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Executive Summary

This Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) was prepared in compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA; California Public Resources Code [PRC] Division 13, Section 21000,
et seq.) and CEQA Guidelines (14 California Code of Regulations [CCR] 15000 et seq.) to assist the
Port of Stockton (Port) in considering the approval of the proposed NuStar Terminals Operations
Partnership L.P. (NuStar) Marine Oil Terminal Engineering and Maintenance Standards (MOTEMS)
Development and Vessel Service Project (proposed Project) in accordance with 22 CCR 66265 et seq.
Under the proposed Project, NuStar would connect its existing liquid bulk terminal, located at

2941 Navy Drive in Stockton, California, to Dock 10/11 at the Port to receive renewable diesel by
vessel and update and renew the commercial terms in NuStar's lease with the Port consistent with
the proposed Project.

The Port has principal responsibility for making a determination on the proposed Project through
issuance of the lease and is the lead agency under CEQA (PRC 21151 et seq.) and the CEQA
Guidelines for Implementation (14 CCR 15081 et seq.). Under Sections 15088 and 15132 of the CEQA
Guidelines, an FEIR consists of the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR); a list of commenters, as
well as the verbal and written comments received on the DEIR; responses to comments on
environmental issues received on the DEIR; and any information added to the document or any
changes made to the text of the DEIR in response to comments. The FEIR contains an updated
description of the proposed Project in Chapter 1; a copy of responses to all comments on
environmental issues received on the DEIR in Chapter 2; and a description of all changes made to the
DEIR in Chapter 3.

This FEIR will support the permitting process of all agencies whose discretionary approvals must be
obtained for particular elements of the proposed Project. The FEIR is intended to provide
decision-makers and the public with the most up-to-date information available regarding the
proposed Project, required mitigation measures, and alternatives.

Proposed Project

The proposed Project consists of: 1) connecting the existing NuStar liquid bulk terminal at 2941 Navy
Drive to Dock 10/11 at the Port in order to receive renewable diesel by vessel (Figure ES-1); and

2) updating and renewing the commercial terms in the NuStar lease with the Port consistent with the
proposed Project. NuStar or a predecessor has been operating this terminal since 1984. The types of
bulk petroleum and other products handled at the NuStar terminal include ethanol, gasoline,
naphtha, diesel, renewable diesel, biofuels, and lubricants. NuStar currently receives products at its
facility via pipeline, rail, and truck. Under the proposed Project, NuStar would add receipt by vessel to
increase renewable diesel transported to its terminal facility at the Port. To accommodate the vessel
service, NuStar is proposing to upgrade Dock 10/11 to meet state MOTEMS, and to install
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approximately 3,400 feet of underground 12-inch piping from the dock to its existing terminal.
Improvements at the terminal would include installation of approximately 3,050 feet of new terminal
piping, new pumps, truck rack improvements, and piping to provide the ability to tie into the existing
rail unloading system in the future, if needed. No construction would occur in the San Joaquin
River/Stockton Deep Water Ship Channel as part of the proposed Project.

The Port prepared this FEIR using available technical information and incorporating potential
alternatives to the proposed Project. As required by CEQA, the Port must evaluate the information in
this FEIR, including the DEIR, all comments received during public review, proposed mitigation
measures, and potentially feasible alternatives, before deciding whether to approve the proposed
Project or an alternative.

Project Objectives

Pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines and 14 CCR 15124, a “statement of the objectives sought by the
proposed project” must be provided as part of the project description in an EIR. The proposed
Project’s goal is to connect NuStar’s existing facility to and upgrade an existing dock at the Port in
order to receive renewable diesel by vessels, which will support broader California Low Carbon Fuel
Standard goals for lower-emitting fuels.

To accomplish this goal, the following key project objectives must be accomplished:

e Upgrade the existing Dock 10/11 to meet MOTEMS consistent with state seismic and safety
regulations in order to receive vessels

e Connect NuStar's existing facilities at the Port to the Dock 10/11 improvements to enable
receipt of renewable diesel arriving by vessel, increasing the amount of renewable diesel
transported to NuStar's existing terminal facility at the Port

e Update and renew the commercial terms in the NuStar lease with the Port consistent with the
proposed Project

¢ Increase availability of renewable diesel to assist California in meeting greenhouse gas (GHG)
abatement targets, decreasing reliance on imported fossil fuels
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Summary of Project Alternatives

The CEQA Guidelines (14 CCR 15126) require that an EIR consider a range of reasonable alternatives
to the project or to the location of the project that would feasibly attain most of its basic objectives
but would avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the project. The alternatives
considered in the DEIR were the following:

e Alternative 1: No Project Alternative
e Alternative 2: Reduced Project Alternative

Alternative 1: No Project Alternative

The No Project Alternative, which is required by CEQA, represents what would reasonably be
expected to occur in the foreseeable future if the proposed Project were not approved. Under this
alternative, no new developments would be constructed at Dock 10/11; therefore, there would be no
change to operations.

Alternative 2: Reduced Project Alternative

The Reduced Project Alternative includes full buildout of the project site, but with a reduced number
of vessel calls. Under this alternative, a maximum of eight vessels would call at the terminal annually.
Under the Reduced Project Alternative, throughput levels would not change as compared to the
proposed Project because the total diesel output storage would remain nearly the same and the
renewable diesel would be replaced with ultra-low-sulfur diesel fuel.

Comments Received

The DEIR was released and distributed on December 16, 2019, for a 45-day review period, which
ended on January 29, 2020. Twenty-four copies of the DEIR were distributed to various government
agencies, organizations, and repositories. The DEIR includes a full analysis and an Executive Summary
that summarizes the proposed Project, alternatives, and findings. The DEIR is available at two publicly
accessible repositories: the Port of Stockton (2201 West Washington Street, Stockton, California
95203); and the Cesar Chavez Central Library (605 North El Dorado Street, Stockton, California
95202); as well as online at https://ceqanet.opr.ca.qov/2019060229/3.

The Port received five comment letters on the DEIR from the following commenters:

e (California Air Resources Board (ARB)

e California Department of Toxic Substances Control

e California State Lands Commission

e San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (S)VAPCD)
e Delta Sierra Group of the Sierra Club
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In addition, one email was received from ARB requesting clarification on the proposed project
description.

All comments and responses to comments are presented in Chapter 2 of the FEIR.

Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Table ES-1 presents a summary of the environmental impacts of, proposed mitigation measures for,
and residual impacts of the proposed Project. Full descriptions of the mitigation measures noted in
Table ES-1 are provided following the table.

With incorporation of mitigation measures, the proposed Project would result in no project-level
impacts or less-than-significant project-level impacts to the following resource areas: aesthetics;
agriculture and forestry resources; air quality; biological resources; cultural resources; energy;
geology and soils; GHG emissions; hazards and hazardous materials; hydrology and water quality;
land use and planning; mineral resources; noise; population and housing; public services; recreation;
transportation; tribal cultural resources; utilities and service systems; and wildfire.

Summary of Cumulative Impacts

Implementation of the proposed Project, cumulatively combined with other related past, present, or
probable future projects, may result in significant and unavoidable cumulative adverse impacts
related to air quality and GHG emissions.
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Table ES-1
Summary of Proposed Project Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures

Impact
Impact Mitigation Determination
Determination Measures after Mitigation
Air Quality
AQ-1: Would the project’s emissions conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable Less-than- None Less-than-
air quality plan? significant impact significant impact
AQ-2: Would the project’s emissions result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any Less-than- Less-than-
criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or L . None . .
. . . significant impact significant impact
state ambient air quality standard?
. o . . Less-than- Less-than-
AQ-3: Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? L . None L .
significant impact significant impact
AQ-4: Would the project result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely Less-than- None Less-than-
affecting a substantial number of people? significant impact significant impact
Biological Resources
BIO-1: Would the project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special-status species in Potentially MM-BIO-1 Less-than-
local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and significant impact significant impact
Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
BIO-2: Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other
sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by No impact None No impact
the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
BIO-3: Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected
wetlands (including, but not limited to, marshes, vernal pools, coastal wetlands, etc.) through No impact None No impact
direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?
BIO-4: Would the project interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife No impact None No impact
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?
BIO-5: Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological . .
pro) . y P . P 9 9 No impact None No impact
resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?
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Impact

Impact Mitigation Determination
Determination Measures after Mitigation
BIO-6: Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted habitat conservation plan, .
. . . . Potentially Less-than-
natural community conservation plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat N . MM-BIO-1 N .
. significant impact significant impact
conservation plan?
Cultural Resources
CHR-1: Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical . .
. No impact None No impact
resource pursuant to Section 15064.5?
CHR-2: Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an Potentially MM-CHR-1 Less-than-
archaeological resource pursuant to Section 15064.5? significant impact significant impact
CHR-3: Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of Potentially MM-CHR-1 Less-than-
formal cemeteries? significant impact significant impact
Geology/Soils
GEO-1: Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:
« Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other Less-than- Less-than-
substantial evidence of a known fault? significant impact None significant impact
e Strong seismic ground shaking?
e Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?
e Landslides?
GEO-2: Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? No impact None No impact
GEO-3: Would the project be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable or that would
. . . . . Less-than- Less-than-
become unstable as a result of the project and potentially result in an on-site or off-site N . None N .
. . . . . significant impact significant impact
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse?
GEO-4: Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Less-than- None Less-than-
Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property? significant impact significant impact
GEO-5: Would the project have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic
tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems in areas where sewers are not available for the No impact None No impact
disposal of wastewater?
GEO-6: Would th ject directl indirectly dest i leontological . .
. fou e project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or No impact None No impact
site or unique geologic feature?
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Impact

Impact Mitigation Determination
Determination Measures after Mitigation
Greenhouse Gas Emissions
GHG-1: Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that Less-than- None Less-than-
may have a significant impact on the environment? significant impact significant impact
. T . . . MM-GHG-1,
GHG-2: Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for S . Less-than-
. . Significant impact 2,3,4,5 and L .
the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases? 6 significant impact
Hazards and Hazardous Materials
HAZ-1: Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through Less-than- None Less-than-
the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials? significant impact significant impact
HAZ-2: Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through
. e . Less-than- Less-than-
reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous L . None L .
o . significant impact significant impact
materials into the environment?
HAZ-3: Would the project emit hazardous emissions or involve handling hazardous or acutely . .
. . . L No impact None No impact
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within 0.25 mile of an existing or proposed school?
HAZ-4: Would the project be located on a site that is included on a list of hazardous materials
. . . . Less-than- Less-than-
sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create L . None L .
o . . significant impact significant impact
a significant hazard to the public or the environment?
HAZ-5: Would the project be located within an airport land use plan area or, where such a plan
has not been adopted, be within 2 miles of a public airport or public use airport, and result in a No impact None No impact
safety hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in the project area?
HAZ-6: Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted Less-than- None Less-than-
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan? significant impact significant impact
HAZ-7: Would th ject I truct ither directl indirectly, t . .
IAZ-7: Wou e project expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a No impact None No impact
significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires?
Noise
NV-1: Would the project result in generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase
. . . . ST . . . Less-than- Less-than-
in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the N . None N .
. . . . significant impact significant impact
local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?
NV-2: Would the project result in generation of excessive groundborne vibration or Less-than- None Less-than-

groundborne noise levels?

significant impact

significant impact
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Impact

Impact Mitigation Determination
Determination Measures after Mitigation
NV-3: Would the project result in, for a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or
an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within 2 miles of a public . .
. . . . . L No impact None No impact
airport or public use airport, would the project expose people residing or working in the
project area to excessive noise levels?
Transportation
TT-1: Would the project conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing the Less-than- None Less-than-
circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities? significant impact significant impact
TT-2: Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3, . .
S No impact None No impact
subdivision (b)?
TT-3: Would the project substantially increase hazards because of a geometric design feature Less-than- None Less-than-
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? significant impact significant impact
. o Less-than- Less-than-
TT-4: Would the project result in inadequate emergency access? . . None N .
significant impact significant impact
Tribal Cultural Resources
TCR-1: Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal Potentially MM-CHR-1 Less-than-

cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code Section 21074?

significant impact

significant impact
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The following mitigation measures are included in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

(MMRP) that will be considered by the Port as part of the FEIR approval process:

MM-BIO-1: Obtain Coverage under the SJMSCP or Conduct Nesting Bird Surveys. To
avoid impacts on potentially present special-status bird species, the proposed Project will
obtain coverage under the SJIMSCP. NuStar will submit an application for coverage to the San
Joaquin Council of Governments (SJCOG) within 60 days of project construction. SJICOG will
review the proposed Project, prepare a staff report, and submit the report to the SIMSCP
Habitat Technical Advisory Committee, who determines whether the proposed Project will be
covered under the SJIMSCP. Assuming the proposed Project is approved for coverage, a
SJCOG biologist will conduct a site visit to determine which incidental take minimization
measures (ITMMs) included in the SIMSCP are applicable to the proposed Project. SJCOG will
then execute a final summary of applicable ITMMs for the proposed Project. NuStar will
implement all required ITMMs identified by the SICOG.

If the proposed Project is not able to obtain coverage under the SIMSCP, NuStar will conduct
nesting bird surveys and avoidance measures consistent with the California Department of
Fish and Wildlife's (CDFW's) standard requirements. If equipment staging, site preparation, or
other project-related construction work is scheduled to occur between February 1 and
September 15, the nesting season of protected raptors and other avian species, a CDFW-
approved biologist will conduct a pre-construction survey of the project area for active nests
within 7 days prior to commencing project construction. The minimum survey area will be 250
feet for passerines, 500 feet for small raptors, and 1,000 feet for larger raptors. Surveys will be
conducted during periods of peak activity (early morning or dusk) and be of sufficient
duration to observe movement patterns. If a lapse in project-related work of 15 days or
longer occurs, another survey will be performed before construction is re-initiated.

If any active bird nests are found, a buffer around the nest will be established by the biologist
in coordination with CDFW. The buffer area will be fenced off from work activities and
avoided until the young have fledged, as determined by the biologist. The biologist will
monitor the active nest until the young have fledged for at least 2 hours per day when project
activities are occurring to observe the behavior of the nesting birds. If the birds show signs of
disruption to nesting activities (e.g., defensive flights/vocalizations directed toward project
personnel, standing up from a brooding position, or flying away from the nest), the buffers
will be expanded by the biologist until no further interruptions to nesting behavior are
detectable.

MM-CHR-1: Stop Work in the Area If Prehistoric or Historical Archaeological Resources
Are Encountered. In the event that any artifact, or an unusual amount of bone, shell, or non-
native stone, is encountered during construction, work would be immediately stopped and
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relocated to another area. The contractor would stop construction within 10 meters (30 feet)
of the exposure of these finds until a qualified archaeologist can be retained by the Port to
evaluate the find (see 36 CFR 800.11.1 and 14 CCR 15064.5[f]). Examples of such cultural
materials might include concentrations of ground stone tools such as mortars, bowls, pestles,
and manos; chipped stone tools such as projectile points or choppers; flakes of stone not
consistent with the immediate geology, such as obsidian or fused shale; a historic trash pit
containing bottles and/or ceramics; or structural remains. Native American tribes and the
Office of Historic Preservation would be notified of the find. Native American tribes consulted
on the proposed Project to date include the Wilton Rancheria and the Buena Vista Tribe of
Miwuk Indians. If the resources are found to be significant, they would be avoided or
mitigated.

e MM-GHG-1: Use of Tier 4 Engines During Construction. All off-road diesel-powered heavy
equipment exceeding 50 horsepower used to construct the proposed Project will be equipped
with Tier 4 engines, except for specialized equipment or when Tier 4 engines are not available.
In place of Tier 4 engines, off-road diesel-powered heavy equipment will incorporate retrofits
such that emission reductions achieved equal or exceed that of a Tier 4 engine.

e MM-GHG-2: Construction Idling Reductions. NuStar will require construction contractors
to minimize heavy-duty construction idling time to 2 minutes where feasible. Exceptions
include vehicles that need to idle to perform work (such as a crane providing hydraulic power
to the boom), vehicles being serviced, or vehicles in a queue waiting for work.

e MM-GHG-3: Construction Recycling. NuStar will require construction contractors to recycle
construction and demolition debris where feasible.

e MM-GHG-4: Truck Idling Reductions. NuStar will require trucks to minimize idling time to
2 minutes where available while on terminal. Truckers will be required to shut down trucks
while waiting over 2 minutes while on the terminal or NuStar will implement programs, such
as appointment systems in periods of congestion, to ensure trucks move efficiently through
the terminal. Exceptions include vehicles in a queue waiting for work at the truck rack.

e MM-GHG-5: Use of Clean Trucks. NuStar will encourage the use of clean trucks (defined as
model year 2017 or newer) to transport fuel. NuStar will also educate customers about the
SIVAPCD Truck Replacement Program via direct mailings. NuStar will post a copy of the
SIVAPCD Truck Replacement Program information currently available at
http://valleyair.org/grants/truck-replacement.htm at the site.
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e MM-GHG-6: Energy/Waste Audit. NuStar will develop a plan for reducing overall energy
use at its terminal. The plan will incorporate the following measures at a minimum:
- Replace less-efficient bulbs with energy-efficient light bulbs, where applicable.
- Identify areas for waste reduction, including reductions in single use products in
terminal buildings.
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AB Assembly Bill
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DOT PHMSA U.S. Department of Transportation Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety
Administration

DPM diesel particulate matter

DTSC Department of Toxic Substances Control

DWSC Deep Water Ship Channel

EIR Environmental Impact Report

FEIR Final Environmental Impact Report=

FRP Facility Response Plan

GGRF Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund

GHG greenhouse gas

HDD horizontal directional drilling

hp horsepower

HRA health risk assessment

ITMM incidental take minimization measures

LCFS Low Carbon Fuel Standard
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MCE
MM
MMRP
MOTEMS
NAAQS
NOx
NPDES
NuStar
O3
OSCP
PM
PM2s
PM1o
Port
PRC

SB
SJICOG
SIMSCP

SJVAB
SIVAPCD
SPCC
TAC
ULSD

up

USCG

maximum considered earthquake

Mitigation Measure

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
Marine Oil Terminal Engineering and Maintenance Standards
national ambient air quality standard

nitrogen oxide

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
NuStar Terminals Operations Partnership L.P.
ozone

Oil Spill Contingency Plan

particulate matter

PM less than 2.5 microns in diameter

PM less than 10 microns in diameter

Port of Stockton

Public Resources Code

Senate Bill

San Joaquin Council of Governments

San Joaquin County Multi-Species Habitat Conservation and Open Space

Plan

San Joaquin Valley Air Basin

San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District
Spill Prevention Control and Countermeasure Plan
toxic air contaminant

ultra-low-sulfur diesel

Union Pacific Railroad

U.S. Coast Guard
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1 Introduction

1.1 Final Environmental Impact Report Purpose and Organization

This Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) was prepared in compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA; Public Resources Code [PRC] Division 13, Section 21000 et seq.)
and the CEQA Guidelines (14 California Code of Regulations [CCR] 15000 et seq.) to assist the Port of
Stockton (the Port) in considering the approval of the proposed NuStar Marine Oil Terminal
Engineering and Maintenance Standards (MOTEMS) Development and Vessel Service Project
(proposed Project), located at 2941 Navy Drive, Stockton, California and Port Dock 10/11, in
accordance with 22 CCR 66265 et seq. Under the proposed Project, NuStar Terminals Operations
Partnership L.P. (NuStar) proposes to: 1) connect the existing NuStar terminal to Dock 10/11 to
receive renewable diesel by vessel to increase the amount of renewable diesel transported to its
terminal facility at the Port; and 2) update and renew the commercial terms in the NuStar lease with
the Port consistent with the proposed Project.

1.1.1  FEIR Purpose

The purpose of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is to inform decision-makers and the general
public of the potential environmental impacts resulting from a project, as well as the mitigation
measures or alternatives that would avoid or minimize identified significant impacts. The Port has the
principal responsibility for approving the proposed Project and, as the CEQA lead agency, is
responsible for the preparation and distribution of this FEIR pursuant to PRC 21067. The FEIR will be
used by the Port and other responsible agencies in conjunction with all approvals necessary for the
implementation of the proposed Project.

This document, in conjunction with the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR), collectively
constitutes the FEIR. As described in CEQA Guidelines Sections 15089, 15090, and 15132, the lead
agency must prepare and consider the information contained in an FEIR before approving a project.
Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15132, an FEIR comprises the following materials:

e The DEIR or a revision of the DEIR
e Comments and recommendations received on the DEIR
e Alist of persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting on the DEIR

1.1.2  FEIR Organization

Chapter 1 presents background and introductory information for the proposed approval and
implementation of the proposed Project. Chapter 2 presents information regarding the distribution
of and comments received on the DEIR as well as the responses to all comments received during the
public comment period. Chapter 3 presents a description of modifications to the DEIR.
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1.2 Project Description

NuStar proposes to connect its existing liquid bulk terminal to Dock 10/11 in order to receive
renewable diesel by vessel, and update and renew the commercial terms in NuStar's lease with the
Port consistent with the proposed Project. NuStar currently operates a liquid bulk terminal at

2941 Navy Drive, Stockton, California, within the Port. NuStar or a predecessor has been operating
this terminal since 1984. The types of bulk petroleum products handled at the NuStar terminal
include ethanol, gasoline, naphtha, diesel, renewable diesel, biofuels, and lubricants. NuStar currently
receives products at its facility via pipeline, rail, and truck. Under the proposed Project, NuStar would
add delivery by vessel to increase renewable diesel transported to its terminal facility at the Port. To
accommodate the vessel service, NuStar is proposing to upgrade Dock 10/11 to meet state
MOTEMS, an