to waste reduction and
recycling. As a result, no significant adverse impacts related to State and local statutes governing solid

waste were anticipated.

Proposed Project Modifications: Less Than Significant Impact.

While the proposed Project modifications are expected to increase the amount of solid and hazardous
waste generated by the renewable fuels production facility, the facility would be required to adhere to
federal, state and local regulations with respect to waste handling, treatment, documentation, waste
reduction and recycling, transportation, and ultimate disposal. Therefore, no significant adverse impacts

related to State and local statutes governing solid waste are anticipated.

3.20 Wildfire

The State CEQA Guidelines were amended in July 2015 and the CEQA Checklist has been amended since the
December 2013 Final MND was prepared to specifically include a separate section on wildfire impacts.
Nonetheless, the potential for wildfires were addressed in the December 2013 Final MND under Hazards.

Iflocated in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity
zones:

a) Would the project substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?

Previous Environmental Review: As discussed in Section 3.9 (g) above the December 2013 Final
MND determined that the Project would not result in any arterials being closed to traffic during the
Project’s consttuction and subsequent operation. As a result, no significant adverse impacts to

emergency response plans were anticipated.

Proposed Project Modifications: No Impact.

As discussed in Section 3.9 (g) above, the proposed Project modifications would not impair
implementation or physically intetfere with an emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan.
The Project modifications would result in modifications to the existing Refinery; however, all
construction activities would occur within the confines of the existing Refinery so no emergency
response plans at other facilities would be mmpacted. The Refinery has prepared, adopted, and

implemented emergency response plans at its facility. The emergency response plans would need to be
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d)

3.21

updated following completion of construction activities associated with the renewable fuels production
facility. The Project modifications are not expected to alter the route that employees would take to
evacuate the site, as the evacuation routes generally direct employees outside of the main operating

portions of the facility. Therefore, there would be no impact associated with emergency response plans.

Would the project, due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks,
and thereby expose project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the
uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?

Would the project require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as
roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate
fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment?

Would the project expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or
downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff; post-fire slope instability, or drainage
changes?

Previous Environmental Review: As discussed in Section 3.9 (h) above, the December 2013 Final
MND determined that the area surrounding the Refinery is developed and there were no areas
containing natural vegetation that could lead to a wildfire. As a result, there were no impacts associated

with potential wildfires from off-site locations.

Proposed Project Modifications: No Impact.

As discussed in Section 3.9 (h) above, the proposed modifications would not increase the existing risk
of fire hazards in areas with flaimmable brush, grass, or trees. The Project modifications would not
expose people or structures to wildland fires. Further, the existing Refinery is not located in an area
where residences are intermixed with wildlands. No substantial or native vegetation exists within the
operational portions of the existing Refinery. Therefore, the Project modifications would not impact

people or structures due to fire hazards from wildland fires.

Mandatory Findings of Significance

Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population
to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community,
substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or
eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistoty?

No Impact. As discussed in Section 3.4, Biological Resources; Section 3.5, Cultural Resources; and Section
3.18, Tribal Cultural Resources, the proposed Project is not expected to result in significant impacts to
biological, cultural, or tribal cultural resources. Therefore, the proposed Project would not degrade the quality
of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce
the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate important examples of

the major periods of California history or prehistory.
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b)

Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable?
(“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable
when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects,
and the effects of probable future projects.)

Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Potentially Significant Impact. As addressed throughout this Initial Study, the proposed Project
would have no impact, a less-than-significant impact, a less-than-significant impact with mitigation

incorporated, or a potentially significant impact as indicated for each issue area.

Several impact areas (i.e., Section 3.2, Agricultural and Forestry Resources; Section 3.4, Biological
Resources; Section 3.6, Energy; Section 3.11, Land Use and Planning; Section 3.12, Mineral Resources;
Section 3.14, Population and Housing; Section 3.16, Recreation; and Section 3.20, Wildfire) were
determined to have a less-than-significant or no impact compared to existing conditions, and, thus, the
proposed Project would not contribute to cumulative impacts related to these environmental topics.
Other impact areas (i.e., Section 3.5, Cultural Resources; Section 3.7, Geology and Soils; Section 3.9,
Hazards and Hazardous Materials, and Section 3.18, Tribal Cultural Resources) are by their nature site-

specific, and impacts at one location do not add to impacts at other locations or create additive impacts.

The following issue areas have the potential for cumulative adverse environmental impacts: Section 3.1,
Aesthetics; Section 3.3, Air Quality; Section 3.8, Greenhouse Gas Emissions; Section 3.10, Hydrology
and Water Quality; Section 3.13, Noise; Section 3.17, Transportation; and Section 3.19, Utilities and
Service Systems. These impact areas with potentially significant cumulative impacts would potentially
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. The proposed Project is
expected to result in increased emissions, a change to the visual character of the area, a change in hazard
impacts, water supply, wastewater treatment facilities, noise sources, waste generation, and traffic, all of
which may result in cumulative impacts. Therefore, the proposed Project may result in cumulatively

considerable impacts as well as substantial adverse effects on human beings.
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