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February 20, 2008

Lamont Thompson, Senior Planner
Planning and Building Regulations Department
City of Richmond
1401 Marina Way South
Richmond, CA  94804

Re:   Chevron Energy and Hydrogen Renewal Project, SCH #2005072117, City #1101974 
         Part 1 of CBE Comments on FEIR – Refinery Feedstock Switch

Dear Mr. Thompson:
Chevron’s Richmond Refinery releases an estimated 29 billion pounds of climate-poisoning, 
smog forming and toxic air and water pollutants each year.  Communities for a Better Environ-
ment (CBE) believes that the Refinery should be rebuilt to reduce this pollution and enable the 
transition to least-impact energy upon which our environmental health and economic prosperity 
depends.  Instead, Chevron proposes to lock in a new and more polluting fossil feedstock for 
decades.  CBE submits part one of our comments on the Final Environmental Impact Report 
(FEIR) for the proposed Project with this letter.

Feedstock quality drives pollutant generation.  The FEIR’s errors and omissions in feedstock 
assessment are fatal to its environmental review.  It claims to identify all the oils to be refined.  
These are not known.  It omits design specifications which must be known for feedstock char-
acteristics that may cause up to fifty times more pollution.  It fails to disclose that the proposed 
Project would increase Refinery capacity for pollution-intensive processing of oils that are high-
er in multiple contaminants.  It even insists that this could not occur.  Based on this erroneous 
conclusion, the FEIR dismisses and otherwise fails to address comments that identify significant 
impacts and means to avoid or lessen these impacts.  

The Project as proposed would switch to extremely contaminated, price-discounted feedstock 
that could include extra-heavy oil and oil sands when better quality oil is available.  By describ-
ing it as an equipment replacement that only shifts to similar oils with one-percent more sulfur 
because better quality oil is unavailable, the FEIR provides a false description of the Project.

The FEIR is fundamentally deficient and must be revised and recirculated for public review.

Respectfully submitted,

Greg Karras      Adrienne Bloch
Senior Scientist     Senior Attorney

Enclosure:  Part 1 of CBE’s Comments, including attachments
Copy: Interested organizations and individuals


