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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 1. Introduction

1. Introduction

This Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR, or Final EIR) has been prepared in conformance with the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Pub. Resources Code, Section 21000 et seq.; Cal. Code Regs.,
tit. 14, Section 15000 et seq. [CEQA Guidelines]) for the proposed John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking
Lot Project (the Pproposed Project or Project).

According to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15132, a Final EIR shall consist of:

The Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR, or Draft EIR) or a revision of the Draft EIR;

Comments and recommendations received on the Draft EIR, either verbatim or in summary;

A list of persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting on the Draft EIR;

The responses of the lead agency to significant environmental points raised in the review and consultation
process; and

5. Any other information added by the lead agency.

hAown =

In accordance with State CEQA Guidelines Section 15132, this document contains responses to comments
raising environmental points received on the Draft EIR during the public review period, which began on
November 15, 2024, and ended on February 4, 2025. The Final EIR has been prepared for the independent
review and approval of the lead agency’s decision making body, the Board of the Los Angeles Harbor
Department. This document and the publicly circulated Draft EIR, including all appendices thereto, comprise
the Final EIR in accordance with State CEQA Guidelines Section 15132.

1.1 PROJECT REVISIONS SINCE FEBRUARY 2026 FINAL EIR

In response to comments received regarding the Wilmington Interim Control Ordinance, the Proposed Project
has been revised to exclude APN 7412-024-007 from the Project site, as described in Chapter 3.0,
Modifications to the Draft EIR. As analyzed in the Draft EIR, APN 7412-024-007 was proposed for
landscaping only, and no buildings, structures, paving, loading areas, vehicle parking, circulation
improvements, staging, or other physical development were proposed on that parcel. Since the release of
the Draft EIR and February 2026 Final EIR, the parcel has been removed from the Proposed Project.
Accordingly, the Proposed Project would not include any development, entitlement, construction activity,
operational use, landscaping, or other Project-related improvement on APN 7412-024-007.

The removal of APN 7412-024-007 reduces the geographic extent of the Proposed Project and eliminates
the landscaping previously proposed on that parcel. To the extent the Draft EIR analyzed minor construction,
ground disturbance, irrigation, water demand, and maintenance activities associated with landscaping on
APN 7412-024-007, those activities would be avoided. The revision would not increase construction duration
or equipment use, vehicle or truck trips, air pollutant or greenhouse gas emissions, noise or vibration, utility
demand, public service demand, hazards, or any other environmental effect analyzed in the Draft EIR.

The landscaping previously proposed on APN 7412-024-007 was not identified as mitigation required to
reduce any significant environmental impact. However, the Draft EIR considered landscaping as a Project
design feature in the aesthetics analysis and in the land use and planning consistency analysis. Specifically,
the Draft EIR described the Proposed Project’s landscaping program as enhancing scenic quality, providing
visual depth and distance between surrounding roadways and parked trucks and chassis, and functioning as
a screen for views of parked trucks and chassis from public roadways. The Draft EIR also referenced the
Proposed Project’s landscaping, street trees, lighting, and related streetscape improvements in evaluating
consistency with applicable land use plans and policies that encourage streetscape improvements,
landscaped buffers, visual compatibility, and softened visual impacts of industrial development.
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 1. Introduction

Removal of APN 7412-024-007 would reduce the amount of landscaping compared to the Proposed Project
analyzed in the Draft EIR but would not eliminate the Project’s overall landscaping program or substantially
alter the visual screening, visual enhancement, and streetscape functions evaluated in the Draft EIR. The
revised Project would continue to include landscaping along the developed portions of the Project site and
public-facing edges, including areas adjacent to John S. Gibson Boulevard, where such landscaping would
continue to enhance public views of the facility, provide visual depth, and screen views of parked trucks and
chassis from surrounding public roadways. Therefore, while the revised Proposed Project would include
slightly less landscaping than analyzed in the Draft EIR, the revision would not substantially degrade the
visual character or quality of public views of the site or its surroundings, and aesthetics impacts would remain
less than significant.

The revision also would not result in a new or substantially more severe land use and planning impact. The
applicable land use policies discussed in Section 5.9 encourage landscaping, street trees, lighting, visual
compatibility, and streetscape improvements, but do not specifically require landscaping or other
improvements on APN 7412-024-007. Because APN 7412-024-007 would be removed from the Project
site, the revised Project would no longer seek approval for use or improvement of that parcel. The revised
Proposed Project would retain landscaping, lighting, and streetscape improvements on the remaining Project
site sufficient to maintain consistency with the applicable land use policies evaluated in the Draft EIR.
Accordingly, the removal of APN 7412-024-007 would not create a new conflict with an applicable land
use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect,
and land use and planning impacts would remain less than significant.

Because the Draft EIR analyzed the larger Project site, which included APN 7412-024-007, and because
only landscaping was proposed on that parcel, the removal of the parcel does not result in a new significant
environmental impact, a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified impact, or a feasible
mitigation measure or alternative that the Project proponent has declined to adopt. The public had the
opportunity to review and comment on the larger Project site footprint analyzed in the Draft EIR, and the
revised Project site represents a reduction in that footprint. Therefore, the revision does not constitute
“significant new information” within the meaning of Public Resources Code Section 21092.1 or State CEQA
Guidelines Section 15088.5, and recirculation of the Draft EIR is not required.

1.2 FORMAT OF THE FINAL EIR

The following chapters are contained within this document:
Chapter 1, Introduction. This chapter describes CEQA requirements and the contents of the Final EIR.

Chapter 2, Response to Comments. This chapter provides a list of agencies and organizations who
commented on the Draft EIR, as well as copies of their comment letters received during and following the
public review period, and individual responses to their comments.

Chapter 3, Revisions to the Draft EIR. This chapter contains revisions made to the Draft EIR as a result of
the comments received by agencies and organizations as described in Chapter 2, and/or errors and
omissions discovered following release of the Draft EIR for public review, including the removal of APN
7412-024-007 from the Project.

The Los Angeles Harbor Department has determined that none of this material constitutes “significant new
information” requiring recirculation of the Draft EIR, or any sections thereof, for further public review and
comment under State CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5. The additional material clarifies existing
information contained in the Draft EIR and does not present any new substantive information. None of this
new material indicates that the Project would result in a significant new environmental impact not previously
disclosed in the Draft EIR. Additionally, none of this material indicates that there would be a substantial
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increase in the severity of a previously identified environmental impact that would not be mitigated, or that
there would be any of the other circumstances requiring recirculation described in Section 15088.5.

Chapter 4, Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting Program. This Final EIR also includes the Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP). CEQA requires lead agencies to “adopt a reporting or
monitoring program for the changes made to the project or conditions of project approval, adopted in order
to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the environment.” (Pub. Resources Code, Section 21081.6, subd.
(a)(1); see also, State CEQA Guidelines Section 15097). The MMRP was prepared based on the mitigation
measures included in this Final EIR and has been included as Chapter 4.

1.3 CEQA REQUIREMENTS REGARDING COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

State CEQA Guidelines Section 15204(a) outlines parameters for submitting comments and reminds persons
and public agencies that the focus of review and comment of Draft EIRs should be “on the sufficiency of the
document in identifying and analyzing the possible impacts on the environment and ways in which the significant
effects of the project might be avoided or mitigated. Comments are most helpful when they suggest additional
specific alternatives or mitigation measures that would provide better ways to avoid or mitigate the significant
environmental effects. At the same time, reviewers should be aware that the adequacy of an EIR is determined
in terms of what is reasonably feasible ... CEQA does not require a lead agency to conduct every test or perform
all research, study, and experimentation recommended or demanded by commenters. When responding to
comments, lead agencies need only respond to significant environmental issues and do not need to provide all
information requested by reviewers, as long as a good faith effort at full disclosure is made in the EIR.”

State CEQA Guidelines Section 15204(c) further advises, “Reviewers should explain the basis for their
comments, and should submit data or references offering facts, reasonable assumptions based on facts, or expert
opinion supported by facts in support of the comments. Pursuant to Section 15064, an effect shall not be
considered significant in the absence of substantial evidence.”

Section 15204(d) also states, “Each responsible agency and trustee agency shall focus its comments on
environmental information germane to that agency’s statutory responsibility.” Section 15204(e) states, “This
section shall not be used to restrict the ability of reviewers to comment on the general adequacy of a document
or of the lead agency to reject comments not focused as recommended by this section.”

In accordance with Pub. Resources Code, Section 21092.5, copies of the written responses to public agencies
are being forwarded to those agencies at least 10 days prior to certification of the Final EIR, with copies of
this Final EIR document, which conforms to the legal standards established for response to comments on the
Draft EIR pursuant to CEQA. Pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15089(b), lead agencies may
provide an opportunity for review of the Final EIR by the public or by commenting agencies before a project
is approved but are not required to do so.
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2. Response to Comments

State CEQA Guidelines Section 15088 requires the Lead Agency, the Los Angeles Harbor Department
(LAHD), to evaluate comments on environmental issues received from public agencies, organizations,
companies, and individuals who reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) and prepare written
responses. This section includes copies of all written comment letters received on the Draft EIR and LAHD’s
responses to the comment letters. Copies of the comment letters and responses to the comment letters will be
provided to Lead Agency decisionmakers as part of the Final EIR. Comment letters and specific comments
are numbered for reference purposes which correspond to the Lead Agency’s response. A summary of each
numbered comment in the commenter’s letter precedes the Lead Agency’s response.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

The following is a list of public agencies, organizations, and individuals or interested parties that submitted
comments on the Draft EIR during the public review and comment period which extended from November
15, 2024 through February 4, 2025. All comment letters received on the Draft EIR and responses to those
comments are provided on the following pages.

Table 2-1: Commenters on the Draft EIR

Letter Number Agency/Organization/Name Date Received

Agencies (A)

Al Los Angeles Unified School District January 7, 2025
A2 California Department of Transportation January 10, 2025
A3 South Coast Air Quality Management District January 10, 2025
A4 City of Los Angeles — Council District 15 January 31, 2025
A5 California Coastal Commission February 4, 2025

Organizations (O)

o1 Wilmington Neighborhood Council January 28, 2025

02 National Association for the Advancement of Colored February 3, 2025
People

o3 Northwest San Pedro Neighborhood Council February 10, 2025

Individuals (I)

Dianne Flowers

February 4, 2024

12 Pat Nave February 4, 2024

13 Janet Schaaf-Gunter February 4, 2024

14 Various Residents February 4, 2024
PUBLIC MEETING ON DRAFT EIR

The LAHD held a publicly noticed meeting on December 11, 2024 at 4:00 pm via Zoom. The meeting was
conducted in English and Spanish. One member of the public attended the virtual meeting, and no questions

or comments were provided. English and Spanish transcripts from the meeting can be found in Appendix C
to this Final EIR.
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Letter Al: Los Angeles Unified School District (5 pages)

Los Angeles Unified School District

Oifice of Environm ental Health and Safety

ArEpmTe AL Ty L Loy TORES
Seml = B v il s Sp

FISINTE LR
o e @ e e S

lamuary 7, J025

Lisa Wunder

Acting Dargstor of Emviresmental Management

Paort of Los Amgeles Envirenmental Manapement DNvision
Laos Angeles Harbor D parinsent

424 South Palos Vendss Sirest

San Pedro, OA 90721

PROJECT LOCATION: 1599 Jobhn §. Gibson Boulevard
PEONECT: John 5. Gibson Treck and L‘ha-:ist]’:rkin; Lot Progecl DR (5O 208
et (L PR Y

Prosonted below are commnis submatted on behalf of the Los Angeles Unafied Schood Diastrct (LA Unidod
o Dhistrnat ) segarding b John 5. Gibson Truck and Cleassis Parkong Lol Prajeat. The Dasinet 15 concenad
abcai the polential negative impacts of the progect on oer students, staff, and parenis and guandians of
slubents attending the following schools choss 1o the progect sile. The Projed’s study arca inchados morg
than 50 Dastrict siles and selools located in the citics of Los Angeles, Camon, and usmincorporated Los
Ampeles County, District school siles kess than o mibe from the Project site inclhede:

William J. Jobmsion Commmunity Day School, 2200 Taper Avense, San Poedro, Calif.

Tapor Elementary Schood (701 Ke35 students ), 1524 Taper Avenue, San Pedr, Calif,

Fark YWestan Ekmantary Schood (520 k-5 studcnta), 1204 Park Westermn Place, San Padro, Calif,
Harbor Oecapational Centor, T40 W, Pacalic Avenue, San Podro, Califl

Barton Hill Ekemomtary Schosol (353 k-5 sbadents ), £23 N, Pacilic Avenue, San Pedro, Calsf
Hywsiisn Flemantary Sdsool {300 K-35 ssadants ), 240 Hawsiian Averue, Wilsnington, Cahf

* B B & ¥ B

Based om the cxtent otz of the propsed development, il 1s our opimion thal signalicast enveenmenial
impacts on the swroumding commumity may ocom. Simce the project may have an envirenmental impact os
LALSI schools, revommended mcasures and conditsons designad 1o help meducs or ¢liminate potanizal
impacts are included in il reponse,

The Proposed Projest swoeisll grade and mstall a Portland sonaels cement (POC-paved parkmg lod on
approximaiely $05,6002 square feel within a [E63%acre (R11, 41 square Feet) sibz. Within the parking lot,
siriping woukl be added for 293 stalls, cach approsimately 11 feet wide by 40 feet long. The Proposed
Progeet 18 anticipated b be ased for hort-lem  parmg. a5 chassie and comtainers apg not antseguated o b
parked on sie for lomper than 24 hoors, The Proposed Project would resull in spprosemately 1,704 ones
way truck irips por day, approximately 4 one-way delvery vendor tnips per day. and approximatcly 10 A2
passnper vlnicle trips per day, The paiing bol b= inlended to suppon ship offboading and boasding actiities .
ccuering ab POLA conlainer vands, An approsinuasely Sl-sguaresfool buildmg with restrooms woukd be
provided on sile for emplovess and reck drivers. The Propossd Projest would bo acoessed from an all-
acces, sipnalized Akfool o Glfoot-wide drvewsy Jlr-ng_ John 5 Cribscs Howlevad, |e additson, s
prefabricated guard booth ssd spproxemaiely Ssquare-food restroom on slabonsgrade foumdations woukd
b inetalbed For g by truck dimvars and Propoesed Project employoss. Botaming wall strocturcs wouhd be
AN Saah Beasiliy A wemir, 117 Flod, Los Aigeles, O 01" o Tebogsbads (1100 241005 = Fak (218 340 &318

e A ke T v iy o i il il i b o el @ e D Ll e T T sl sl | ol
Maw ey To slsasey o dncamssy enal bl oed s ren o wloods
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

installed om site, which weuld mchads six mechanically stshilizad cath (M53E) relammg walls op 1o
appeenimaely 30 feet m height. Progosed Project constraction would |sst approximalely cight mosths and
includes removal and reldocation of existing on-site cell phome lowers, sile preparation [ imcloding imstallation
al cisternsh, gradimg, paving and installation of slab foundatsons, chargmg infrastructurs, signags, and
stripang. Propect comtrmction, imclulmg gradiag, is santicipatsd fo requare approximately 3453 cubic vanls
of =01l impor. a1.7

The District requests hat our schools be recognized i sensitive neceplors and that the amalvsis in the FIR
spocilically adirosscs potential Enpacts Lo our school commumitses. Spocific ancas of concen whare the
Progect s consruction amd operation woidd have a spgrificant effect on Dhstriet’s siles melude A Craalily,
Hazzrds, Moise, and Traesporiaton Traflic (inchiding podstrian safetyh Pasad on the extent/lecation of
the proposcd develoepmont, it 1= our opamion thal orvarcemental imgpascts on the sumounding arca walll likely
oogun, Simce the propecl mayv have an enveronmental impact to shadents and residents recmmended
mcsures designed 1o help redoce or eliminase potential impacis are inclsded in this response.

Work with 1.4 Unified

Progecl projenents must coordinse any construction sctivities with LA Unifeed 8o emsure safety of students
amd hear famsilies and minmmees disruptions b schosl adivities amid acoms 1o cimpus. Efcctng stralagss
of aveiding significant impacts on school oporations. mclude:

e Complating constraction activities such s demsolition snd ecavation when the schisls are pod i
sossim (summeor and wintor breals, holidayvs, wockends, and afler howrs ) Al.3

s [ncluding school and [Msirict reprosenialives 1o review  construclion managemend plans,
constraction aulreach plans, and participalion in weekly constroction medings,

& btamning prior sothoneation froe the Dismet for any cosements and project sctivifies on or
surninling Districd propaisa.

= Working with the District in klontifying appropriate construcison milkgation programs.

Air Craality

District sbademis and school stall should be considenad sensslive recdplons e air polhstion impacts. To
e That effective mesusmes are applicd to forther neduce cosstruction air pollstant imgucts, e Distnict
ashw that the Agency incorpomate imlo the project’s conditioss or meitigation mossores the folbowing
lamguaga:

e [mplament alll applicshle provisions of Buls 403 for figative dusd control during construction of the
Project.

e Ulldlies low emzssion “clean digssl cquipment with new or modilied sogines mamilacised 1o mest
Tier 4 specifications or retrofitied 1 comply with CARE s venilied dicsel emission control strabegy
{VDECS). Ala

s Constection vebiclos shall not dlo in cxoms of five minudcs.

Enswre that constnection cjaipment i properly toned and maintsinal in sccondance with

mansafaciurer’s specificaions.

Wsler'mist soil as il is being excavated and loaded ceio the tramsporiation brocls,

Watermist and'or spply surfactanss o soil placed in trassportation tnacks prior bo exitang the site

Minimize sosl drop baight mio tansporiation tecks or stockpiles during dumping.

Cover the bollom of the cxcavated arsa with polvothvlene shoetmg when work & nol beng

pretfimed,

Place stoskpaled seal om polysthylens shectmyg and cover with samalar matirial.

& Place stockpiled soal in areas shiclded from prevailing winds,

¥ R F W L 3

N Soah Peiaidiy & vrmint, 11 Floed, Las Aigeies, ©4 90| 7 o Teboplione (1105 241 105 = Fay (310 140 #31&

e N pient T s iy o e il bl o b O @l @ b L LA s e Naiaoh, ded eeeloiede | B miwi
Char Plaey T clewvs o cedsessi sned il oed sqfene metn o sl
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o Swcep sbreeis ol the end af the day il visible woil matensl is camicl cnte adjscent public paved
moads [recormmend walor sweepers )

& [mstalll wheel washers {or sicel shaker plales) where vebricles anler and exil unpaved roads onto
pavedl roails or wash ofF iricks and any aquipmieni lasvmg the sile cach inp.

o Sospend all excavating and gradimp operatsons when wind speeds {5 imstanianeos geis) eocead
25 miles por hour fmph L

s Excavation and trarsporiation of =o0il known o contain harardoss substances should be Emited o
pirioals when school s nol in session

Ax regquired By the CEOA Guadelines, the Dvafl EIR mis evalwite the Project’s impacts that conflact with
o phstnact implementation of i applicsble air quabity plan, which includes the Wilmington, Carson, and
West Long Beach Communiy Emissions Reduction Plan (CERF). The CERF identibies roducing exposure
b0 ain pollulson at schools, chiblcare contens, and homes as one of the plan’s six priorities. The Dralh EIR
should provide adequale evalostion xir guality impacts by evabuting the Propect’s conformity and
consistoncy with the CERP and ils implamentatson of reducing axposse o air pollutson al schools.!

Hazurds and Hazardous Materialsy
Tha Progoct has tho polential o transpori barards and baeardous matorials doring constmaction: and

eperation. The lollowing language is recommended For potential impacts related 1o bazards and hazandous
malerizk.

*  [hiring comstrisiim, mgnes cgross roules o the comsinisson s should bo deagned 1o ensane (hat
trucks and constnaction vehiches canryving hazards and hazardows maierials sre routed sway from
Ihstna  sites.  Addibional  recommendations  aro provided in lkis  leHer under  the
Tramsportation Trailic sectsm,

Sodur and Vib

Moise amd vibration croated by construction and operation adivilics may mnpact Districd schools that are
adszent b0 the Progect eoaridor, CEOA reguires that such mpacis be quantified snd climmmated of reducad
tio o bevel of imsignificance. 1% Unificod established maximmum allowable noise levels io protect students and
lall from nesse impacts generated in tams of Leg. These standands worg gsiablished hasod on regulations
wed Forth by the Califismis Departenent of Trenspoatation. LA Unified’s edenor nosse stasdamd is 67 dBA,
Lo and the interior noiso standand s 453 dFk Log. A noiseo loval increasa of 3 dI3A or moro over anvhecnd
moise lovels B corsiderod sigmifican for existing schools and wouakl raquire mitigstion ke achiove bovols
withan 2 dBA of pre-project ambient level, To ensire that effective measires are emploved to redice
copslruction-relabod moise impacts on the campas, the Districd agks that the Agemcy incorporate inlo the
Pt s condilions or miligation memsures the following lnguaps:

*  Provisums shall be made o allow he schaol and or desigrated representativols ) 1o nolily the
progect applicent wiven soise mmpacts 1o the schooks ecesd the Distrct™s nowse standards.

e Allpile driving squipment shall be equipped with neise conteod devices and'or shall insglement
nivise boflers wilh mimimem gaicting Betor of WA, bo the extent Feasgble. IT possibie, drilled
pik= are prelfared to driven pakes.

s Dlemalition activilies shall be scheduled for when school i nof in session.

BRI CTEF R, R e el g s S w7 ks DL o ey Bl corp wrmlh i w8

N Soah Peiaidiy & vrmint, 11 Floed, Las Aigeies, ©4 90| 7 o Teboplione (1105 241 105 = Fay (310 140 #31&

e N pient T s iy o e il bl o b O @l @ b L LA s e Naiaoh, ded eeeloiede | B miwi
Char Plaey T clewvs o cedsessi sned il oed sqfene metn o sl
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I addhitnon,, bo smsurs that effective masumes arg coployed 16 raluce comstrection amd opsration related

Eoise Empacts on District siles, the District ssks that the Agency incorporate istoe the project’s conditions

o mifigalion measumes:

&1.7

#  Provissons shall be made 1o allow school administralors and'or thor designated reprosentativols) Py
1o nolaly the contracior i cosstruciaon noise levels are sdvasedy impacting the leaming
environnenl. In this evenl, the contractor must implament addsticnal noise alfenmation messunes of
reschiaduls nowc-gencralimg activilies ko a lmme when school is nol in scssion

JTraffic/Transporiation

LALEY s Transporiation Branch must be coniacted at (203 ) 580-2050 rogarding tha polonlial impact wpon

anstmg school bes roules, The Prjest Manager or designes wll Bave to natifly the LALSD Transportaton

Hramch of the expecled start and eniling dates for varices porisons of the project thal may affect traffic wilkin

mearhy school arcas, T cosure thal slfstive condations are employsd e raluss constructienm anid eperalion

related transporiation inspacts on District sites, mschuding the ned increase of LM or mere daily vehicke

trips, the District ssks that e Agency mcorporate info the project’s conditions or miligalien nseasares the

firlloming binguages:

v School buses must have unresinicled acsess to sduools, i

#  [hring the constrection phase. truck traffic and consinection vehicles may mol cause traffic dolays
Forr i transporksd sbadenis

= [hring and afler comstrusism changesd traflic patterns, lae adjustment, trallic hight patiams, and
aliered hus siogs may pol affiecl school buses’ oa-time performance and passenger safiety,

e Constrection trucks and other vehsches are rogquired o slop when moountering schoal buses using
red-flashing-lights musi-stop-indicaton per e California Vehadle Cesde.

e Conlraciors mis) install and mantain approgmiate traffic contrals (signs ansl signals) 1o cnsse
vichicular safety.

& Parenis/guardians droppeng off thear children mvust have access o the passenger boading arcas,

Dodesirinn Fafcty

Clonsdruction activities that inclads street closures, the presence of beavy squipment and incressed tnack
trips bo bl materials om and of 1 the project 280 can lead to abety harards For poople walking in (b vicinity
af the constraction site, To cnsure thal elfstng conditiors s staployvald & redecs comstructom and
operation related pedesinan safety @npacts on [histnd sites, the Disnet asks ihat the Agency incomorate
inlo the project’s condilions ar mufigatson masares the following language:

s Conlraciors mast mamlain ongeang communscation with LALSEY schoo]l admenistrators, provsding
sisflficienl mofics 1o forcwam children snd parcnts when existing pedeatrian moule to school may be
impacted. AlLR

e Conlracion sl maimiain safe and convensent pedsiman restes 1o all mearby schisols

e Coniraciors must imetall amd maaniaim appropriate tafllic controls (signs and signals) o cosurg
pedestrian and vehicular safety,

= Haul rostes ane sol to pass by amp school, sneept when schos] B sl in sesion

s Mo slaging or parking of construction-rolaled vohiches, mcluding workor-transpaort sohscles, will
ageur on o pdgacent b0 a schood propeny,

e Fundmg for crossing gaands and (lagpors al the contrascton’s exporng 1 roquinred when saliety of
children may be compromised by cosstructon-related sctivities o impacicd schosl crossmgs.

»  Harmers andior fencing musd be installed 80 secure constructon squipment and &0 mmimics
irespassing, vassdalisn, shoricot stivactions, and stiraciive nusences.

N Soah Peiaidiy & vrmint, 11 Floed, Las Aigeies, ©4 90| 7 o Teboplione (1105 241 105 = Fay (310 140 #31&

e N pient T s iy o e il bl o b O @l @ b L LA s e Naiaoh, ded eeeloiede | B miwi
Char Plaey T clewvs o cedsessi sned il oed sqfene metn o sl
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. : . ; e . 1.9
o Coniracion are reguired 1o provids seasily patials (30 their cupense) o mindmice e passing, :nm.
vandalwm, and short-cuf attractions.

The Destrict s charge & to peolect the healil and wafety of sisdests il stalf, amd the inlegrity of the Iﬂ.rm'ng
ervinonmend. The commonts prosented above slontdy podentsad eevironmeontal impacts molatod 1o the

proposd projed that must be addresscd 10 cosure the welfare of the students sttending schoods, their | a4 10
teachers and s4a(f, as well & to inform parents and guandises of these students.

Thank youa fior your attention to thas maner, [f you noed addstional information, pleass contact me at (213)

142100 81 gp=bry s Fepanderialausd net,

!i'!:l-fd::h-.

Lo Angeles Unified Schoal District (LALSD
Cfice of Emvironmental Healih and Safety (CHEHES)
133 3 Heawdry Ave, 218t Floor, Los Angeles, CA S001T

N Swaahy Peisiliy 4 vemee, 11 Floor, Les Alggries, ©84 0601 " e Tebplions (1105 5400098 = Fax chid 1o &8s

e N ke Toe o b s e il bl b i o kel @ b L, b e A el ey
Chir sy T clevamey oV s bnal il osed sdfimy miskr o e deeal o

i
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Response to Letter Al: Los Angeles Unified School District, dated January 7, 2025

Comment A1l.1: This comment introduces the comment letter and states that the Los Angeles Unified School
District (District) is concerned about the potential negative impacts of the Proposed Project on the students,
staff, and parents attending the six listed schools which are within one mile of the Project site. The comment
concludes by stating that the District believes that the Proposed Project has the potential to cause significant
environmental impacts on the school facilities and that additional mitigation measures should be included.

Response A1l.1: This comment is introductory in nature and does not provide any substantial evidence
supporting the commenter’s view that the Project would result in reasonably foreseeable significant adverse
environmental impacts not already identified, analyzed, and mitigated in the Draft EIR. As discussed below
in Response A1.2, the Proposed Project would not result in any significant adverse impacts on nearby sensitive
receptors, including the District school sites listed by the commenter. Thus, there is no requirement to include
additional mitigation measures under CEQA.

Comment A1.2: This comment provides a summary of the Proposed Project and states that the nearby
schools should be analyzed as sensitive receptors regarding impacts related to Air Quality, Hazards, Noise,
and Transportation/Traffic. The comment concludes by stating that due to the potential for impacts to students
in the community, the Proposed Project should include recommended mitigation measures to reduce impacts.

Response A1.2: The comment largely consists of a summary of the Proposed Project and, therefore, does
not require a response as no substantial environmental issues are raised. Although the comment expresses
general concern regarding the Project’s potential to result in significant air quality, noise, hazards and
transportation (including pedestrian safety) impacts, the comment does not provide substantial evidence
supporting such a conclusion. No further response is required.

Comment A1.3: This comment states that construction activity should be coordinated with the District and
provides measures to avoid construction impacts on school operations.

Response A1.3: As described throughout the Draft EIR, construction impacts related to hazards, air quality,
transportation, and noise were found to be less than significant. Consequently, no mitigation is required under
CEQA. This is due, in part, to construction and other vehicles accessing the site via I1-110 and the truck route
on John S. Gibson Boulevard. Trucks accessing the site would not pass by Taper Elementary School. Therefore,
the suggested measures to coordinate construction of the Project, if approved, with the District are
unnecessary.

Comment A1.4: This comment states that the students and school staff should be considered sensitive
receptors for air pollution impacts and provides additional mitigation measures to reduce construction air
pollution.

Response A1.4: To the extent the comment implies that significant air pollution impacts could result from the
Proposed Project, the Draft EIR modeled the potential health risks as well as air quality emissions resulting
from the Proposed Project. Specifically, as discussed throughout the Draft EIR, sensitive receptors in the area
would not experience direct or indirect significant adverse environmental impacts as a result of the Proposed
Project. As discussed in Section 5.2, Air Quality, localized impacts were found to be less than significant.
While none of the schools listed in the comment letter were specifically listed as sensitive receptors in the
localized significance analysis, the Draft EIR did analyze localized impacts to the nearest residents, which
are located approximately 1,366 feet southwest of the Project site, whereas the nearest school site is located
over 2,000 feet from the Project site. These residences are in closer proximity to the site and likely the
hauling routes, and impacts to residences are analyzed utilizing the same emissions thresholds as school
receptors, resulting in a conservative analysis of potential impacts. Since the localized emission exposure at
the nearest sensitive receptor was found to be less than significant compared to SCAQMD thresholds, as
shown on Draft EIR Tables 5.1-9 and 5.2-10, impacts related to the school sites located farther away are
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expected to dissipate. This similarly applies to the Proposed Project’s health risk impacts from construction
and operation. Both the construction and operational health risk assessment (Appendix B to the Draft EIR)
found that the maximally exposed individual (MEI) receptor was located approximately 1,589 feet from
the Project site. As discussed on page 5.2-11 of the Draft EIR, although this location is not the nearest receptor
to the Project site, it is the location that would experience the highest concentrations of diesel particulate
matter (DPM) during Proposed Project operation due to meteorological conditions. All other receptors would
experience lower concentrations of DPM and thus less risk during operation of the Proposed Project. Thus,
the District school sites would experience less risk, and impacts would also be less than significant.

As stated above, the Proposed Project would not result in significant impacts to any sensitive receptors,
including the listed District school sites, as they are even further from the Project site than the maximally
exposed residential receptor. Thus, there is no nexus to require mitigation measures to address impacts to
school sites, and no revisions to the Draft EIR are warranted.

This comment does not provide any substantial evidence that the Project would result in any new potentially
significant adverse environmental impacts not already identified and considered in the Draft EIR. As discussed
in Draft EIR Section 5.2, Air Quality, for example, construction activity would be required to be consistent
with South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) Rule 403 regarding fugitive dust, and Rule
1113 regarding architectural coatings, and California Air Resource Board’s (CARB) idling limit of five
minutes. As described above, all air quality emissions would be below the thresholds, and there is no nexus
for additional mitigation including the use of Tier 4 construction equipment.

Comment A1.5: This comment requests that the Draft EIR evaluate the Project’s potential for inconsistency
with the Wilmington, Carson, and West Long Beach (WCWLB) Community Emissions Reduction Plan (CERP).

Response A1.5: The Proposed Project would not conflict with the CERP as it would comply with existing air
quality and GHG emission reduction regulations. Table 2-2, below, compares the CERP’s objectives with the
measures currently applied to the Proposed Project. As detailed in Table 2-2, the actions that are not
included are either not applicable to the Proposed Project, not required as Project impacts related to the
recommended measure would not occur or are less than significant, or because the Project Applicant and the
City do not have the authority to require the action and therefore are infeasible.

Table 2-2: Project Consistency with the WCWLB CERP

WCWLB CERP Actions Project Inclusion/Applicability

Ports

Action 3: Reduce Emissions from Port Equipment (Cargo | As discussed in Draft EIR Section 3.0, Project Description,
Handling Equipment) and Drayage Trucks the Proposed Project would utilize zero-emission cargo
handling equipment.

Neighborhood Truck Traffic

Action 1: Reduce Truck Idling As discussed in Draft EIR Section 5.7, Greenhouse Gases,
construction contractors and truck operators would be
required to comply with applicable CARB idling
regulations for on-road vehicles during Project
construction and operation. Additionally, construction
contractors would be required to comply with applicable
CARB off-road equipment idling regulations during
Project construction and operation.
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WCWLB CERP Actions Project Inclusion/Applicability

Action 2: Reduce Emissions from Heavy-Duty Trucks The City does not have the authority to require all heavy-
duty trucks entering or on the Project site to be of a
certain model year or engine type, or require future
tenants and vendors to utilize heavy-duty vehicles for
trips to and from the site that are zero-emissions. Truck
operators would be required to comply with applicable
CARB idling regulations for on-road vehicles during
Project construction and operation. Trucks and passenger
vehicles accessing the Project site would use California
fuels which are subject to the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
regulations.

Comment A1.6: This comment states that the potential impacts from the transportation of hazards and
hazardous materials should be mitigated by ensuring that vehicles carrying hazards and hazardous materials
are routed away from District sites.

Response A1.6: The nearest school to the Project site is Taper Elementary School at 1824 N. Taper Avenue,
San Pedro, which is approximately 0.6 miles to the west. Access to the Project site would be provided by
the 1-110 and the truck route on John S. Gibson Boulevard. Trucks accessing the site would not pass by Taper
Elementary School.

Comment A1.7: This comment provides recommended mitigation measures to ensure that construction and

operational activities comply with the District’s exterior noise standard of 67 dBA and interior noise standard
of 45 dBA.

Response A1.7: As discussed in the revised Noise and Vibration Impact analysis (Appendix B to the Final
EIR), the Volunteers of America Pre-school, while not a District school, is located over 2,000 feet or 0.4 miles
from the Project site at 334 S. Figueroa Street. At this distance, construction noise and operation noise would
not contribute to the noise environment at the educational facility or increase ambient noise levels as noise
levels dissipate exponentially with distance from their noise sources (Appendix B to the Final EIR). Lastly,
none of the educational facilities are adjacent to construction or operational truck routes anticipated for the
Proposed Project. The nearest LAUSD facility is Taper Elementary School at 1824 N. Taper Avenue, San
Pedro, which is approximately 0.6 miles west of the Project site. Thus, there is no reasonably foreseeable
significant adverse noise impacts on schools either directly, from construction-related impacts or, indirectly,
from truck haul routes. Thus, no mitigation is required.

Comment A1.8: This comment states that the District’s Transportation Branch must be contacted and alerted
of any phases of the Proposed Project that have the potential to affect traffic within school areas. The
comment provides mitigation measures in order to reduce potential construction and operational impacts to
the District sites.

Response A1.8: The comment does not identify which, if any, existing District school bus routes the Proposed
Project could conflict with; thus, no additional response is required. As described in Draft EIR Section 5.11,
Transportation, the Proposed Project would connect to the existing curb lines and circulation system and would
implement the City’s traffic engineering design standards. The driveway would be signal-controlled at John
S. Gibson Boulevard and would allow for all turning movements with right-on-red restrictions from the
Proposed Project driveway onto John S. Gibson Boulevard, thereby reducing any potential safety hazards
between trucks and other vehicles. The Proposed Project does not include any additional offsite roadway
improvements that would impact traffic near schools. The commenters’ concerns about the Project will be
provided to the Board of Harbor Commissioners for consideration.
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Comment A1.9: This comment states that construction and operation of the Proposed Project have the
potential to create hazards for pedestrians in the area and provides recommended mitigation measures to
ensure pedestrian safety in the area.

Response A1.9: As discussed in Response A1.2, access to the Project site would be provided by the I-110
and the truck route on John S. Gibson Boulevard. Trucks accessing the site would not pass by Taper
Elementary School. As discussed in Draft EIR Section 3.0, Project Description, and Section 5.11, Transportation,
given the highly industrialized nature of the area, haul routes, and site location, the Proposed Project would
not create a significant hazard for pedestrians (which are few). Mitigation to address pedestrian safety
impacts is therefore not required.

Regardless, the Proposed Project would construct a 40- to 60-foot-wide driveway off John S. Gibson
Boulevard to allow vehicles to access the Project site. Construction of the proposed driveway would not
interfere with pedestrian access/safety as there is no sidewalk on the northwestern side of John S. Gibson
Boulevard, only on the southeastern side of the roadway where no construction activity would occur. There
would be no other offsite construction activities related to the Proposed Project. John S. Gibson Boulevard is
not located near any District sites and does not provide pedestrian access between the District sites and the
nearby residential uses.

Comment A1.10: The comment notes the District’s mandate to protect the learning environment, including
health and safety, for its students and staff. This comment concludes by stating the District has identified
potential environmental impacts related to the Proposed Project which must be addressed.

Response A1.10: As explained in Responses A1.1 through A1.9 and in the analysis of the EIR, the Proposed
Project would not pose a significant adverse environmental impact on students or staff at nearby schools,
including from air quality, noise, hazards, or pedestrian safety. While the commenter expresses general
concerns and measures, some of which are already required of the Project, there is no substantial evidence
warranting a change in the Draft EIR’s conclusions. LAHD nevertheless appreciates the District’'s comments,
which will be provided to the Board of Harbor Commissioners for consideration.
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Letter A2: California Department of Transportation (2 pages)

ETATE OF Gl QA A PG iraa BTATE PRAMSPORTATEN AGEMCT L e
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION @

DISTRICT 7
100 5. MAIN ETREET, ME 16
LS ANGELES, CA 80012
k . WeiLing Conaarvedon
PHOME £217) 2681124 a Cpdanag Way of Low
FR (213} BT 307
TTY T11
W ol Gl o

January 10, 2025

Lisa Wunder

Acting Directar of Environmental Management
Los Angeles Harbor Department

425 Pakos Verdes Street

San Pedro, CA 8073

RE: The John 5. Gibson Truck and Chassis
Parkang Lot Project
SCH# 2023100743
Vie. LA-110/PM R1.45
GTS & LA-2024-04689-DEIR

Dear Liza Wunder:

Thank you for including the California Depardment of Transportation (Caltrans) in the
emdironmental review process for the above referenced envirenmental docurment.  The
Project proposes would develap the 18 83-acre site with a 405,602 5F short-ferm truck | a2
and lnadediunioaded chassis parking facility and related site imprevements. The Project
site s anticipated to be utlized for shorm-term parking, as chasais with or without
containers ame nol anticipated bo be parked on sifte over 24 hours. The Project includes
paving of the site and striping of 353 truck and chasals stalls

The mission of Caltrans s to provide a safe and reliable fransportation network that serves
all people and respacts the environment. Senate Bill 743 (2013) has codified inte CEQA
law and mandated that CEQA review of transponation impacts of propesed development
be modified by wsing Vehicke Mias Traveled (WVMT) as the primary metric in identifying
fransportation impacts for all luture developmenl propects.  You may relerence the

Govemnear's Office of Planning and Research (OPR) for mare information: AT %

Jopr. Wil uidelines-updaies

As a reminder, YMT is the standard transportation analysis meiric in CEQA for land use
projects afler July 1, 2020, which is the statewide implementation date

Caltrans is aware of challenges that the region faces in identifying viable solutions fo
aleviating congestion on Stabe and Local facilities, With limiled room 1o expand vehicular
capacily, this project should incorporate mulli-modal and complate streels fransportation

‘Provids o safe and mebkable Fomporiaiion network that servet ol pecple ond reipech he ervisanmant
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Liza Wunder
January 10, 2025
Page 2 of 2

elements that will actively promaote allematives b car use and beétter manage exisling
parking asseis. Pricslizing and allocating space to efficien modes of travel such as
bicycling and public transit can allow streets to transport more pesple in & fued amount
1

of right-afaway A2.3
Caltrans encourages city planning that promotes complete streets and pedesirian safety Cant.
through measures like road diets, recognized for enhancing safety and being cosl-
effective when combined with street reswrfacing. City planning shauld focus on reducing
single-occupancy wehicle trips, mproving safety, lowering vehicke miles travaled (VAT
and culting gresnhouse gas emissions.

The project would generate 14 (employeeivendor auto trigs) daily passenger vehicle trips
in both the cpening year and horizen year, which is fewer than the 250 daily vehicle trips
threshold as stated in the City's Guidelines. Therefore, VMT analysis is screened out, In | 404
addition, The Caffornia Environment Quality Aol Stafue & Guidelines Section 15064 3(a)
stales that vehiche miles traveled is an assessment of the “amount and distance of
automobile travel atiributable fo a project®. Bassed on this guidance, truck trips are not
included in the VMT screening analysis

A% a reminder, any transporation of hedyy consriction egquipmen and'er malerals which
require usa of oversized transport vehicles on Sate highways will need a Caltrans
fransportation perm®.  We recommend large-size truck frips be limiled to off-peak
commute periods. Tmeck drivers should cover construction trucks with tarpaulin fo avoid AZA
debris spillage onto the State Highway.

Ifyou have any questions, pleass feel fres (o contact Mr. Alan Lin, the project coordinalor,
al (213) 269-1124 and refer to GTS & LA023-04533-MMD

Sincarely,
7?4‘?41. i snasn

ANTHONY HIGGING
Acting LOR/CEQA Branch Chief

amail: State Clearinghousa

Pronvcke a sofe ong relable Fornpeorionion neteork ol terves off peonde ond respacts the smvironment
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Response to Letter A2: California Department of Transportation, dated January 10, 2025

Comment A2.1: This comment provides an introduction to the letter from the California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans) and provides a summary of the Proposed Project description.

Response A2.1: The comment is introductory in nature and does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy
of the Draft EIR. Since the comment does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the Draft EIR or raise
any other CEQA issues, no further response is required or provided.

Comment A2.2: The comment provides a summary of SB 743 and Caltrans goals.

Response A2.2: The comment does not provide evidence of a significant impact and is informational in
nature. Since the comment does not raise a specific environmental issue with the adequacy of the Draft EIR
or raise any other CEQA issues, no further response is required or provided.

Comment A2.3: This comment states that the Proposed Project would result in 14 daily passenger trips,
which is below Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) Guidelines, implying that the EIR
appropriately screened out the need to complete a full Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) analysis.

Response A2.3: The commenter is correct that a full VMT analysis is not required for the Project under CEQA
and the LADOT's screening criteria. No further response is required.

Comment A2.4: This comment states that transportation of heavy construction equipment or materials that
require the use of any oversized vehicles will need a Caltrans transportation permit. In addition, Caltrans
advises that the Proposed Project limit construction traffic to off-peak periods to minimize potential impacts
to State facilities and, that if impacts are expected, submit a construction traffic control plan for Caltrans
review.

Response A2.4: This comment does not provide evidence of a significant impact. Should the use of oversized-
transport vehicles on State highways be required for construction, the Project Applicant and contractors
would obtain all necessary permits. The LAHD acknowledges that it is preferred that large-sized trucks utilize
State highways during off-peak commute periods to the maximum extent feasible. No further response is
warranted.

Los Angeles Harbor Department 2-13
Final EIR
May 2026



John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Letter A3: South Coast Air Quality Management District (6 pages)

South Coast
Air Quality Management District

e L | BG5S Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4178
HGMD (S0 396- 2000 + www.agmd.gov

SENT VIA E-MAIL Janweary 10, 2025

cEoacoEmants e ortl s org

Liza Wunder, Damector of Envaromments Mansgement
Les Angeles Habor Depatment

413 Palos Verdes Street

Samn Pedro, A& 20731

South Coast Alr Cuality Management Duzinet {AQMD) siaff appr eciate the epporiumty to review
the abowe-menhioned document The Port of Los Angeles s the Calif ormia Epnironmental Chiahty
At (CEQAY Lead Agency For the Proposed Projpect. To prow de context, South Coast A QRATY staff
has provided a brief summeary of the project information and prepased the followmng comments
whach are organized by topac of concern

AT

Based om the Dealt EIR, the Proposed Fraject consists of developmg a 405,602 square oot short-
term buck dnd chazas parking facility mod related gie impeovements on 1863 scres The Propesed
Froject includes pawing the aee and steopng of 353 truck and chasns stalls In addinon, the
Proposad Froject would be smplemented m one dewel opment phase snd requires a Port Waster
Han Amendment.! Based on areview of senal photographs, South Coast AQMD stalf found that
the nearest semmbwe receptor (e.g , mogle family homes) 15 located 1,366 feet from the swest of
the progect mite Congtruction of the Propossd Froject ig antecipated to cotur in Apnl 2025 aad
would |ast appeoxin ately eight menths * The Propeed Project i3 located at 1599 Johan 5 Gibson
Bawlevardin San Pedrs wathan the AR 617 -deignated Commuanaty of Wilmmgten, Carsen, West
Long Beach comauaity *

gouth Coant ACMD Staff"s Cogpments
Drplomenting WOWLR CERP Objectives te Mitigate Pollution

The WOWLE communsty 15 heawily impacted by ar poflobon generated from sources such as A3z
potts, refineniee, il and gar mdurtry, heavy -duty diesel erucks, warshouges, and railrond aetivinies
Agpeat of the AR 817 process, South Const A QMDY ¢ requered o work with o Cemmunity Steenng
Committes {CEC) 1o develop 8 Community Emastica Bedocton Flan (CERTF) that o dentifiee mr
cuadity peienties and related achicae to seduce wr pelluson m the commuenity. The South Coan

1Dnft EIR. Page 31,
¥ find Page M
¥ fivd Page 11
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Lisa Wl 2 Janary 10, 2025

ADKD Goveming Beard adopled the WOWLE CERP on Sepember 6. 20019 Sowth Cousst
AR stadl recommends that the Lead Agency revies the objectives o reduce air pollution mn A2
the community inchuded in Chapler 5 of the WOWLE CERP. Souith Coast AQNTY staff also Cant
recommends the Lead Apeney comimue working with South Coast AQMID w0 explose whether =
aglditional mepsures o mitigate o further reduce emissions can be implemerned ai the Proposed
Progect 1o suppart obpectives i the WCOWLE CERI.

Adr Chundiy Aiigarion Mearwres for MO ona P Swidevions from Corefruchion

The constraction plan for the Proposed Project (Year 20250 oarremily incorporstes Teer 1
techmology for conaruciion equipment. Howeaver, Tier 3 i nod the cloanest technology available.
Given the projects location in a highly impacted community, it is essential 10 minimize
cansbruction emisswms, particalarly 0% and PMI0. Achieving this requires the adoption of the
clennest available fechnologies for constrection equipment engines. Where feasible, ransitioning | 44 4
b electrie, emissioi-fros engines aver dicsel-focled alermatives can significamly contrbule to this
geal, This proactive choice ned only alipgns with envirommenial concems bai also demeonsirates a
caommilment 1o minmmizing the project’s eovironmental footprings. The abaternent of %0 can also
b pairsied by enlorciing greaner constmictions, such as. lmiting s usape of older engines in favor
af adiopting the latest available technologies, or even meorpomiing eshaust retrolits such as
culting-sdge exhaust afterireatment technigues, Additionally, several other msources 1o assast the
Lead Agemey wath wlemalying additiomal potential mitigalion meaures for the Propesed Progect
are imchided in the Soath Coast AQMD's CEQA Abr Quality Handbook™ for both operational and

conslruciion emessions.

Aaditional Recommendad Air (Puality and Creemhouse Crases Minpatior Wearsuras and
Profect Design Consiaarations

CEQA requires that all feasible mitigation measures that go bevond what B regquired by law be
utilized to minimize or eliminate amy significant adverse oir quality impacts, To frther reduce the
Proposed Praject’s air quality mpacts, Somb Coast AQMI recommends incarporating the
following mitigaion mesrsures mnd project design considerstions into the Final EIR. A4

Mitipation Measures for []leun:ql Adir Chpality i'.tlplm
Mobile Sources
1. Reguine zero-emission (£E) or near-zero emission (NEE) on-road bl rucks, sich as
hemvv-duty trucks with natural gas engmes that meet the CARR's adoped apticnal X0
emissions sinndand o 0,07 prans per brake borsepower-hour (g'hhp-hel, if and when
lea=ble.

Mote: Cilven the state’s clean trsck mibes and regulationg aming o sccelerse the
utilizateon ard marked penetration of 25 and NZE trucks, such as the Advanced Cleaan

1 Zouth Ciosal AOMD. Sephamter 7099 -'u-&ullli:rwllﬂ 'I-'-"lillrm-m lh.r.lm'-l-ﬁtl ﬂ; I.H-Ill'hlﬂTl'ml'll'l} E=nisaon
Haductioss Flan .‘.l:mhb:-ll 1AL B g s
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3 Janary 10, 2025

Trucks Rule and the Heavv-diny Low NOx Omndbus Regulation. ZF and MEE trucks

will become mercasingly more available by e,

2. Reguire a phase-in schedule to incentiviees the use of cleaner operating tnacks io reduce
amy sigmificant adverse air quality impacts,

MNola: South Coast AQKD stall = available 10 discuss the availabality of curvent
upeoming ek technolepies and incemlive progranms with the Lead Ageney,

1. Limii tse daily number of trucks allowod o the Proposad Propect io bevels analveed in the
Fmal EIE. IT higher daily truck volumes are anticipaied to visil the site, the Lead Agency
shioaill cominil o re-svahiating the Proposed Progect through CEQA prioe 1o allowing
this higher activity level

4, Provide elscine vehicle (EVY) charging stations or, 21 2 minimoam, provide ebedncal
infrasiructure, and electrical panels should be sppropristely sased. Electrical hookups
shoald he provided for tnsckers to plug i any enboard asiliany equipment,

Ohber Ares Soarees
Maximize the use of solar energy by installing solar energy arrays
Use light-colored paving and rocding nexiemals,

Utikize only Energy Star heating, coolimg, and lighting devios and appliances.

o Clearly madk truck rowtes with trailblazer signs so that trucks wall not travel next io

or penr sensilive land uses {e.g.. residences, schools, daveare cemers, eie. )

Desagn the Proposed Project swch that iredk entranees. and exits are ot facing
sensilive recepiors and imicks will ot traved past sensitive land uses 6 enter of
leave the Proposed Project site.

Desagn the Propesed Prigect such that any truck check-in poiml s mside the
Froposed Project site 1o ensure no irucks are guening oulside.

Dresipgn the Propesed Praject 1o ensure that track il mside the Proposed Progect
site is 25 Far pavay as Feasible from sensitive receplons

Resinct overmight truck parking in sensitive land uses by providing overmght truck
pirking insde the Proposed Progect sale.

Lastly, the Sowih Coasi AQMD also sugpesis thai the Lead Agency conduct a review of the
following references and incorporsiing additional mitigation measures ns applicable to the
Proposed Progect m the Final EIR:

&34
Cont.

Al.S
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Lisa Wmder 4 Janary 10, 2025

1. Stabe of Califorima — Department of Justice: Warelsouse Propects: Hest Practioss and
Mitigstion Measures to Comply with the California Envirenmenmtal Quality At

2. South Coast AQKD 2022 Air Quality Management Flan,” specifically:
aj Appendix [V-A - South Cosst ACMD s Stationsry and MMohile Source Contral
Mensures
b Appendix [V-B - CARR's Strmiegy for South Coast

¢l Appendix IV.C -~ BCAG’s Regional Transporialion Stralegy and Control
Measuire

3. United States Envieommental Protection Agency {I.-S EPAY Mohile Source
Pallutien - Environments] Justice and Transpartatson,®

Sowth Coant AQMD Air Permits ond Rode as a Reiponsible Apency

If i plean entation of the Proposed Progest wonld requise tlss use of new stationary and portabile sounsss,
mnehsling bul not Emiled 1o cmergenay gencrators, [ire waler pumips, boilers, oo, air pormuits from
South Coast AQMD wall be required. The final CEQA document, whether a MNF or E1R. should o
inchsde & discussion aboul the potembially applicablc nales that the Proposed Project noeds 1o comply
with., Those mles may include, for exemple, Fube 201 - Permit fo If'.'unul:l'.l:l," Bulz 202 - Pormi o
Cipernle,' Rule 401 - Visible Emisstons,”" Fule 402 — Muisance," Rule 403 - Fagitive Dust.™ Rul
1114.2 - Emissicms from (Gaseous and Ligquid Fueled Engines,™ Role 1113 - Architectural Coating, "
Rule 1166 - VOO Comtaminated Sedl Exeavation,' Rubs 1179 - Publicly Onvned Treatment Warks

¥ Spame ol Calzfomes — Depanmen of Justice, Warehouss Progecte: Fest Pracsces sl h&tigation Mesures 1o Comply
with the Califoenia Enwironmental Cualaty Act Availeble st [gips. oag oa gos svstem (iles medin waschouse-best-

i Fouth Cosst AR, 3022 Aar Qualsty Mampement Flan (AP, Avmilebde af: Bitp: wees gope] geow b ‘air

guabiv'clean-a-plase wf -gualily -mtgt- plan

'L'mdﬂﬂihmnﬂﬂdhﬂdﬂmﬁgﬂ}'{”ﬁ- I:P.’Lb,hi:h]eﬂml-'ﬁiﬂm Emvironmental Justice and
Transportation Awnilable ab bl wowcw goa gos b - 5 i | i

¥ Sarusth Comst ATMD Mvm1mu%ﬂmL_uMMEﬂﬂ1mmm}lLﬂ
¥ Seuth st AGMD. Rule 300 svailable 8 hips Cwww s pov docw deBiuh-sousee - ool og-|inule-

Rl1L]

" South Comst AN Rule 301 wailabie ot bigs Swew somdpo docs deladl-sourne tuls-took el

wﬁm Comt AQMD. Rule 402 mailable al hitps www sgmd govdoos defagit-source/ ruike hook e -iviryle.
03 pel]

H Senathy Cownd ACOTY, Rl 303 svailable ot s ey ol eon doss s lalt-souce rule-Took i - ‘rule-903
¥ Soah Coast AGMD. Rule 102 svailible o ops s sgnd gosshecsibeliullosmpreule ok g

E!,];|||:| 2odl
MMHWRHEHHFHW#MHLMEHIMM&MH&
¥ Coaph Coast AQMD Rule 1166 aveshible o Bipsc www oA coh )

Lo gl
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Lisa Wl 4 Janary 10, 2025

Oiperntion,'” Regulstion X1 - New Source Review,'” Rule 1401 - Ak Toxics,"™ Rule 1466 - Control
of Paniculnie Emissions from Seils with Toxks Air Contssnimants,™ Rule 1470 - H:qur-:n-:nh for
Stmtionary Dhiese] Fucled Intermal Combastion and Other Compression [gnition F.itm:l, ele, Itis
importani b nobe that when sir permits from Scuth Coast AQMD ane nequired, the role of South C o
A would ehange (mom s Commenting Agency o a Responsible Ageney under CECA Inaddition,
il Sosih Coast ACRD s wdentified as & Respoasible Ageney, per CEQA Gukdelings Sections | 4125,
the Lead Agemoy 1s required 1o consull with Soath Coast AR

CEOA CGuidelines Secbion F5044 sets forth specifie procedures for 8 Responsible Agemay, maluding
making a deceion om the ndegunoy of the CECUA document for use ns part of the prooess for conduocting
a review of the Proposed Project and msuing discretionary approvals. doreover. il is important to nole
that if & Responsible Ageney determings that a CFQA document is mot adequate 1o rely upon for s | Sontk
diseretionsry approvals, the Respossihle Ageney must inke further actions listed @ CEOQA Guideline
Section 1 3096(c), which sould have the cifect of delaving the implementation of the Proposed
Project,  In #s role as B Respomsibde Ageacy, the South Cosst ACRIED i obligated to cnsure tha
the CECQA dogument prepared For this Proposed Projed contains o suflicient project deseription and
analyeis 1o be roled upon in order b meue any disendtionary approvaks s may be needad lor air
pormils. Sealh Comst AQMDD & concormed thal the prajeet deseriplion and sanlysis in its curmend fom
in the M50 & modeguoats Lo be relied upon for this parpoco.

For these remsons, the fimal CEA dooumenl should be revised 1o molede a discnssion aboud any amd
all mew stticnary snd portshle couipmesd requiring South Cosst AQMTD sir permits, provide the
evaluation of their sir ganliy ond greenhosse gas impoects, and identify Sooth Cosst AQMED s &
Respossible Agenoy for the Proposed Progect as this informatieon will be relied apon as the basis for
the permit comdsons and emission limids for tve nir pomiile). Plese contact Scails Cossi AQMI s
Engincering snd Permilting staff a1 (909 39461385 for questions r\:;gl.ni'mg_ whnl types of equigiment
wirild regine air permits. Far mors general mfcemation o permils, plesss visd Scath Comst AN s
wehpage a1 hiips v gk gov home permits

Conclusion

Ax set forth in Coliforvin Poblic Resowrces Code Section 21092 .5(n) and CEQA Guidelines
Section 13028(a-b), the Lead Agemey shall evaluate conmments from public agencies on the
envirenmenial ssies and prepare a writlen responss af least 10 days prior 1o certifving the Final | g9
EIR, As such, please provide Souwh Coast AOMEY written responses 10 all commemts conlaimed

herein al least 10 days preor to ihe cenlification of ibe Final EIR. In addiiion, as provided by CECA,
Cluidelines Section 1 5088(c), il the Lead Agency's postlion ix al vanance with reconimendations

U7 sty Coset ACMEY, Roale 1179 avmilable ai iips ws

Lo

* South Comt AMIY. Regulatson X1 wvailable ot fips. woew ageed gov home nales complunce nles sagmil.
bk regul o xn)

" Sonath, Ciomest AQMD, Rube 1401 available at hutps ‘www sam govdocs e faull-songee vl -bogk reg - -
JEILE. )

* Souath Coast AV, Rale 1866 available bape v gl povidocadefullsourse il book e xn ule
T St ot AQMIY, Rube 1970 seuilable at hitpe: Ve, ageed o/ docsd fault-souro ule ook rog-siv rale-
1470 pf
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Lisa Wiinder 0 Janary 10, 24

provided in this comment letter, detailed reasons supported by substantial evidenee in the record
b cnplam why specalic conmments amd suggestions ane wol accepled must be provided

ALT
Thrank you For the appostunity 1o provide comments. Souh Coast AQMD mall is available 1o work | egm,
with ihe Lesd Agency do address snv pir qualiy questions that may anse from this commen leter
Please contac Sahar (Thadmi. Adr Quality Speaalist at sghadimii@agmd goy should you have

agiy il s,

Sl

Sam Fany

Sam Wang

Frogram Supervisor, UECLA [GR

Manming. Rule Development & Implementation
LAC241 120-05F
B

Coptral Number
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Response to Letter A3: South Coast Air Quality Management District, dated January 10, 2025

Comment A3.1: This comment states that SCAQMD has reviewed the Draft EIR for the John S. Gibson Truck
& Chassis Parking Lot Project. This comment then provides a summary of the Project information within the
Draft EIR.

Response A3.1: This comment is introductory in nature and does not raise a specific environmental issue with
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. Because the comment does not express any specific concern or question
regarding the adequacy of the Draft EIR, no further response is warranted.

Comment A3.2: This comment states that SCAQMD recommends that the Lead Agency review the objectives
of the Wilmington, Carson, and West Long Beach (WCWLB) Community Emissions Reduction Plan (CERP) as
well as potentially implemented additional measures in the CERP in order to further reduce emissions.

Response A3.2: The Draft EIR does reflect consideration of the objectives contained in the CERP and the
potential for inconsistencies with the Project (See Draft EIR page 5.5-7 in Section 5.5, Energy). As explained
in Response to District Comment A1.5, the Project is consistent with the CERP. Implementation of the Proposed
Project would not, for example, exceed air quality thresholds of significance related to human health, cancer
risks, and localized and regional air quality emissions. Thus, mitigation to reduce DPM, localized, or regional
emissions is not required.

The Proposed Project would implement existing regulations related to air quality and GHG emissions, many
of which are consistent with the objectives of the WCWLB CERP. Table 2-2 in Response A1.5 compares the
CERP’s objectives with the regulations and design features currently applicable to the Proposed Project. As
detailed above, many of the recommended actions are required to be implemented by existing regulations
and/or are included in the Draft EIR such as the use zero-emission cargo handling equipment and compliance
with CARB idling restrictions. The actions that are not included are either not applicable to the Proposed
Project, not required as Project impacts related to the recommended measure would not occur, or because
the Project Applicant and the City do not have the authority to require the action and the action is therefore
infeasible.

Comment A3.3: This comment states that the Proposed Project currently incorporates Tier 3 construction
equipment and recommends the implementation of Tier 4 equipment in order to reduce construction emissions,
especially NOx and PM10 due to the Project’s location in a highly impacted community. The comment further
states that converting to emission-free engines, limiting use of older engines, incorporating retrofit exhausts,
and other measures within the SCAQMD’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook are potential mitigation measures
that would reduce construction emissions.

Response A3.3: Table 5.2-6 of the Draft EIR shows that construction emissions would not exceed SCAQMD
regional thresholds for VOCs, NO,, CO, SOx, PMio, and PM2s; and Table 5.2-9 of the Draft EIR shows that
construction emissions would not exceed localized significance thresholds, and air quality impacts would be
less than significant during the Project construction. Therefore, no mitigation is required for construction-
related air emissions. In addition, the Proposed Project would utilize zero-emission cargo handling equipment
during operation. As shown in Tables 5.2-7 and 5.2-10, regional and localized operational emissions would
be below SCAQMD thresholds of significance and impacts related to operational air quality would be less
than significant. Based on guidance published in SCAQMD’s White Paper on Potential Control Strategies to
Address Cumulative Impacts from Air Pollution ', if an individual project does not exceed the SCAQMD’s

1 SCAQMD. (2003). White Paper on Potential Control Strategies to Address Cumulative Impacts from Air Pollution.
http://www.agqmd.gov/docs/default-source /Agendas/Environmental-Justice /cumulative-impacts-working-group /cumulative-
impacts-white-paper.pdf
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thresholds for project-specific impacts, then it would also not result in a cumulatively considerable impact. No
mitigation for operational air emissions is required.

Further, in regard to zero-emission heavy-duty truck feasibility, as of 2025, the use of zero-emission heavy-
duty trucks in support of uses such as those proposed by the Project remains infeasible given the extremely
limited commercial availability of zero-emission trucks, as well as infrastructure limitations, including limited
truck-accessible charging/refueling stations and electrical grid capacity. While many heavy-duty truck
manufacturers have released zero-emission battery electric and hydrogen-powered trucks, these vehicles
have yet to reach large-scale production, and their use remains extremely limited. Tesla first revealed the
Tesla Semi in 2017, and an initial order for 100 trucks was placed by PepsiCo. However, the Tesla Semi
did not enter production until 2022, and, as of April 2024, only 36 trucks have been delivered to PepsiCo,
with additional orders placed by UPS, Walmart, Sysco, Schneider, and ASKO Norway remaining unfulfilled.
Although the Tesla Semi was initially slated to begin production in 2019, with production expected to hit
50,000 units in 2024, battery production constraints have severely limited production, and it is uncertain at
this time when these orders may be expected to be fulfilled. 2

Facing delays with the Tesla Semi, several companies have turned to other vehicle manufacturers, including
Daimler’s eCascadia. However, with a substantially shorter range of approximately 230 miles compared to
the 500-mile range of the Tesla Semi, the eCascadia’s use case is substantially limited in comparison. As of
late 2023, Schneider, a freight logistics company, has taken delivery of 92 eCascadias 3 representing 0.9
percent of the company’s fleet of 10,600 trucks. 4

The limited availability of zero-emission medium- and heavy-duty vehicles is further detailed in the California
Air Resources Board’s (CARB) Emission Factor (EMFAC) Model, as well as data published by California’s
Hybrid and Zero-Emission Truck and Bus Voucher Incentive Project (HVIP). EMFAC model outputs provide
detailed information on the vehicle fleet in California, including fuel types for various vehicle classes and
vehicle populations. Per EMFAC data, in 2024, battery electric trucks made up 0.01 percent of California’s
medium-duty truck fleet, and 0.21 percent of the heavy-duty truck fleet. > Similarly, based on HVIP’s Zero-
Emission Vehicle Population Dashboard, ¢ as of October 2024, there are currently 226 medium-duty and
197 heavy-duty zero-emission vehicles within the SCAQMD jurisdiction, which includes Orange, Riverside,
and San Bernardino Counties, as well as much of Los Angeles County. In 2023, statewide deliveries totaled
183 medium-duty vehicles and 121 heavy-duty vehicles, while in 2024 there have been no medium-duty
truck vehicle deliveries and 13 heavy-duty truck deliveries.

Further, the availability of truck-accessible vehicle charging stations and hydrogen refueling stations in
California (and the United States as a whole) severely limits the feasibility of zero-emission trucks. Although
the California Energy Commission estimates that there are over 11,000 direct current (DC) fast charging
stations in California, 7 the vast majority of these are intended to accommodate light-duty passenger vehicles
and lack the accessibility for medium- and heavy-duty trucks. California’s first publicly accessible DC fast
charging station for medium- and heavy-duty trucks opened in March 2023 in Otay Mesa. 8 In addition,
based on data provided by the U.S. Department of Energy Alternative Fuels Data Center, as of February
2025, there are currently only 12 publicly accessible DC fast charging stations with a total of 21 EV charging

2 https://www.reuters.com/business/autos-transportation /tesla-semi-trucks-short-supply-pepsico-its-rivals-use-competing-ev-big-
rigs-2024-04-19/

3 https:/ /electrek.co/2023 /11 /20/schneider-1-million-emission-free-miles-freightliner-ecascadia-electric-trucks/

4 https:/ /schneider.com/resources/infographic/schneider-by-the-numbers

5 https://arb.ca.gov/emfac/

6 https:/ /californiahvip.org/industryinitiatives /#cazevdashboard

7 https:/ /www.energy.ca.gov/data-reports/energy-almanac/zero-emission-vehicle-and-infrastructure-statistics /electric-vehicle

8 https:/ /www.sempra.com/cas-first-public-dc-fast-chargers-electric-medium-and-heavy-duty-vehicles-truck-stop-open-public
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ports across the United States and Canada that are capable of accommodating heavy-duty (class 6-8)
trucks. ?

As of early 2024, medium- and heavy-duty truck DC fast charging depots are planned for three locations
in California along I-5 in the Central Valley as well as in Blythe. 10 The lack of charging stations severely
limits the useful range of battery electric trucks, effectively restricting their use to local routes only.

Adoption and implementation of hydrogen fuel cell trucks face similar challenges. Based on data provided
by the California Energy Commission, there are currently 68 light-duty vehicle hydrogen refueling stations
in California. " However, similar to DC fast chargers, these stations are intended for use by light-duty
passenger vehicles and would not be capable of accommodating medium- and heavy-duty trucks. According
to the United States Department of Energy Alternative Fuels Data Center, as of February 2025, there are
five hydrogen refueling stations across the United States and Canada that can accommodate heavy-duty
(class 6-8) trucks. 12

Although infrastructure improvements and the installation of medium- and heavy-duty truck-capable DC fast
chargers and hydrogen fueling stations are currently in progress, the current state of charging and refueling
infrastructure severely limits the feasibility of zero emission vehicle trucks beyond local routes where charging
or hydrogen refueling would not be necessary outside of the location where trucks would be domiciled.

Finally, according to SCAQMD, based on the current state of the electrical grid and the increasing adoption
of electric vehicles in California, significant investments in the grid will need to occur in the coming decades
to keep pace. However, these upgrades will be spread out over a period of decades such that the costs,
which would equate to billions of dollars, of infrastructure upgrades in any given year may be kept
reasonable. 13

Comment A3.4: This comment states that all feasible mitigation measures must be utilized to eliminate any
significant and unavoidable impacts. The commenter has provided additional project design features and /or
mitigation measures to further reduce air quality and GHG impacts to be incorporated into the Final EIR.

Response A3.4: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence that the Proposed Project would
result in any significant adverse air quality impacts. Emissions from on-road haul trucks use factors from the
EMFAC2021 model without accounting for potential fleet emission reductions beyond 2025. Draft EIR
Appendix B indicates that the HRA uses emission factors for the year 2025, for a conservative estimate of
emissions over the entire 30-year exposure period, although it is expected that the truck emissions rates will
continue to reduce over time. As discussed in Response A3.3 and within Draft EIR Section 5.2, Air Quality,
and Section 5.7, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, there are no significant and unavoidable impacts related to air
quality or GHG emissions; impacts were found to be less than significant with the implementation of existing
regulatory requirements such as the City of Los Angeles Sustainable City pLAn, Title 24 CALGreen Code,
and Building Energy Efficiency Standards. Therefore, no mitigation is required under CEQA.

Further, a mitigation measure restricting the number of truck trips to those identified in the Draft EIR is not
practical or feasible. There are no mechanisms in place beyond that required for SCAQMD Rule 2305 for
documenting, tracking and monitoring the number of truck trips that access any site. CEQA requires an EIR to
evaluate the Project based on reasonable assumptions and foreseeable actions. The trip generation

9 https://afdc.energy.gov/stations# /find /nearest

10 https:/ /www.canarymedia.com/articles/ev-charging /big-electric-truck-charging-depots-are-coming-soon-to-california

10https:/ /www.energy.ca.gov/data-reports/energy-almanac/zero-emission-vehicle-and-infrastructure-statistics /hy drogen-
refueling

12 https:/ /afdc.energy.gov/stations# /find /nearest

13 SCAQMD. (2021). Letter from Office of the Executive Officer to Partners in Environmental Justice and Environmental Health.
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estimates for the Proposed Project were based on trip generation rates established by the Los Angeles
Harbor Department Goods Management District from surveys of existing Port uses. The comment does not
present any evidence that truck trips associated with the Project would be greater than disclosed in the Draft
EIR. Introducing a cap on the number of trucks that can access the Proposed Project is not required under
CEQA, nor would it be reasonable or feasible for the City to monitor and enforce such a requirement.
Therefore, implementation of this measure is not feasible, and the measure itself is not enforceable.

Comment A3.5: This comment provides a list of additional resources that include project design features
and mitigation measures to help reduce air quality and GHG impacts.

Response A3.5: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence that the Proposed Project would
result in a new significant environmental impact. As described in the previous responses A3.2 through A3.4,
the Proposed Project would not exceed thresholds and therefore additional mitigation is not required.
Moreover, the commenter does not provide additional data or specific measures for consideration or
incorporation under this specific comment. Therefore, no further revisions to the Draft EIR or mitigation
measures are required to be developed for the Proposed Project.

Comment A3.6: This comment states that if the Proposed Project would require the use of new stationary
and portable sources, air permits from SCAQMD would be required and the role of SCAQMD would change
from a Commenting Agency to a Responsible Agency under CEQA. The comment continues by saying that if
SCAQMD is identified as a Responsible Agency, the Lead Agency must consult with SCAQMD, and SCAQMD
is included in deciding on the adequacy of the CEQA Document. The comment concludes by saying that the
Final EIR should include a discussion about any new stationary and portable equipment requiring SCAQMD
permits and identify SCAQMD as a Responsible Agency.

Response A3.6: As shown in Appendix B of the Draft EIR, the Proposed Project does not include any
stationary equipment or portable air emission sources. Since no stationary or portable equipment requiring
SCAQMD permits is proposed, SCAQMD is not a Responsible Agency.

Comment A3.7: This comment states that the Lead Agency shall evaluate comments and prepare a written
response at least 10 days prior to certifying the Final EIR. If the Lead Agency’s position does not concur with
the recommendation provided in the comment letter, detailed reasons supported by substantial evidence in
the record explaining why comments are not accepted must be provided.

Response A3.7: As required by CEQA, written responses to trustee and responsible agency comments will
be provided at least 10 days prior to consideration of the Final EIR for certification. Because the comment
does not express any specific concern or question regarding the adequacy of the Draft EIR, no further
response is warranted.
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Letter A4: City of Los Angeles — Council District 15 (1 page)

TiM McOSKER
Councilesznber, 151h Disirict

January 21, 2025

Mz Dira Aryan-Zahlan

Deputy Executive Director, Davelopment
Los Angedes Harbor Departrmen

425 Sounh Palos Werdes Streat

Gan Pedro, CA 90731

Dear Ms. Aryan-Zalan,

Ag the Councilmamber reprasanting the 15th Distnct, # is my responsibility to ensura
the hesgith, safety, and weall-being of the communities | serve The proposed Truck
& Chassis Parking Lot Project is located at 1559 John 5. Gibson Bivd and plans to | A4
ulilize tnvds sile to park 383 inecks and chasss on a short-term, rolating basis. | am

strongly opposed 10 the proposed progect due 1o s nconsistency with land use
designations and B8 incompatibdily with the LA Wabarron Redevalopenen! affors,

This project proposal conbradicls the spint of dendustriahzation that has been a
cantral goal over tha past decade as parl of the redevelopment of the Los Angelas
Waterfromt. The project also proposes frucking use as its primary operation on the
site, which is contrary to the purpose of the Interim Control Ordinanca {187552), | A4.2
which prohibited the pemmittng of truck parkng facities within the Wilmingtan-
Harbor City Commumity Plan. The proposed projact would also require 8 Port Master
Pipn Amandrmend, as the parcel 5 currenlly designated a3 open spacs (Figure &
Planning Area) and nol as truck or stosage space

Given that ihe scope of the project and s proposed use do nod align with the
deindusinakzation pokcies the Porl and Cily of Los Angelis have purseed in this
commundy, &swell &3 its need for major land use designatans, | do not believe that A4
thee propect is 1o the benefit of the community and therefore cannot support it Should
you have amy guestions or concems regarding this issue, please feel frea to contact
Akza| Palacios, my Direcior of Por & Capital Projects at (310) T32-4515 or via emad
8l Aksel Palacios@®lacty org.

Semnaraly,
T McOSKER

Councilmembser, 151h District
00 M. Spring 5. Foom 70 Les dngedes. T 900012

Response to Letter A4: City of Los Angeles — Council District 15, received January 31, 2025
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Comment A4.1: This comment introduces the letter from Councilmember McOsker, provides a brief summary
of the Project description, and states that the commenter is opposed to the Proposed Project due to the
inconsistency with the existing land use designations and incompatibility with the LA Waterfront
Redevelopment efforts.

Response A4.1: The commenter’s opinion regarding the inconsistency of the Project with the land use
designations and waterfront redevelopment goals is noted. The comment, however, is introductory in nature
and does not raise a specific environmental issue with the adequacy of the Draft EIR.

The Proposed Project would provide truck and chassis parking in an area near Port activities as well as near
the 1-110 Freeway. The I-110 Freeway also acts as a buffer between the industrial uses within the Port and
the non-industrial uses to the north within the communities of Wilmington and San Pedro. Further, as discussed
within Section 3.0, Project Description, of the Draft EIR, the Project site has a POLA Port Master Plan (PMP)
Land Use designation of Open Space (OS) and is located in the Planning Area 2, with the exception of APN
7440-016-001, which is located outside of the POLA PMP area. However, APNs 7440-016-001, 7440-
016-002, and 7440-016-003 have a City of Los Angeles General Plan designation of General /Bulk Cargo
— Non-Hazardous Industrial and Commercial and are zoned Heavy Industrial [Q]JM3-1VL. APN 7412-024-
007 has been excluded from the Project site as described in Chapter 3.0, Modifications to the Draft EIR. ;

..... o1 o o anores 2 SLEAIO

J QM - According to the
General Plan, the General /Bulk Cargo — Non-Hazardous Industrial and Commercial designation allows for
“businesses that not only provide products and services that support the maritime industry and other port
uses, but those needed by others who live or work nearby, such as plumbing and heating, ironworks, and
auto repair.” Therefore, the Proposed Project would be consistent with the underlying City of Los Angeles
General Plan land use designations. The Project must nevertheless obtain approval of a PMP amendment

from the Coastal Commission to ensure consistency with the Coastal Act. (See Pub. Resources Code, Section
30715, subd. (a).)

In regard to the LA Waterfront Redevelopment efforts, the LA Waterfront Redevelopment consists of
waterfront development and community projects across 400 acres of POLA-owned properties. The Project
site is not owned by the POLA and is not part of the LA Waterfront Redevelopment and therefore is not
incompatible with the LA Waterfront Redevelopment efforts. Furthermore, despite the LA Waterfront
Redevelopment, the majority of the POLA remains industrial to support Port uses. Therefore, the Proposed
Project would be consistent with the main purpose of the POLA, which is to ensure all Port operations are
managed in accordance with the Public Trust Doctrine to promote maritime, commerce, navigation, fisheries,
and public access to the waterfront. Because the comment does not express any specific concern or question
regarding the adequacy of the Draft EIR, no further response is warranted.

Comment A4.2: The comment states that the Project would contradict the goal of deindustrialization in the
area and would be inconsistent with the Interim Control Ordinance which prohibits truck parking facilities in
the Wilmington-Harbor City Community Plan. The comment also states that the Proposed Project would
require a PMP amendment to change the site’s designation from open space.

Response A4.2: In response to this comment, as well as other comments regarding the Wilmington Interim
Control Ordinance, the Proposed Project has been revised to exclude APN 7412-024-007 from the Project,
as described in Chapter 3.0, Modifications to the Draft EIR and shown below in Figure 1, Wilmington Interim
Control Ordinance. Therefore, the Project site no longer would be impacted by the Wilmington Interim Control
Ordinance as it only applied to APN 7412-024-007. Because only landscaping improvements were
proposed within this APN as part of the Proposed Project analyzed in the Draft EIR, as discussed in Section
1.0 of this Final EIR, this revision to the Project description does not result in any new or substantially more
severe environmental impacts beyond those analyzed in the Draft EIR. Therefore, recirculation is not required
pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5. Thus, the Project site is not within the Wilmington-
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Harbor City Community Plan area and is not subject to the Interim Control Ordinance. No further revisions
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confliet-with-the-Ordinanece—Furthermore, wWhile the Proposed Project would require a PMP amendment to
change the open space land use designation for APNs 7440-016-002_and 7440-016-003;-end-7412-024-
007 the Proposed Project would be consistent with the City of Los Angeles’s General Plan land use
designation and zoning for the site. Thus, the proposed PMP amendment is necessary to ensure compliance
with the Coastal Act because the proposed development would not be consistent with the allowed land use
in the certified PMP (See Pub. Resources Code, Section 307135, subd. (a)). The PMP amendment would make
the site consistent with the existing City of Los Angeles General Plan land use and zoning designations for
the site. As evidenced by the site’s current land use and zoning designations, urbanization of the site has
been anticipated and accounted for since the adoption of the City of Los Angeles General Plan.

Comment A4.3: This comment concludes the letter by stating that the Proposed Project goes against the
deindustrialization policies of the Port and City of Los Angeles and does not provide a benefit to the
community.

Response A4.3: As discussed above in Response A4.2, the Proposed Project has been revised to exclude
APN 7412-024-007 from the Project site, as described in Chapter 3.0, Modifications to the Draft EIR and
shown below in Figure 1, Wilmington Interim Control Ordinance. Because only landscaping was proposed
within this APN as part of the Proposed Project, this revision to the Project description does not result in any
new or substantially more severe environmental impacts beyond those analyzed in the Draft EIR. Therefore,
as further discussed in Section 1.0 of this Final EIR, recirculation is not required pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
Section 15088.5. Thus, the Project site is not subject to the Interim Control Ordinance, and no further revisions
are necessary. Further, while the Proposed Project would require a PMP amendment to change the open
space land use designation for APNs 7440-016-002_and 7440-016-003;-etne-7412-024-007the Proposed
Project would be consistent with the City of Los Angeles’s General Plan land use designation and zoning for
the site. In addition, the Project does not propose any trucking-related uses within the area affected by
Interim Control Ordinance 187552 (replaced by City Ordinance No. 188287) as that portion of the site
would only be developed with landscaping. This comment will be forwarded to the Board of Harbor
Commissioners as part of the Final EIR for the Proposed Project.
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Letter A5: California Coastal Commission (2 pages)

SLATL OF CALIPORNA - NATURAL RESOURCIS SGIENCY AN NIHEION, Gommer
CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION @
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Faobruary 4, 2025

Lisa Wunder, Acling Directer of Environmental Managemeant
Part of Los Angeles

SENT WIA ELECTRONIC MAIL

RE: John 5 Gibson Container Parking Lot Project, Port of Los Angeles
Coastal Cormmission Sialf Comments on Draft Environmental Review

Lisa Wundar,

Thank you for the invitatien 1o comment on tha Deafl Envirenmental impact Repe (EIR) for the John
5. Gibson Truck and Chassis Parking Lot Projoct (project) at 1558 John 5. Gibson Boulgvard in the
Part of Los Angeles (FPor). As described in the EIR, the project wauld be lecaled withn ihe Port’s
cogstal development permil jursdiction and subject to the requiremeants of the Porl's Port Master
Ptan {PMP). To allow for the proposed development, a PMP amendment would be required forthe | AS:1
redesignation of the site fram an Open Space land use designation bo Marlime Suppor. As
prapoged, the project invelves the demoltion of axisting slructures localed on & generally vacanl
sloped parcel, cleanng of existing vegetation, grading and paving, construction of a shipping
conlainer starage parking lat, access road, and refaining wall, and new landscaping. The following
commants are infended to infonm lsswees that showd be addressed by any proposed amendmant to
the certified PRAP 10 be consistent wilh the Coastal Act.

The proposed developiment B predicated an the redesignation of the site froam an Open Spaca o
Maritime Support land use. a change that would require a PMP Amendment, Inthe interest of
ensuting the probeclion of coastal resources in instances of land conversion, commission stall
recommend that any amendment of the certified PMP are enhanced to inchede the addition of AS.2
policses to make certain the land use comeersion is compliant with sections 30708(a) and 30708(d) of
the Coastal Act, which require all port-related development fo be located, designed, and constructed
to minimize environmenial imgacts and provide for uses consisbent with the pulbiic trust like
recrzation and wildlife habitat o the cxtent feasibie

In the contaxt of the current project proposal, potential impacts (o cogstal ressurces includa loes of
recreational access o open space (ie, koss of cxisting foot trails), redudions in habitat arca,
increased runol, bike path dgeinting, infringament on scenic views of the harbar frem the 110
freaway, reductions In views of vegatated open space from the keear Calfzmia Coastal Trall along
dehn & Gibsen Boulevard, impacts te known and potential pakcontolegical, archacological and fribal | 4c 5
cultural resources, and increases in vehicle miles raveled Loss of open space without proper

consideration may interfere with the Por's capacity fo provide for other benaficlal uses of space
within the port area. Thus, any PMP amendment propared in association with this project should
include speciic palicies that ensure the project (and any Tulure preject with 8 Maritime Supper usa)
avolkds arvironmantal mpacts and, il avoldance s not feasible, minmazes and mithgabes for such
impacts, as well as provides for public frust uses i at all feasible, | is also recommended thaf a PMP
amendment, such as this, that would resull in increassd vehicle miles iraveled and greenhouss gas
amissions include policies aimaed at addressing impasts to envinonmantal justice comemunities.

Furhermade, ihe seale of landlorm allerations being proposed pose palential hazards thal could
resull in substanrtial adverse envirenmantal impacts, including spreading hazardously contaminated | AS4
soils and materials present on the site from abandaned petroleum pipelines, or by necessitaling
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2.0 Response to Comments

John 5, Gibsen Container Parking Projact
Coastal Commission Staff Comments on Oraft Ervironmental Revsew
Page 2of 2

additanal snpacts b natural landforme and archasalegical, paleariological, and trival culbural
resources in order bo ensure the site and adjiacent areas ara stable. Should the project procesd,
Commission staff would also recommend further engagement with Trbal communilies with ancesiral
thes to e area bo ensuie the full consbderation for the aibe's Trbal culiunal resources,

With the fadl in tade volume from the Inception of the project proposal, updated information should
b reviewad o clanly whether iruck and cheasss parking beyand cument capacly s still needed.

Please note that the comments provided benein are preliminary in nature, Coastal Commissaon staff
requests notification of any ulure achivily associaled with this progeet Lo provide more specfic
commerts as the project develops. Stafl aleo recommends early coordination on any associabed
PMP Amendment. Thank you for the apporiunity bo comment on the Draft EIR. Please contact me af
seth villanuevaiBeoastal ca gov with any queslions.

Simoeraly,

L

Seth Villareva
Coastal Fregrarm Analysl

AS A
Cen,

AS.S
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Response to Letter A5: California Coastal Commission, dated February 4, 2025

Comment A5.1: This comment introduces the letter from the California Coastal Commission and summarizes
the Project description. The comment states that a PMP Amendment would be needed to redesignate the site
from Open Space to Maritime Support. The comment states that the Coastal Commission’s comments are
intended to inform issues that should be addressed by any proposed amendment to the certified PMP to be
consistent with the Coastal Act.

Response AS5.1: This comment is introductory in nature and does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy
of the Draft EIR. Because the comment does not express any specific concern or question regarding the
adequacy of the Draft EIR, no further response is warranted. The LAHD agrees that the Proposed Project
would require a PMP Amendment.

Comment A5.2: This comment states that the Proposed Project is predicated on the redesignation of the site
from an Open Space to Maritime Support and that Coastal Commission staff recommend that any
amendment to the PMP is enhanced to include the addition of policies to make certain the land use conversion
is compliant with Sections 30708(a) and 30708(d) of the Coastal Act. The comment states these sections
require all port-related development to be located, designed, and constructed to minimize substantial
environmental impacts and to allow for other beneficial uses consistent with the public trust, including but not
limited to, recreation and wildlife habitat to the extent feasible.

Response A5.2: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant impact not disclosed
in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. In regard to Section 30708(a)
of the Coastal Act, as discussed throughout the Draft EIR, the Project would not result in any significant and
unavoidable environmental impacts. Further, as discussed in Section 5.3, Biological Resources, the Project site
is within an urban and developed area and is surrounded by developed areas that include roadways and
port-related uses. With implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-1, construction and operation of the
Proposed Project would not result in a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat
modification, on any animal species identified as a threatened, endangered, or candidate species in local
or regional plans, policies, regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) or
USFWS. Hence, potential impacts to sensitive animal species or their habitat would be less than significant
with mitigation.

In regard to Section 30708(d) of the Coastal Act, while the Project site is designated as Open Space by the
PMP, the Project site is currently undeveloped and vacant except for remnants of two abandoned cellular
communication towers, a partially paved access road, and surface and buried abandoned oil pipelines and
utilities. The Project site is not open to the public as it is privately owned and does not contain any public
open space. There is no public access to the site currently. The site is steeply sloped, and onsite soils are
contaminated from previous onsite pipelines, which would render recreation uses onsite infeasible. In addition,
as discussed in Section 5.3, Biological Resources, there is no habitat onsite for special-status plant species
and no habitat exists for animal species with exception of the Southern California legless lizard and monarch,
which have a low potential to be present. Based on the disturbed nature of the site and existing onsite debris,
wildlife habitat onsite uses are infeasible. In addition, the Proposed Project would be consistent with the site’s
underlying City of Los Angeles General Plan land use and zoning designations, which allow for industrial
uses. Therefore, the Proposed Project and the required PMP amendment would not result in a reduction of
publicly accessible recreational space.

In addition, Coastal Act Section 30708 has five subheadings (a-e) related to locating, designing, and
constructing port-related developments. Section 30708(c) states to "[glive highest priority to the use of
existing land space within harbors for port purposes, including, but not limited to, navigational facilities,
shipping industries, and necessary support and access facilities." According to Section 30708(c), the Proposed
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Project should be given the highest priority as a maritime support use. Overall, the Proposed Project would
not conflict with Sections 30708(a) and 30708(d) of the Coastal Act.

Comment A5.3: The comment states that potential impacts from the Proposed Project to coastal resources
include loss of recreational access to open space (i.e., loss of existing foot trails), reductions in habitat area,
increased runoff, bike path disjointing, infringement on scenic views of the harbor from I-110, and reductions
in views of vegetated open space along John S. Gibson Boulevard. The comment states that the Proposed
Project would result in impacts to known and potential paleontological, archaeological, and tribal cultural
resources and increase VMT. The comment states that any PMP amendment prepared in association with the
Proposed Project should include specific policies that ensure the Proposed Project avoids environmental
impacts and, if avoidance is not feasible, minimizes and mitigates for such impacts, and provides for public
trust uses if at all feasible. The comment also states that, since the Proposed Project would result in increased
VMT and GHG emissions, the PMP Amendment should include policies aimed at addressing impacts to
environmental justice communities.

Response A5.3: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. Regarding
the loss of recreational access to open space, as described in Response A5.2, the Project site is currently
undeveloped and vacant except for remnants of two abandoned cellular communication towers, a partially
paved access road, and surface and buried abandoned oil pipelines and utilities. The Project site is not open
to the public, does not contain any public open space, and is located adjacent to the I-110 freeway. No
public facilities exist or have ever existed on the site. As shown in Figure 2 and Figure 3, below, the site
currently contains makeshift encampments utilized by the unhoused and multiple areas of trash and debris.
Therefore, the Proposed Project and the required PMP Amendment would not result in a reduction of publicly
accessible recreational space. Regarding loss of habitat, the commenter is referred to Response A5.2.

In regard to infringing upon scenic views of the harbor from I-110, as shown in Draft EIR Figures 5.1-1q,
5.1-1¢, and 5.1-1d, the Proposed Project would not impede existing views of the harbor from I-110 as the
proposed grade of the truck parking lot would be lower than the elevation of 1-110. Regarding views from
John S. Gibson Boulevard and the California Coastal Trail, as shown in Figure 5.1-1b, existing views would
not be substantially changed with development of the Proposed Project as the Proposed Project would
include approximately 316,373 square feet of drought-tolerant and California native ornamental
landscaping that would cover approximately 39 percent of the site.

Regarding impacts to paleontological, archaeological, and tribal resources, as discussed in the Draft EIR on
pages 5.4-10 through 5.4-12, impacts to archaeological resources would be mitigated through
implementation of a Cultural Resources Monitoring Plan (Mitigation Measure CUL-1) and impacts to
paleontological resources would be mitigated through implementation of paleontological monitoring
(Mitigation Measure PAL-1). As shown in Draft EIR Table 5.4-2, there are no known historical resources or
unique archaeological resources within the Project site. As discussed on page 5.4-11 of the Draft EIR, the
Phase | and Il Cultural Resources Assessment also identified marine shell fragments during the pedestrian
survey which included, one Monterey Chert flake tool, seven debitage, and fragments of faunal bone that
are likely related to the general prehistoric occupation of what was once Wilmington Lagoon. However, no
archaeological soil /midden was observed during the Phase Il testing and noted disturbances included rodent
activity as well as intermixed construction debris. The Phase | and Il Cultural Resources Assessment determined
that although artifacts were identified, there are no intact subsurface components. Regarding impacts to
tribal cultural resources, as discussed in Initial Study Section 4.18, Tribal Cultural Resources (included as
Appendix A to the Draft EIR), the LAHD did not receive any requests for consultation under Assembly Bill 52
from any of the seven tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the Project vicinity. LAHD received a
request for information from the Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians - Kizh Nation; however, the Tribe did
not request additional consultation. A Sacred Lands File search of the Project site yielded negative results.
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In regard to increased VMT and GHG emissions, as discussed in the NOP/IS (pages 83 to 84), which is
included as Appendix A to the Draft EIR, a trip generation analysis run by the LAHD Goods Movement
Division determined that the Proposed Project would generate 10 daily one-way passenger vehicle trips
and 4 daily one-way vendor trips, which would be fewer than 250 daily trips (EPD, 2023). While the
Proposed Project would generate 1,794 daily one-way truck trips at peak operations, these heavy-duty
truck trips do not apply to the screening thresholds as stated below. State CEQA Guidelines Section
15064.3(a) states that VMT refers to the amount and distance of automobile travel generated by a
proposed project, in which automobile travel refers to passenger cars and light trucks (OPR, 2018). Heavy-
duty trucks do not apply to the LADOT VMT screening thresholds, as confirmed in comment letter A2 from
Caltrans. Therefore, VMT impacts were determined to be less than significant. As discussed on page 5.7-11
of the Draft EIR, the Proposed Project would result in approximately 4,914.3 MTCO2e/yr, which would be
below the SCAQMD Threshold of 10,000 MT CO2e/yr. Therefore, operation of the Proposed Project would
not generate significant GHG emissions that would have a significant effect on the environment.

Regarding environmental justice and public trust uses, CEQA is an environmental protection statute that is
concerned with physical changes to the environment (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15358(b)). The
environment includes land, air, water, minerals, flora, fauna, ambient noise, and objects of historic or aesthetic
significance (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15360). The asserted impacts related to environmental justice
and public trust uses are not considered effects on the environment (State CEQA Guidelines Sections
15064(e) and 15131(a)). Thus, consistent with CEQA, the Draft EIR includes an analysis of the Proposed
Project’s potentially significant physical impacts on the environment and does not include substantial discussion
of environmental justice or public trust uses.

Comment A5.4: This comment states that the scale of landform alterations being proposed poses potential
hazards that could result in substantial adverse environmental impacts, including spreading contaminated
soils and materials present on the site from abandoned petroleum pipelines. The comment states that the
Project could result in additional impacts to natural landforms and archaeological, paleontological, and
tribal cultural resources and to ensure the site and adjacent areas are stable. The comment states that further
engagement with Tribal communities should occur to ensure full consideration for the site's tribal cultural
resources.

Response A5.4: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. Regarding
potential hazards relating to grading onsite, as described on page 5.8-12 of the Draft EIR, the Phase | and
Phase Il Environmental Site Assessments (ESAs) detail releases of total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH) and
volatile organic compounds (VOCs) within site soils at levels exceeding the Department of Toxic Substances
Control (DTSC) human health risk criteria and estimated that the area of contaminated soil is approximately
1,200 square feet, with an average depth of approximately 10 feet below ground surface (bgs) (estimated
12,000 cubic feet). Identified contaminated soils in areas of Project ground disturbance would be removed
and disposed of during construction of the Proposed Project. Therefore, implementation of SCAQMD Rule
1166 related to excavating or grading soil containing VOC materials would be required along with the
California Occupational Safety and Health Agency (CalOSHA) hazardous waste materials handling
regulations, and the sections of the California Health and Safety Code. In addition, due to the potential for
other areas of contaminated soils or pipeline materials onsite, a qualified consultant would be required to
prepare and implement a mitigation plan, per SCAQMD Rule 1166, to be used during earthwork and
grading to manage VOC emissions. In addition, a Soil Management Plan (SMP) would be prepared for the
proper management and disposal of waste in accordance with all applicable laws and regulations. The SMP
would provide a protocol for ensuring the proper handling and disposal of contaminated soils that could be
encountered during development, in a manner that is protective of human health and compliant with
applicable laws and regulations. The SMP would be submitted to the Los Angeles Department of Building
and Safety (LADBS) prior to the issuance of a grading permit and implemented during grading /development
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activities. Based on this comment, the Final EIR has been revised to include Rules 1166 and 1466, as discussed
in Section 3.0, Modifications to the Draft EIR.

In regard to impacts to natural landforms and archaeological, paleontological, and tribal cultural resources,
Project construction and grading would occur within the Project site boundaries and mitigation would be
implemented to reduce impacts to archaeological, paleontological, and tribal cultural resources as described
in Response A5.3.

Comment A5.5: This comment states that with the fall in trade volume from the inception of the Proposed
Project proposal, updated information should be reviewed to clarify whether truck and chassis parking
beyond current capacity is still needed. The comment states that Coastal Commission staff requests
notification of any future activity associated with the Proposed Project to provide more specific comments as
the project develops and that staff recommends early coordination on any associated PMP Amendment.

Response AS5.5: This comment does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the Draft EIR. CEQA is an
environmental protection statute that is concerned with physical changes to the environment (State CEQA
Guidelines Section 15358(b)). The environment includes land, air, water, minerals, flora, fauna, ambient
noise, and objects of historic or aesthetic significance (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15360). The necessity
of a truck trailer lot is not considered effects on the environment (State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15064(e)
and 15131(a)). Because the comment does not express any specific concern or question regarding the
adequacy of the Draft EIR, no further response is warranted.
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Letter O1: Wilmington Neighborhood Council (20 pages)

Wilmington Neighborhood Council
F L Sl ML Awalon Bled,, Suite 103, Wilmirgton, C& 80744
Cy ] -.' | PR30 522-213 [ wilminglennc@empowerla.ong
‘._'-'f |_:_|-:| WI'HIIF.IFI}I’IIIEiEhb’,II‘II}l:d{I:I.]I‘IH S

Ging Martines, Chair
Ganle Flewry, Co-Chair
Fobiala Goroe, Secretary
ANcia Botorar, Tremsuer
Aol Onthvercs, Parfomendonion

JIanuary 28, 2124

Part ol Los Angalas
Board of Harbor Commissionen
Councilmnn Tim MeOskar

Ra: jobn 5. Gibson Truck and Chaasts Parking Lot Project

The Wilminghon Medghbarhassd Council thanis you foe allowing wa ths spporiunity 1o commant cn The DRAFT
EHR. Tor the Jokn 5. Gitnes Trock snd Chassis Parking Lot Prejact, W furiFse soprecistes thi sansdamtion
provkded tous from the Port in granting us an estension oo respond.

1 this times the Wilmdngnon N eignbomocd Council wehemenily opposes this propec. We reinesais from our
previous ebie r wineneinwe state, "Wilmington s alrendy cvmsribuncen ed with Comiainer, truck ard chsssis
ahoraga” We nek that ths Commaasan ke intd censidecation the cumulatbea efect of thia praject as
requingd iy CEQA Tha Snate CEQA “Guidelines. dinec That Shi discuasion alculd be guided by practicality 1.1
Al FRARCNADLrEES arsd BOCuUS O i CLmMULETHS Mpaces That vwowld rasill Troem 1he combinaticn of The
Proposed Profect and other projects, miher than the stiributes of other projects which do not cortrbute ic
cumulathe impacts” (pg 5.4 Ervironmantal bnpacts)

Thia Lefter will S81ai & nor-adhauetive st of our cancerna,

This praject holda o banafit o ths cammunity of Wilmiegion and San Pedro or e atakeholders.” Infact, this
project will do the mnct cpposin. i crantng o problien whare cne don 't exinn under the fuise of “gocd
MovEMane.” 1T has no arfaguards Tor &nforohmar, Bnd T i The potintinl for ohis i be & sl s on R
o clroumsent uricn labor. [ falls short of He stated objectives and the cumulatiye efects are sigrificant
snpugh o warmnd that this project be denbed,

Histesy

Tha projee! i located ot 1599 lohn 5 G Blve APM (AP 74000718001, 7440-008-002, 744001 8-003,
and TA1Z-024: 007, This Spon 01 |8 ssking 05 proviel o Shoet b purking Tor S03 prucio sed chassis.

o1
AliPenigh the Corn Burpass of (e projact of AEering coslalners pnd ChASSiS REg ot ehangsd, Witk regard to
wihat will actually be Implemsnted, fasohanged conskdemnbly. Presvousty we wers ol sed 1hat brocks would
b o weary bn and ons veary out all via rightt bern only with no permanand mod@cations %o the street. With the
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e LI itaill Bnstall & signad that provides access fom Both directiona with &% of the inbownd trastc
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HOP GCTORER 2023

B A TRARERT ! |

1.2
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Thie penject orginally wis stmec e B 258 wuchs pardny. Only 1o s S e s waen ana-wny tips snid
winntiLel spunta 1o 132 truck erips par day, [A58x2) The nast documssint relssssd sintsd 1,704 dnily truck gHips. 012
The DRAFT EIR now states thivt il ba SE0 (450x2) dnily wips the first yoar with 1,508 (004x) totnl daily vuck Cend.
frips by 2048, These ara big discm pancees,

Lipon reves we foersd if inceedibls it thess will only be 2 smploysss s will handle svsrything with
minimall imgset an teaflic or b the serdranmant. W uss as an s pls dakn provided by the Tmtfie Study
(Appende ] AR BAM B will ba 37 inceming Eiocks, W 1hink that CFASE s if Bsak whan 1hey atated 1R
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Wilh repaed 1o thes s Anss thres guestions cur posilion is YES.

Thia DRAFT EIR doasn't even foke inbo comns derotion Mochado Loke or tha endangered Leost Term. I doas not
foka into conskderation the wetlonds thol oee locoed o closs 1o dhe project and Bhe DRAFT EIR has Rsiled to da
B8 Ouss o LiPErn With Fager®s 10 &win axploring Foaw T Drogec] will afect The waslonds &l Their REpanan
FuliTH .

The project definisely has impects thim aon limised individunily but se cordldennaln whin considened in
cnn soticn with past. cumens and fubue propscis.

Thapropsct definiely has ervinorsmeantol efacts hot con substonbiolly  have dveess a8 aEE on human baings.
The cancsd nota of &8 pad mélion ond o Dissal Parliculate Matter of 100% is &Emply unaccepiable. Our
Couneilman Sugnt nrd th ks J12514 & ealitg. Theme should not Bo & singha sdditisnal truck-related uie
within the Boundariss of Wilmington, Those facilitios batong on Torminad island or within the confiras of
i Port.

Additioral Conoerms and Quastions
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ettt BT frried el VR POV SEi L el Dl AP rT i [ wed F Flranicd 1 v Tarminerid v Lo s esan.
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VATl B truckens LTLZing ene TncieTy have & TWAC cand?

Will dropping off combeiners by trucks legving the port only 1o be picked Up iy non-TWIC card holdans be ol pwed
of this facility?

Wilh respact o loboe, tha DRAFT B3R doed mot axclude union labor nor doss il specificolly slabes il will ba
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thags Safeguands in mind especinlly wWhen Yol Condidar T fciling & el Thar 200 Taat iFom & pert Taciling A
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Response to Letter O1: Wilmington Neighborhood Council, dated January 28, 2025

Comment O1.1: This comment states that the Wilmington Neighborhood Council opposes the Proposed
Project and states that the community has too many truck and chassis storage areas. The comment asks that
the Port focus on potential cumulative impacts of the Proposed Project. The comment also states that the
Proposed Project does not contribute any community benefits, falls short of its own objectives, and would
result in significant cumulative effects.

Response O1.1: This comment is introductory in nature and does not raise a specific environmental issue with
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. Because the comment does not express any specific concern or question
regarding the adequacy of the Draft EIR, no further response is warranted.

Comment O1.2: This comment provides a summary of the Project description and states that the original
project previously included only a right-turn in and right-turn out driveway and now the Proposed Project
proposes both left and right turn access along John S. Gibson Boulevard. The comment further states that the
original project proposed 466 trucks per day, and the Proposed Project now states there will be 980 daily
trips in the first year and 1,808 daily trips by 2045, including trips from employees and vendors.

Response O1.2: The commenter’s general concern over the change in access to the site and proposed
construction of a traffic signal is noted. The Proposed Project’s potential impacts related to site access were
discussed on Draft EIR page 5.11-18 using the 2022 LADOT Transportation Assessment Guidelines and
impacts were found to be less than significant. The comment also appears to cite outdated truck trip estimates
identified under an earlier iteration of the Proposed Project. Since the use proposed by the Applicant
changed from grounded container storage, as previously proposed and analyzed in the 2021 IS/ND to a
truck and chassis parking lot, an updated trip generation analysis was prepared. As discussed in Draft EIR
Section 5.11, Transportation, due to the change of proposed use and later opening and horizon years, the
Proposed Project would result in 980 one-way trips to and from the site in the Opening Year and 1,808
one-way trips to and from the site in the Horizon Year including trucks as well as employees/vendors, as
shown in Draft EIR Tables 5.11-2 and 5.11-3 and Appendix J. The Draft EIR, including the Project Description,
remains consistent on this point.

Comment O1.3: This comment states the Proposed Project would result in 37 inbound trucks at 8 AM and
the two employees onsite would be required to check in each vehicle within 2 minutes in order to not disrupt
traffic.

Response O1.3: LAHD staff prepared a site queuing analysis, with information provided by EPD Solutions
pertaining to queuing methodology. LAHD staff also reviewed and concurred with the latter. Table 2-3,
below, summarizes the analysis that determined there would not be any on-street queuing, whether operated
as a wheeled chassis or wheeled container storage yard. The Proposed Project applicant currently intends
to operate the yard for the latter. It should be noted that to yield the worst-case conditions for off-site traffic
volumes (and mass emissions), operation of the site was analyzed as a wheeled chassis storage facility. The
queuing analysis methodology entails use of a model recommended for parking/guard gates as contained
in the Institute of Transportation Engineers Traffic Engineering Handbook (201 6). The methodology entails the
following key parameters: Poisson (random) arrival rate of vehicles using the highest hourly volume inbound
to the project site, service rate of the vehicles through a controlled gate, 95 percent statistical confidence
level, and a nomograph representing these parameters in a mathematical equation (Figure 4). The inbound
truck volumes used in the queuing analysis summarized in the Table 2-3 were based on trip generation rates
for a wheeled container storage facility developed by the LAHD staff for another LAHD proposed project
and the wheeled chassis storage trip rates described in the Draft EIR. The gate service rate for the wheeled
container operation was obtained from an existing operator of a similar terminal in the Port of Los
Angeles/Port of Long Beach complex. The gate service rate for the wheeled chassis operation is based upon
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recent service rate measurements conducted by LAHD staff at two wheeled chassis storage facilities located
in the POLA. The Project driveway allows for a queuing of 850 feet between the access guard booth and
John S Gibson Boulevard. As shown, the Proposed Project would provide adequate onsite queuing length
for operations of the site as a truck and wheeled chassis parking lot. If the site were to be operated with
chassis only or chassis with wheeled containers in the future, then two more (total of three) gate facility lanes
would be needed at the gate entrance /guard booth (with only one queuing/driveway lane being sufficient),
as noted in Section 3.0, Modifications to the Draft EIR, of this Final EIR.

Table 2-3: Gate Queving Analysis

Highest Hourly In-gate
Inbound Volume service Queue
Parking time | #of | ServiceRate | Traffic | #0f |Length
Drivew ay Length = 850" | stalls | Total | Bobtai | Chassis| Container | (sec)' | gates | (veh/hrigate) | intensityz | Trucks | (feet)
Wheeled Chassis storage 393 78 26 51 0 109 3 33 0.79 6 362
Wheeled container storage| 393 78 26 51 0 120 3 30 0.27 1 74

1: Estimated processing time for similar operations at the Port of Los Angeles and Port of Long Beach
2: (see nomograph below)
3: Assumed vehicle lengths with 5’ of headway: bobtails = 33’, chassis/containers = 74’

Figure 4: Queving Analysis Nomograph
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Comment O1.4: This comment lists the Project objectives as stated in Section 3.0, Project Description, and
states that there is currently no traffic congestion or illegal parking on John S. Gibson Boulevard for the
Project to alleviate. The comment states that the Proposed Project would actually result in increased traffic
and illegal idling along John S. Gibson Boulevard. The comment further states the Proposed Project would
erode the buffer provided by the Waterfront Park between Wilmington and the Port activities.

Response O1.4: The comment recites the objectives of the Proposed Project for which no response is required.
As explained in Response O1.3, the Project would not result in reasonably foreseeable safety and hazard
impacts from trucks queuing while waiting to access the site off John S. Gibson Boulevard. Idling for longer
than 5 minutes also is not a reasonably foreseeable consequence of the Proposed Project for the same
reasons. Moreover, this type of facility is intended to facilitate the expeditious interchange of chassis and
containers, and as such, the visit time is expected to be much less for the facility than that of a container
terminal thereby reducing congestion at the Port as a whole. Regarding the Proposed Project resulting in the
loss of a buffer area between Waterfront Park/ Wilmington and Port activities, the comment does not
provide any substantial evidence of how development of the site would result in new or substantially more
severe significant impacts on the physical environment from those identified in the Draft EIR. Furthermore, as
shown in Draft EIR Figure 3-3, Aerial View, the Project site does not serve as a buffer between residences
and Port operations as it is surrounded by the I-110 Freeway to the northwest, the West Basin Container
Terminal to the southeast, commercial uses to the south, and the Philips 66 Los Angeles Refinery to the north.
Contrary to the commenter’s statement, the Project site is not located between the community of Wilmington
and Port complexes.

Comment O1.5: This comment states that the Port has already provided sufficient truck parking through
various projects within the Port which are not located near any communities. The comment further states that
there is a lack of enforcement for illegal activity at privately owned port-related facilities.

Response O1.5: (also see Response O1.3). This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a
significant impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate.
As discussed in Response O1.4, there is a significant substantial need for truck parking facilities within the
POLA; however, CEQA is an environmental protection statute that is concerned with physical changes to the
environment (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15358(b)). The environment includes land, air, water, minerals,
flora, fauna, ambient noise, and objects of historic or aesthetic significance (State CEQA Guidelines Section
15360). The necessity of a truck trailer lot and lack of enforcement are not considered effects on the
environment (State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15064(e) and 15131(a)). The commenter’s view that the
Project is not required will be forwarded to the decision makers for consideration. Regarding parking
enforcement, it should be noted that John S. Gibson Boulevard is signed on both sides with “No Stopping
Anytime” along with a striped, Class 2 bike lane. Observations have not yielded trucks violating the
signage/striping. It should also be noted that a City of Los Angeles Police Department station is located 0.3
miles away to the south, which also serves as a deterrent for violating signage /striping. Also, the Harbor
Department conducted a queuing analysis with the required gate operations that determined queue lengths
would not exceed the driveway length and overflow onto John S. Gibson Boulevard (Appendix C to
Appendix J). The applicant will also ensure no trucks park or queue on John S. Gibson Boulevard.

Comment O1.6: This comment states that the Project site is covered under the Wilmington Harbor Trucking
Related Uses Ordinance No. 188287, which prohibits any permits issued for projects associated with the
establishment or expansion of all Trucking-Related Uses as a primary use.

Response 01.6: In response to this comment, as well as other comments regarding the Wilmington Interim
Control Ordinance, the Proposed Project has been revised to exclude APN 7412-024-007 from the Project,
as described in Chapter 3.0, Modifications to the Draft EIR and shown above in Figure 1, Wilmington Interim
Control Ordinance. Because only landscaping was proposed within this APN as part of the Project, this revision
to the Project description does not result in any new or substantially more severe environmental impacts
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for-since-the-adoption-of the City-ef LosAngeles-General- Plan—Comment O1.7: This comment provides the
checklist from the Notice of Preparation (NOP) with the environmental factors that were found to be
potentially significant.

Response O1.7: This comment does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy of the Draft EIR. All impact
areas determined to be potentially significant in the NOP were carried forward for analysis in the Draft EIR.
Because the comment does not express any specific concern or question regarding the adequacy of the Draft
EIR, no further response is warranted.

Comment O1.8: This comment provides the State CEQA Guidelines section that describes how cumulative
impacts should be analyzed in the CEQA document. The comment further states that there are projects missing
from the cumulative project list and requests clarification on why they were not included.

Response O1.8: In response to this comment, both the Vincent Thomas Bridge (VTB) Redecking Project and
the Alameda Corridor Project have been added to Table 5-1, Cumulative Project List, as shown in Chapter
3.0 of this Final EIR, Revisions to the Draft EIR. The VTB re-decking project is a construction project only.
Caltrans currently plans to close the VTB between approximately November 2026 and February 2028. As
the Proposed Project would not be open for operations until December 2027, at the earliest. There would
only be three months of overlap with the detoured traffic associated with the VTB project. Also, the LAHD is
currently constructing major improvements to the Harbor Boulevard/VTB-SR 47 interchange, which will aid
in accommodating detoured traffic. Caltrans and LADOT are also exploring temporary improvements and
traffic control measures (including deployment of traffic control officers) for this area to address detoured
traffic. The Alameda Corridor Transportation Authority (ACTA) project (Phase ll) was approved in 2007;
however, this project was put on hold soon thereafter, and neither the POLA or ACTA intend to proceed with
this project. Therefore, neither of these projects would result in the potential to contribute to cumulative
impacts

Comment 01.9: This comment takes issue with the statement that the Project would only result in a cancer
risk of 0.25 per million. '4 The commenter asserts that the Project area currently has a cancer risk of 638 per
million according to the SCAQMD MATES V data. The comment further states that the EIR must include a
cumulative analysis of the cancer risks associated with the Proposed Project considering the existing setting.

14 To note, commenter’s reference to a cancer risk of 0.25 per million is likely a typological error as the Proposed Project would
result in a cancer burden of 0.025 per million.
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Response O1.9: Based on guidance published in SCAQMD’s White Paper on Potential Control Strategies to
Address Cumulative Impacts from Air Pollution 15, if an individual project does not exceed the SCAQMD’s
thresholds for project-specific impacts, then it would also not result in a cumulatively considerable impact. As
detailed throughout Draft EIR Section 5.2, Air Quality, the Project would not exceed any thresholds of
significance and impacts would be less than significant. Based on existing SCAQMD recommendations for
Mobile Source Health Risk Assessments, the operational impacts of the Proposed Project at the closest
affected receptor is estimated at 7.84 in one million, which is less than the threshold of 10 in one million. At
this same location, non-cancer risks were estimated to be less than 0.01, which would not exceed the
applicable threshold of 1.0. As such, the Project would result in emissions that are far below existing
SCAQMD thresholds. Further, as shown in Table 5.2-13, the cancer burden is estimated to be 0.025
individuals that were estimated to have a cancer risk of 1 in one million or more. Therefore, the Proposed
Project would not exceed SCAQMD’s cancer burden significance threshold of 0.5. Therefore, based on
SCAQMD guidance, the Proposed Project’s impact on human health risks would not be cumulatively
considerable and would be less than significant. While the SCAQMD MATES V data shows that the existing
condition of the area is already cumulatively significant, pursuant to SCAQMD guidelines, the Proposed
Project would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to the already cumulatively significant
existing condition.

Comment O1.10: This comment states that the Draft EIR does not mention two sensitive receptors that are in
the vicinity of the Project site: Volunteers of America Pre-School and Field of Dreams Park/Recreation, both
located within 2 mile of the Project site. The comment states that the Draft EIR should be revised to include
and provide clarification as to why they were not included.

Response O1.10: According to the SCAQMD, sensitive receptors are defined as people who have an
increased sensitivity to air pollution or environmental contaminants. Sensitive receptors include any residence,
such as private homes, condominiums, apartments, and living quarters; schools; daycare centers; and health
care facilities, such as hospitals or retirement and nursing homes. Sensitive receptors can also include long-
term care hospitals, hospices, prisons, dormitories, or similar live-in housing. Based on this definition, the Field
of Dreams Park/Recreation is not considered a sensitive receptor for air quality. Recreational parks are not
included in the definition of sensitive receptors because people do not typically remain on site for an
extended period, such as an 8-hour shift or school day, or the full 24 hours of a residential receptor; but
rather are present for shorter periods of time. Therefore, people visiting the Field of Dreams Park /Recreation
would have a lower exposure than people living and working near the Project site.

A health risk assessment (HRA) (Appendix C to the Draft EIR) was conducted for the Proposed Project to
determine the potential health risk associated with the exhaust of diesel-powered trucks and equipment to
people living near the project. The HRA was conducted in accordance with the modeling techniques
recommended in the California Environmental Protection Agency’s (CalEPA) Office of Environmental Health
Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) Air Toxic Hot Spots Program Risk Assessment Guidelines and SCAQMD
requirements. Based on the HRA results, the maximally exposed individual (MEI), which is the individual with
the highest probability of contracting cancer as a result of exposure, was determined to be the residence on
South Figueroa Street, which is approximately 1,589 feet away from the Project site. The cancer risk at the
sensitive MEl was determined to be 0.13 in 1 million during construction and 7.84 in 1 million during operation
of the Proposed Project, which would not exceed the SCAQMD cancer risk threshold of 10 in 1 million. The
commenter identified the Volunteers of America Pre-School, located at 334 South Figueroa Street, as a
potential sensitive receptor. The Volunteers of America Pre-School is located more than 500 feet farther

15 SCAQMD. (2003). White Paper on Potfential Control Strategies to Address Cumulative Impacts from Air Pollution.
http://www.agqmd.gov/docs/default-source /Agendas/Environmental-Justice /cumulative-impacts-working-group /cumulative-
impacts-white-paper.pdf
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away from the Proposed Project than the identified sensitive MEL In addition, trucks accessing the Project
site would utilize 1-110 and would not pass by the school. Therefore, health risk at the Volunteers of America
Pre-School would be lower than the risks identified for the sensitive MEl and would also be below thresholds.
Therefore, no significant health risk would occur from Proposed Project construction and operational emissions
at Volunteers of America Pre-School.

Similarly, health risk levels are anticipated to be below thresholds for the Field of Dreams Park/Recreation.
However, because the Field of Dreams Park/Recreation is located 200 feet away from the Project site, the
chronic health index and acute health index were extrapolated, as shown in Appendix A of this Final EIR, to
respond to this comment. The chronic health risk would be 0.001 in 1 million and the acute health index would
be less than 0.001 in 1 million, which are both below the SCAQMD threshold of 1.0 in 1 million. Final EIR
Appendix A Figure 1, Project Sources and Receptors, provides a visual representation of the cancer risk at
the Field of Dreams Park/Recreation, which is estimated to be less than or equal to 2 in 1 million, which is
below SCAQMD and LAHD’s 10 in 1 million threshold for incremental cancer risk due to DPM exposure.
Therefore, all health risk levels to the Field of Dreams Park/Recreation and the Volunteers of America Pre-
School from operation-related emissions of toxic air contaminants (TACs) would be below the SCAQMD’s
health risk thresholds. No significant health risk would occur from operational emissions resulting from the
Proposed Project.

Comment O1.11: This comment states that the Draft EIR failed to acknowledge the SCAQMD Clean Port
Initiative Workplan which states that international, federal, and State standards are not sufficient for this
region when analyzing whether a project would conflict with or obstruct implementation of an applicable Air
Quality Plan. The comment further states that a Federal Implementation Plan was to be implemented to
require measures to reduce NOx emissions. The comment requests further information as to why the non-
attainment status of the area was not discussed further.

Response O1.11: As discussed in Section 5.2, Air Quality, of the Draft EIR, construction and operation of the
Proposed Project would not result in air emissions, including NOx emissions, that exceed the thresholds
established by the SCAQMD, and utilized by the LAHD, and air quality impacts would be less than significant.
Thus, there is no nexus for additional mitigation measures. The analysis of Project-generated air emissions
determines whether the Proposed Project would result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB) is in non-attainment under an applicable National
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) and California Ambient Air Quality Standards. The thresholds were
set intentionally low by SCAQMD in order to get the SCAB into attainment. These thresholds are health-
protective and are based on Clean Air Act standards and recommendations by the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
SCAQMD Air Quality Management Plan. Additionally, the Draft EIR (pages 5.2-14 through 5.2-16) discusses
the attainment status for criteria pollutants in the SCAB.

Comment O1.12: This comment states that while the Draft EIR claims there would be no queuing or idling
offsite, the lack of employees onsite with the proposed peak trip rates would result in idling outside the
Project driveway. The comment states that John S. Gibson Boulevard is a “No Stopping Zone” and trucks
queuing on the roadway may be ticketed for either idling or for stopping in a no stopping zone. The comment
asks how the queuing trucks would affect traffic DPM emissions in the area.

Response O1.12: Regarding queuing and idling, the commenter is referred to Response O1.3. As discussed,
trucks are not expected to spill over onto John S. Gibson Boulevard and would not result in unnecessary
idling along John S. Gibson Boulevard.

Comment O1.13: The comment states that the Draft EIR failed to analyze DPM emissions in an area which
is already at 100% exposure per CalEnviroScreen 4.0. The comment further requests the Draft EIR analyze
the toxic release data.
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Response O1.13: The Draft EIR considers all reasonably foreseeable emissions related to DPM and toxic
air emissions from construction and operation of the Project as proposed and described in the Project
Description (See Draft EIR Section 3.0, Project Description).

The Draft EIR provides a detailed evaluation of the potential cumulative air quality related impacts of the
Proposed Project upon the surrounding community (localized impacts) pursuant to current SCAQMD
methodology and thresholds, which is appropriate due to the Proposed Project’s location within the South
Coast Air Basin. The non-attainment conditions in the setting are reflected in the thresholds set by SCAQMD,
and Draft EIR Section 5.2.7 indicates that the incremental emissions of the Proposed Project fall below the
thresholds. This means that the Proposed Project’s incremental contribution to the cumulative impact is not
cumulatively considerable. Based on existing SCAQMD recommendations for Mobile Source Health Risk
Assessments, the operational impact of the Proposed Project at the closest effected receptor is estimated at
7.84 in one million, which is less than the threshold of 10 in one million. At this same location, non-cancer
hazard indices were estimated to be less than 0.01, which would not exceed the applicable thresholds of
1.0. As such, the Proposed Project would result in emissions that are far below existing SCAQMD thresholds.
Further, as shown in Table 5.2-13, the cancer burden is estimated to be 0.025 individuals that were estimated
to have a cancer risk of 1 in one million or more. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not exceed
SCAQMD’s cancer burden significance threshold of 0.5. Therefore, based on SCAQMD Guidance, the
Proposed Project’s impacts on human health risks would not be cumulatively considerable and would be less
than significant.

Comment O1.14: This comment states that the Draft EIR did not adequately analyze the Project’s impacts to
wildlife corridors or linkages as the Draft EIR does not discuss any impacts to the Bixby Slough/Lake Machado
which is a natural wetland with many native birds, fish, and insect species present.

Response O1.14: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant impact not
disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. Bixby Slough/Lake
Machado is located approximately 0.81-mile north of the Project site with I-110, industrial uses, and the
Philips 66 Los Angeles Refinery located between the Project site and the Bixby Slough/Lake Machado site.
Furthermore, as discussed on page 5.3-15 of the Draft EIR, critical habitat refers to specific areas within the
geographical range of a species at the time it is listed that include the physical or biological features that
are essential to the survival and eventual recovery of that species. Critical habitats are designated by the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the National Marine Fisheries Service (NOAA Fisheries). While
the Bixby Slough/Lake Machado may serve as habitat to certain species, including the Least Tern, it is not
federally-designated critical habitat. Additionally, given the distance between the Project site and Bixby
Slough/Lake Machado as well as the intervening urban and industrial development, the Proposed Project
would not impact habitat within Bixby Slough/Lake Machado or any species such as the Least Tern that
utilize that habitat.

Comment O1.15: This comment states that the Draft EIR fails to recognize the Project site as being located
within an Environmental Justice Area. The commenter then provides the CEQA Checklist for Mandatory
Findings of Significance and states that the Proposed Project would result in impacts in all three of the listed
impact areas. The comment also states that the EIR does not adequately take into consideration the site’s
proximity to Machado Lake, natural wetlands, and Least Tern habitat. The comment further states that the
Project would result in cumulative impacts, especially when considering the existing cancer rate and DPM
presence currently in the area and that there should not be any truck-related uses within the boundaries of
Wilmington.

Response O1.15: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant impact not
disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. Regarding cumulative
impacts to Bixby Slough/Machado Lake, as discussed in Response O1.14, the Project would not impact
habitat or species within Bixby Slough/Machado Lake. Regarding cumulative impacts and DPM, as discussed
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in Response O1.13, the Proposed Project would not exceed SCAQMD significance thresholds for cancer risk
or cancer burden. Based on guidance published in SCAQMD’s White Paper on Potential Control Strategies to
Address Cumulative Impacts from Air Pollution, if an individual project does not exceed the SCAQMD’s
thresholds for project-specific impacts, then it would also not result in a cumulatively considerable impact.
Therefore, impacts related to DPM would be less than significant and would not be cumulatively
considerable. To the extent the comment refers to environmental justice concerns, CEQA is an environmental
protection statute that is concerned with the reasonably foreseeable adverse effects of a project on the
physical environment (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15358(b)). The physical environment includes land, air,
water, minerals, flora, fauna, ambient noise, and objects of historic or aesthetic significance (State CEQA
Guidelines Section 15360). The Proposed Project’s potential effects on economic and social issues, such as
environmental justice, are not required to be considered under CEQA in an EIR (See State CEQA Guidelines
Sections 15064(e) and 15131(a)). Thus, consistent with CEQA, the Draft EIR includes an analysis of the
Proposed Project’s potentially significant physical impacts on the environment and does not include
substantial discussion of environmental justice.

Finally, the portion of the Project site that is within Wilmington would not be utilized for trucking activity as
it would only be developed with landscaping, as discussed in Response O1.6.

Comment O1.16: This comment provides a variety of questions related to the implementation of the
Proposed Project including the Project’s effect on the tsunami evacuation route, appliable community plan,
enforcement, emergency and police services, what terminals the facility would serve, and requests additional
details on illegal parking and Transportation Worker Identification Credential (TWIC) carded truckers.

Response O1.16: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant impact not
disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. Regarding impacts to
the evacuation route, as discussed on page 72 of the Project NOP/IS (included as Appendix A to the Draft
EIR), the Proposed Project would operate a truck and chassis lot that would be permitted and approved in
compliance with existing safety regulations, such as the California Building Code (CBC) and California Fire
Code to ensure that it would not conflict with implementation of the City of Los Angeles’s Emergency
Operations Plan. John S. Gibson Boulevard would remain open to ensure adequate emergency access to the
Project vicinity. In regard to queuing, the commenter is referred to Response O1.3.

In regard to emergency access, the driveway is projected to operate at level of service (LOS) B and thus
queues would be minimal and would not spill onto John S. Gibson Boulevard (See Response O1.3) and would
not worsen existing emergency vehicle movement. Moreover, the proposed traffic signal at the driveway
would have the following benefits to emergency vehicle movement:
e reduce overall speeds;
e stop John S. Gibson Boulevard vehicles on the red phase thereby improving emergency vehicle
movement; and
e provide traffic gaps to improve ingress and egress to Los Angeles Police Department (LAPD)
Harbor Community Police Station.

Regarding which community plan the Proposed Project would become a part of, after approval of the
Project, APNs 7440-016-002_and 7440-016-003;-and-7Z412-024-007 would remain within the Port Master
Plan and APN 7440-016-001 would remain within jurisdiction of the City of Los Angeles in the San Pedro
Community Plan area. APN 7412-024-007 has been excluded from the Project. -APNZ412-024-007-would

Regarding whom will oversee enforcement issues on this Proposed Project, ultimately the LADBS would be
responsible for enforcement of local land use regulations and the City of Los Angeles Police Department
would be responsible for law enforcement.
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Regarding impacts to emergency and police services, as discussed in the Project NOP/IS (Draft EIR Appendix
A, pages 80 to 81), the Harbor Community Police Station is located approximately 0.3 roadway miles
southwest of the Project site. Construction of the new driveway and utility connections may result in temporary
closure of travel lanes, but full roadway closure and traffic detours which could result in impacts to the
operations of the Harbor Community Police Station are not expected to be necessary. During operations,
access through John S. Gibson Boulevard would remain open for emergency and police services and the
Project would not result in any significant impacts to emergency response times.

While the future operator of the Proposed Project is unknown, the Proposed Project could serve any terminals
within the POLA but it is most likely that the Proposed Project would support Everglades Company Terminal,
China Shipping, and TraPag, Inc. As the Proposed Project would be privately operated and would not be a
POLA facility, a TWIC card would not be required for truckers to access or utilize the Project for parking
purposes; however, in order to access any POLA container yards, a TWIC card would be necessary.
Therefore, while there is a potential that some truckers accessing the Proposed Project would not have a
TWIC card, the majority would have a TWIC card in order to access terminals.

Regarding illegal truck parking, see Response O1.4.

Comment O1.17: This comment states that the Draft EIR does not state whether unionized labor would be
utilized for operation or if drivers would carry TWIC cards. The comment further states that the objective
that the Project will alleviate truck traffic does not make any sense as it would add trips. The comment states
that trucks will zig zag uphill at night and the lights will affect traffic on the freeway.

Response O1.17: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. In regards
to the addition of trips, while the Proposed Project would result in an increase of 980 trips in the Opening
Year and 1,808 trips in the Horizon year going to the Project site, these include diverted trips from trucks
that are already accessing the POLA complex, and therefore do not represent an overall increase in truck
trips within the POLA complex (See Draft EIR page 5.11-7). CEQA is an environmental protection statute
that is concerned with physical changes to the environment (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15358(b)). The
environment includes land, air, water, minerals, flora, fauna, ambient noise, and objects of historic or aesthetic
significance (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15360). The Project’s potential environmental justice effects are
social issues that are not considered effects on the environment (State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15064 (e)
and 15131(a)). Thus, consistent with CEQA, the Draft EIR does not include an analysis of the Proposed
Project’s use of union labor or TWIC cards. However, for informational purposes, while the future operator
of the Proposed Project is unknown, the Proposed Project could serve any terminals within the POLA, but it is
most likely that the Proposed Project would support Everglades Company Terminal, China Shipping, and
TraPag, Inc. As the Proposed Project would be privately operated and would not be a POLA facility, a TWIC
card would not be required for truckers to access or utilize the Project for parking purposes; however, in
order to access any POLA container yards, a TWIC card would be necessary. Therefore, while there is a
potential that some truckers accessing the Proposed Project would not have a TWIC card, the majority would
have a TWIC card to access terminals.

Regarding headlights from trucks accessing the Project site impacting drivers on I-110 at night, the Project is
located downslope from I-110. As shown in Figure 5.1-1b of the Draft EIR, trucks driving uphill on the
Proposed Project driveway would be oriented away from I-110 and headlights would be screened by the
proposed retaining wall. Further, as shown in Figures 5.1-1a and 5.1-1¢, the proposed parking lot’s elevation
would be lower than I-110, which would serve to further screen truck headlights from impacting drivers on
[-110.

Comment O1.18: This comment states that the Proposed Project does not benefit the community and only
benefits the developer. The commenter further states that the Proposed Project would go against the zoning
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and various ordinances designed to ensure that trucking facilities are not developed in the area. The comment
concludes by stating that the EIR must analyze a no-project alternative and that the Port should adopt a
policy to support Ordinance ZI2514 prohibiting additional truck-related uses in Wilmington.

Response O1.18: This comment summarizes prior comments and does not provide any substantial evidence
of a significant environmental impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is
fundamentally inadequate. In regard to the No Project Alternative, such an alternative was analyzed within
Section 7.0 of the Draft EIR. Regarding the Ordinance,_the Proposed Project has been revised to exclude
APN 7412-024-007 from the Project, as described in Chapter 3.0, Modifications to the Draft EIR and shown
above in Figure 1, Wilmington Interim Control Ordinance. Because only landscaping was proposed within
this APN as part of the Proposed Project, as further discussed in Section 1.0 of this Final EIR, this revision to
the Project description does not result in any new or substantially more severe enwronmen'rql impacts beyond
'rhose qnalyzed in 'rhe Draft EIR

ewemren#aJ—rmpeets—beyead—Fhese%ly—zed—m—the—D*eﬁ—ElR— Therefore, recwculomon is not required

pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5. Thus, the Project site is not within the Wilmington-
Harbor City Commum'ry Plan area and is not sub|ec'r to the In'rerlm Con'rrol Ordmance, and no fur'rher revisions
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Letter O2: NAACP (2 pages)
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Response to Letter O2: NAACP, dated February 3, 2025

Comment O2.1: This comment states that the NAACP opposes the Proposed Project and that the Proposed
Project was rejected three years ago by neighborhood outcry. The comment further states the transfer to
another agency was done to reduce the Port’s exposure and bypass the Proposed Project past the
communities who opposed it originally. The comment states that the Project proposes industrial uses on land
that is designated for open space.

Response 02.1: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. The Lead
Agency for the Proposed Project is LAHD and no transfer or change in Lead Agency has occurred. The City
of Los Angeles is a Responsible Agency for the Proposed Project.

While the Proposed Project would require a PMP amendment to change the open space land use designation
for APNs 7440-016-002_and 7440-016-003,—and—7412-024-007; the Proposed Project would be
consistent with the City of Los Angeles’s General Plan land use designation and zoning for the site. Thus, the
proposed PMP amendment is necessary in order to render the site’s PMP land use designation consistent with
the site’s City of Los Angeles land use and zoning designations. As evidenced by most of the site’s current
land use and zoning designations, development of the site with industrial-type uses of the site has been
anticipated and accounted for since the adoption of the City of Los Angeles General Plan.

Comment 02.2: This comment states that the Proposed Project would cause traffic, air pollution, and an
unsightly entrance that blocks views of the Port and generally negatively affect the lives of people in the
area.

Response 02.2: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. As discussed
in Response A1.2, impacts related to TACs on sensitive receivers in the Project vicinity would be less than
significant with the implementation of all applicable rules and regulations. Regarding traffic impacts, as part
of the 2019 amendments to the State CEQA Guidelines, SB 743 directed that the revised CEQA Guidelines
“shall promote the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions, the development of multimodal transportation
networks, and a diversity of land uses” (Pub. Resources Code Section 21099[b][1]); and that “automobile
delay, as described solely by level of service or similar measures of vehicular capacity or traffic congestion,
shall not be considered a significant impact on the environment” (Pub. Resources Code Section 21099[b][2]).
As such, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21099(b)(2), the Draft EIR is not required to analyze
impacts related to traffic congestion as it shall not be considered an impact on the environment. Nevertheless,
as explained in Response O3.6, the Proposed Project is not expected to measurably degrade traffic
operating conditions along John S. Gibson Boulevard, Pacific Avenue, and Front Street.

As discussed in Draft EIR Section 5.1, Aesthetics, and shown in Figures 5.1-1q, 5.1-1¢, and 5.1-1d, views of
the Port from the I-110 would not be blocked, as the truck parking lot would be at a lower elevation than
the 1-110 freeway. In addition, as shown on Draft EIR Figure 5.1-1b, views from John S. Gibson Boulevard
looking towards the site would be improved from a vacant hillside with scattered litter into a landscaped
hillside with vegetation and trees.

Section 15204(c) of the State CEQA Guidelines advises that comments should be accompanied by factual
support, stating “[r]leviewers should explain the basis for their comments and should submit data or references
offering facts, reasonable assumptions based on facts, or expert opinion supported by facts in support of
the comments. Pursuant to [State CEQA Guidelines] Section 15064, an effect shall not be considered
significant in the absence of substantial evidence.” Where comments provide no facts or other substantial
evidence to support an assertion, or where comments do not explain why the evidence supporting a conclusion
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in the Draft EIR is not substantial evidence, the Final EIR is not required to alter a significance determination
of the Draft EIR.
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Letter O3: Northwest San Pedro Neighborhood Council (26 pages)

By Aegs soo Piesaen) Cerifed Meghborhood Coungd
CEri Vale, ¥ire Preyidert E’(@) Certification Dwie 02-12-02
el Libiet que. Tiesurer Melghborhasd W San Pede o Meighborhood Counci

Chis Seoreta — -l _E""'"-.-._ﬂ &30 5. Begoor Soreed, Bou BEE
R 3 e A e fan Pedra, CASOTH

TELEPHOME: (109 9183650 « WEBSITE: NwianPedroorg = E-MAIL BOARDERWSanFedio.ong

February 10, 2025

Wia emall to cegacommentsportta org

At its maeting on Monday February 10, 2025, the Board of the Horthwest San Pedro

Meighborhoad Council approved the attached comments regarding he proposad Gibson Bivd | 931
Truck and Chassis Parking Lot DEIR as previowsly subritted by Pat Mave and Thomas

Norman. The comments also incorporale those submitted by the Wilmingten Neighborhood

Council as attached herato.

Thank you for your attention to cur comments,

uﬂ i President
On Behalf of the Northwest San Pedro Helghtorhood Councll

Aftachments;
= Proviously submitted comments by Pat Nave and Thomas Norman
- Wilmington Meighborhaod Council cormments
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Via email to cagecommenis@portia.crg

Thank you for the opportunity to commend on the Gibson Bivd, tneck and chassis
parking Lol DEIR,

We ara mambers of the Nodbwest San Pedno Neighborhood Councll commitbes that
nomally considers matters such as this comment letter. We will be presenting these

comments toour full Board, bl they will not be heard until afler the comment period
closes, 1 they make any changes to these comments we will forward tham fo you at

that time.

We have read and considered the comment ketler adopted by the Wilmington
Heighborhood Coundcil (WHC) al its mesting January 28, 2025, and sdopt and
inconmporate i hersdn as part of our comments. In addition to the commentsa by the
WINC, we smphasize the following:

1. The proposed Gibson Boulevard truck and chassis parking lot project directly
viclatas City Ordinance Mo. 188,387 {eff. 7/1/24) and undermines decades of Port
buffer zone policies prolecting our communities. It vielates the ordinance’s
prohibition of establishment or expansion of trucking usaes in this area. It waould
flso abandan the londg-held Por policy of providing & buffer bebween industrial
activities In the Harbor and the surrounding communities. 033

Incursions by tnecks inle our communities has been a problem for many years. 11 is
why Ordinance Mo, 188287 was adopied, barring establishmeant or expansion of all
Irucking relaled uses in the described area. 'Wa strongly unge the Porl o seak advice
from Gity Attomey staff downtown conceming the application of this ordinance on the
decisions of the Board of Harbor Commissionens.

This projisc] also represents &n abandonment of a long=held Pord policy of providing a
buffer batween Port industral activities and our nedghborhoods. This practice ccoumed
al aboul the lime The Board eslablished the Wimingbon Walerliront Park, even Thowgh o34
thal property wes scquired for expanslon of the contalner terminals en the scuth slde
ol Harry Briciges Blvd, This DEIR saeks to changs the designation of threos parcels of
"opan spece” in ke master plan to “maritime suppod”, thus abandoning this precadant,
and palicy, of providing a buffer for owr communities.

2, Inadequate Traffic Impact Analysis:

Tha DEIR fails lo sufficientty evaluale the taffic impads associated wilh the project, | | ©3.5
i inpdequale 1o assume thal since the trucks and chasais are already “In the Port area®
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0315

and are simpdy being displaced to the project site, there is no significant impact. Tell i

THAT 1o the afected neighborkhoods,

The analysis conssders a imiled number of imersections—namely Gibson Bivd, and
Bridges Bhd., the proposed projact endirance, and the northbound 110 Freeway
en-rarmp near the police stalion, However, the DEIR cleady contemplates trucks
coming from Terminal tsland but does not analyze the impacta on treck refuming {hers,
such as will ooour at; oxb

Channed and Gibson

Channel and Galfey

Pacific and Front Streel

Ther on-ramp bo the 47 Freeway keacding 1o Temminal sland from Galey
The on-ramp to the 47 Freeway from Harbor Bhed,

Moreover, the DEIR's traffic anabysls does not account for the size and nature of tha
vohicles involved, The project anticipates 1,794 daily trips by trucks and chassis, each
approdimetely 75 feat in langth—five imes the size of an average passangar o3y
vehicle, This omission resulls in an inacouwrale assessmoent of how such (neck traffic will
impact congestion, read safety, and the Level of Sandoe at nearby intersactions. Tha
claim thal Port staff has approved these iraffic studies mises concerns about whedher
impartial and thorough analyses were conducted, espectally since the Porl has already
sold the access parcels, and having done so, appears committed to the project,

Furihar, wa question some of the design assumpdions in the DEIR related to truck and
chassis movernents, For example, northbound John &, Gibson Blvd, does not appear
wide encugh to construct a dedicated laft tum only lane into the facility driveway. The
migdian there is only a few feet wide, Simiarly, the work area on the parking fot dsell 038
does nol appear wide ancugh to permif 1he contermplated truck movements. 'With
1724 trips & day and only 393 parking slobs, whee ane all thoss trucks going to stay?
Lastly, since the parking area appaars to ba uphill, will the Bghts on the tall-mast poles
ba shining into the vehicles on the adicent nordhbound 110 Freesway?

3, The DEIR claims compliance with CEQA by asserting the project will obey
all regulatory requirements. 'Compliance with rubes’ s not the same as a CEQA
analysis and does nol comply with CEQA. 019

The proponent does not yel have CALTRANS, OTSC (Department of Toxic Substance
Controd), and several required City llcanses, nor have they complated boloogee,
archasciogic, and palecnlclogical examination in spile of known hazards and in spite of
having to cal into the supporting slope lo the 110 Freeway. Instead, they promise to
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comply with whalever requirements the City, CALTRAMS, DTSG, paleoniologisis and
Biologials Fmposs &8 the project procesds,

The DEIR asserts hal the project will comply with all applicable regulatory
recuiremania. However, *promises of future complisnce® are not a substilule for the
rigorous environmental analysis reguired under the Califamia Environmental Cuality Act
(CECAL Complance with regulaiicons is simply the baseline—il does not excuse the
meadd for & thorough evaluation of polential envircnmental mpacts. I futere compliance
were deemed sufficient, every CEQA review could be reduced to & single sentence:
"The project will comply with all applicable laws.®

Such a praclice undenmines the very purposs of GEQA, which is to proactively identify
and miligale polential environmental impacts bebore projects ane apgraved,

4, A CEQA analysis was required before the parcels were sabd.

The sale of the access parcels by the Pord should have friggessd a CEQA review al lhe
fima the decision was made. The sasertion by Por attomeys that the sabs was "not a
project” under CECW is both unfoendad and incomact, The sale was claarly tied 1o the
devaloper's known plang, and the parcels were 2oned &8 “open spaca.” An
amvirenmenial anabysis should have been conducted al that stage to explore altemalive
uses and mitigate fulure npacts, sech as by selling an esssment for limited purposes
rather than a full sabe of the parcals, Unforfunately, ihis missed opporunity has led o
he significant lssues we now face with this project,

5. Fallure to Consider Cumulative Impacts:

The project’s truck traffic represents a substantial and direct impact on surrounding
neighborhoods, yet the DEIR's analysis remalins nammowly focused on a few selecied
aroas, The cumutalive effect of this ncreased traflic, combined with ather projects in
the area, is likefy to intensify adwersa effects on air qualty, noise, and safaty for
residents and visilons. The patential impacts on summounding infrasineciune and
communities have not been fully explored or mitigated, leaving our esghborhoods
wulnrable to bang-term harm,

Suggested Mitigation
Many years ago, the Port embarked on a program of buying parcels in Wilminglon as

thesy came an e markel. The concepl was 1o aggregale the panceds nlo & Pos
sxpansion ared,

039
Cani.

2311

o3l
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The Port now owns saveral hundred such parcels. Mot only am thay off the tax rolls,
but if seams clear thal the use of some of the larger parcels has degraded the
neighborhoods where they are localed. Perhaps the time has come o dispose of the
parcels or perhaps improve them as communily pockel parks.,

0311
Cant.

Conclusion:

The proposed project mises serous concems aboud compliance with local regulations,
policies, and CEOA requirements, As it stands, the DEIR falls shor in addressing key
envimnmental and community mpacts.

We urge decision-makers fo reconsider this project in its current form and to priorfize
The haalth, safety, and guality of lle for the communities surcunding the Pod inclucing
adhering to City ordinance and policies prohébiting the expansion of frucking uses in
this area, maintaining badfer zones belween industrial opariions and ressdential
neighborhoods, and providing & more comprehenaive and transparant emvironmeanial
analysis of the project’s impacs, A | now neads, the DER should nod b approyed
amd the appeovals sought should nod be lsaued.

03.13

Thank you for considering ouwr commeants. We remaln committed to worldng with all

stakeholders 1o ensure responsible development thal prodects our community's
wall-baing and environrment,

Sincaraly,

& Tewm Meeman &' Pal Mo

GG Councilmember MoOsker
Commissionoms
Gena Sarcka
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Wilmington Neighborhood Council
S84 M. fvalon Bhed., Suite 103, Wilmington, CA 90744

FE 0] 522-2043 0 wilminglonre i@l emposera. org
(@l wilmingtonneighbarhoodoouncil com

Ging Martines, Choir
Gayle Fleury, Co-Chair
Fhialy Garcie, Secretory
Alicio Bolarar, Trepsuer

Jarmuary 28, 2025

Foar of Los Angelas
Baard of Harbar Cornm istadnhens
Courcilman Tim MoCekes

Re: Jobn 5 Gibson Truck and Chassis Parkdng Lot Project

The Wimingion Bleighbomood Counal ihanks you Tor allredng us the cpporunty b comment on the
CRAFT EIR. for the Aohn & Gitmon Truck and Chassis Parang Lot Project. W further appreciate the
corrsateralon provided ta us fram e Portin grarting s an exiersion 1o respond

AL this teme the Wilminglon Neghborheed Counce vehamently opposes s propet Ve nenenate Irom our
prEsioLs lotter wherein we state, “Wimingfon is aready overburdened with contaner, truck and chasss

almfage © Ve Bk thal the Commission ake nbo consideration the cumulatve efect of this proged B8
required by GEGA The State CEGA “Guidedines direct that the dcussion should be guided by

practicalfy and reasonablensss and foous on ihe cumuiaive impacts that would resut from the

combination of the Proposed Propect and ofher prajecis, rather ihan ihe atinbules of oiher projects which 93014
da nod contribule o cumiudatee impads ” (pg 5 4 Envieonmental impacts)

This better will detad & fan-echasinve B ol ouf Consams:

Thes propect hokde o banef i the communty of Wimingion and San Pedio of its slakeholdens ™ in1aa],
this project wil co the exact opposite. It is crealing @ probiem where one dopsn't exist undes the guise of
“poad mowements " 1 has o salaguarnds for enforcement, and g & he pobential o his o be & bial
rum on hoe bo circumyent union iabar. | Talls short of is stabed ebjectives and the cumulathve efects ang
significant enough 1o warram thl this project be denied

Histery

Ther propect & locabed at 1559 John 5 Gibson Bhid APN (APN) T440-016-001, T440-016-008,
T440016-003, and 7412024007, The sporsor is seelang bo pravide shorl-term parkeng for 353 inucks
and chassis

Although the core purpose of the project of soning contanens and chassis has not changed. With regard
b wheat well actually be implemented, has changed considerably  Previcusly we wete advised thal frocie
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would be ore wary inoand ane way oul all via dght Sen anly with no permanent modificabons o the sireet
\With the nees EIR it will install a sagnal thal provides acoess from both directions. with 80% of e inbound
fraffic Nowirg through Wiminglon and 50% of the culgeing trafic Mowng back through Wimingian

HOP OCTOBER 2073
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3

The projedt anginally was staled to be £66 Fucks per day, Only 1o learn Bal hese wers onsway Fips and
would equabé 1o 932 ruck Irips per dey. (4662 The mecd document rebeased staled 1, T84 daily ruck
frips. The DRAFT EIR now states thal i will be 350 (490u2) daily fnps e Arst year with 1,808 {904x)
total daily truck irips by 2045, Thess are big discepancies.

Liper review we Tound il incredible Tat Shene will only be 2 smployees wha will hande everghing wih
mirumal impact on trafc or to the environment, Ve use as an example dat provided by te Trafic Study
iAppendix Jj), Al BAM there will be 37 incoming trucks. W think Tl GFASE said il best when they
siafed thal usiesl actvity would be for “each tnack (0 register, check-in, show their cargo manifes!, pay e
fen, be given o receipt, be assigned o stall kecation end dies o e stall looatkon .* That means in order b
sliminate backup 2 employess would Rave 1o make all ihis happen 0 Bag Mas 2 mncles par fruck. This
is only for the firsl year Al the final year this will be projected at &5 incoming wehides, meaning these 2
ernpl s watld Farve 1o da the same Fing in less than 30 ssconds. This does not take inda acoount any
interRction thad may be mguined for sutbound tnacks,
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Project Oibjectven

The EIR states that the objective of the project s to:

s Increass Me eMciency of goods Fovement in Te POLA by providng off-taminal maitime
SuppaIt to hadp Mt the demanis of caTent and anbiopaied contRingrzed carge from e vancus
San Pedrp Bay porl marine tenminals

s Provde a faciity that ncreases hie eficiency of feminal operations by pravidng siorage and

slaging of ucks and chassis in the POLA

»  Provéde a taclity thad alleviates trod trafic congestion and ilegal pariang by provding fraller

parking, and

& T denvedan B0 undenlined propedty (ecased in B vicdniy of Te 110 with Bcoess 1o aviail abia
infrastnaciure, inciuding roads and ulities 10 accomenodals Be growing need for goods
mraement within Southem Califomia.

B 1l e b ahjeckives 0 atales ilwill alleese ruck Tamhe congeston and (llegal parking Curnently
rifnar axista on John 5 Gibson B2ad in the project area. Rarely, if ever do you see llegal parking or
fruck congeslion on John & Gibson between Hamy Bridges and Channel Steet However, should this
peoject go rough these will be raflic congesion and diegal iding on John 5 Gibsan. Ve remind the
Comenission hal Be reason Walerironi Pask was crexied was o provice a bufler o Pt aclivilies io
e community,  Tins orgiec wauls evode Fad bufer sgadicantly

With regard b the "Increase he efoency of goods movemsnl in the POLA by providng offlerminal
mranime suppor fo el mest the demands of crment and anbapaied containenzed cango from he
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5

vanps San Fedre Bay port manng barminals © The pord has aready addressed thig issue with okher
projects ol e curmenlly pending bebdbn (he Commistion. Amand hes s projects am (he Temnal Kiamd
Mantms Suppat Facldy Prosstl and Terminal Way Chasdis Suppon Faoily and socondng 16 the project
lis the old Starkist taciily &5 well will ba used for this same purpose . Thesae glhar projects ane an
Tormires island which is 1he proper Kaation for faciilios such & Biese. Thass olhar projects do mot
inbariens with emangency serdices b Ihe communily, nor do ey empeda an Evacualion roube. We
approaale that these projects ame on Termnal Island &5 e Wilmington Meighborhiood Coundl supports
e grosvih of the Part, however, thers needs 1o b & msponabse approach with conmderaton and
probecians for fhe Sommuniy

0 ateo should De raded Ehal there i3 a nobonous lack of endorcamant forilagal actividy fhat takes placs af
privatehy owned port fetated laciilies. Shoul the owmeraperalar of this sy sttempl 1o slore rucks,
ahore &id Stack corlainers and chasts o rapar Chadsis Mevs 15 Ao ovaranghl o the Bat Theds
is51M5 arp very real a5 evidenced by commaents made by bofh Gana Seroka and offcer Gaze with tha
Prait Pt e Dclobssr 21, 20219

Fer ZIMAS  AFH 7412024007 15 a groperty coverned under Z-ES 14 Wiminghon Haror Trocking Related
Usas Drdnance fo 18627 whech prohibds Te msusncs of sl pemils and cerfificabes of Soccupancy
arsocialed wilh the esbablishment or the acparrsion of &l Trudking-Rooled Uses a5 a prmany uss This
orcinangg Ao Shousd prodelsl Shis Droge il

Emvimnmianial Feciom Potentially Affected and Potentisl Impacts

Thee HIOF stafos the ameronmental fachors cheoked balow wiould be pofonfally afiectoed by the Froposed
Project, mwolving af st one mmpac that 1S & “Pobentislly Signifcant iImpad” as indicated by fe chockisd
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Eaxip CEOA Gudslings Sechion 18130{bj(1) stales that the informabion ulitzed o an anakysis of
eurmulalive impacts shalld some from one of the ollawng, of & reasonable combination of he tea:

= A st of past, present, and probabis Tulure progichs procusng nefated or climRAalie Impacts,
including those projects cudsce the oontnal of the ead agency, or

= A sumrmarny of projecons conlained in an sdopted local, regorsl of statewide plan of relaled
planning dooumend that descnbes of gvaluaies conddons coniributing to the cumudative effec

Currerily thisne ane 40 known projects lsted in he vicinity of this project. Missing from that ist is the
Wicert Thomas Bridge Redecing Prosect and the Alameda Coridor Prajec Ve request catilicabon ss to
why these projects wene not included and request that they be conskdered {see Aftachment)

Afer reviewing The DRAFT ER, we are left concemed tFral o mudh mfarmation has been & oul | has.
e our exparence (hal the EIRs ane usually very Morough and neutral in rabure || appeans however,
im Bes case the ball was dropped

Potentially Significant Impacts

The DRAFT EIR glales the cances riel B 25 per millen. However, amitted & el per SCACWD MATES
W data thiy cances rigic for thi progect area 5. curnenty af 833 per milion ' The dscrepancios in he
Frurrbers. ane SaTing and hand 1o pecondle. T & iresponaide 10 oy kok a1 numibers 2al will rmake (he
Prodact seem e E woukd have less than gignilcant eects or where e oMects can be metgaiad winen
thal same agency you quals has data that shaws a full and complite pictuse ol [he propec anea
Coumnlateeady This propect wouks aMect The candar raie of the area. Ve Bsk hat 1hs daba from SCAQMD
MATES ¥ b corsigerad when deciding and sook clanficabion as o why i was not consdensd.
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Cammunity Prafils

The DRAFT EIR fads 1o menticn the follesing sensitive recepbors: Volunteers of Amenca Pre-School
lpcated af 334 5. Fegueroa. Vmengion CA SOT4d and is 437 miles from AFN Td1 2-024-007 . | alsa Tads
to mention Fiekd of Dreams Parkk®ecreation located less than 200 ft from APH T420:01 8001, This kype of
faciity should nol be near senalilve eceplor.

We agk thal these sensiie neeapiors ba incloded and songidered 35 vwell 26 b prosiced clarification iy
they were not included in the DRAFT EIR
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Cuestoong saked in Sectan 3 of the NOP saks i ihe projecd would conllich wilh of obstnct
implemantation of the applicabie Ar Cuakty Plan or Sesult in 3 umuateety consiggrabie ned increass of
sy orftera pollutant for wiach the project region is nanaltarment undesr an appliicable Federal or State
arnbiert aF qually sianhcarg?

Indnvichually the project may mest the thresholds as staied o nol exceed poilulants. However, the drafter
of the 1R fais o scknowledge ral e SCADMD in s Clean Port Inftiatve workplan states,
“Intnmaticonal, Federal and Sixte Standards Are Mot Suficlent For This Reglor®

The DRAFT EIR also fads 1o decloss thal up unlil § months aga a Federal implementation Plan [FIF) was
o have DEen implemenied Song with sancliond. Ths would have nduded insorporaling meadires (o
compersate Tor By Messing o dsapproved Maasures, 10 aRain the needed MO reductions by 2024 The
FIF rmay have intluded messunes such As srmssion caps fof aifines, matne yessels and ralrosds, no
v Clatys, of QFE rationing B was only Iy virlue of B laweus Tiked against the EPA thal this cd not

Feappssn.
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This inkamnation Peps painl & clearer picume of e cumulabve efecls Mal he pot and por-adiacent
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The ORAFT EIR only discusse s idimg &6 il exists within the confines of e projed area. [ assumes thal
theee will pod be 8 hine of trucks oulaide 1he Seclity with trucks wailing. &5 we stated above, unlessthe 2
employess can handls gach tuck i ether lbes than 2 minutes in the fird yess and dess than I ssconds
in the final year there wil be a bre oulside iding  CARE only allre for & minetes of idling (13 CCR 2480
£ 2485) and since all of John 5, Gikson Bvd e 2 Mo Stopping Zona® atruck dever can ether be fickebsd
far idling or Scketed parking m a Mo Stoppng Tone. Them is a lime and place for a peoject ke this and
this is mol &, |tes setSng Trucks up o break 1he b Ye reques danfication of what the process would be
10 accoimglsh how bucks would be protesssd through the fachty m ket fhan 2 minules i e fesl gear

and |ess tham 30 seconds in the fral year wilhoul having traffic beck up K0 & sot possdibe fo grocess
fhege ruckes warbous & o culsde Bhe Facliy, we sk bow fang Whal e woll be and fow T thar afe ot
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Alp, in (e project 3rea (hers are ke Enes Whnat ralicnald was wed (o delemmdng sl 28-hour ek
e nat will oross gver Dl lane s woukd be coansdensd safe?

Te ORAFT E/Q aoas .I'I'l'.'fII'r.l!.-' s Diass) DD iaale maliar wiien .I-I.'l‘.'ﬂ.l'ﬂ'ﬂgfﬂ CAEmAn Soragn
J0 B at Wu%. Ohesel Eadouate Mater (DRM) i5 caused frem exhaust Som ucks, fRins. shps ang
piter goupmend hal Uses & dess enging, I 3 8 comivaabon of sokd pavicles aod gares Mt comte from
oesed engies OPM cawses réspraiany dness, astma, heat deease a0 g Canger Whal reasoning
was Used o think & was prudert to acd more DPMW in 30 area 50 close [0 residents and §ensidive
recepiors hat ane aireacy burdersed Iy ervonmental issues and s sready af 100%7 We would hope
41 g-:annreumemmrmwﬂmerhmmDFM 3 O100%T We sk that e DPM 08La be
considened when deciding about the project

Towic Feleases are ahio nol fuly aodessed. Per CaBmarn Screen 4.0 e ioxic releases in the projec
BiEs A0E A SN Wiy wasnT i condiceea? We stk that the Taot Feleste dats Be condicensd when
malkany a decision about the project

Consus Tract: 6037980031 a9 .
[Population: 1,175) :
B T i
B Zoomio
| OvernhToeconties ] .
CaifmvisnSrrnan 4.0 Parcamils
Posliuion Burdan Parcenble 8 IIJ

Popaiation Charscternat oy Percantfs

Czone 7
Particulsie Matler 2.5 ]
Ciesed Particulana Mastas 100
Toxks Relaaied i ]

Section 4 -Emaronmental Sethng states at the project area 15 not nea or within 2 wildife comdor or
linkage ard FS03 B NESnEST CAlical RaOCal a5 Deing 1.7 mies away. This S&CO0n QOES M GEOLn S00UL
Cultural Resouces and Histoncal Background, Aowewer e was no menfion of Bovy Soughdake
Bachads wiNcl it snacucimatel b of & més fom e project docabon Bty Soughilake Machasdn is
ad5acre lake in Ken Maloy Hamor Regional Park in bofn Wilmington and Hamor City on fhough to
Carsan, IP's & nabursl welland and one af the largest remaining caastal wetland scosystems in Soulhem
Calfomia. The |3k (5 nome 0 many species of nabve: binds, fish, and mEecis. The laka recenty had o
hive @ habibal nestoration due 1o rash and pellion, [t home to ever 300 separate species of migratory
oros. The fake 1B pal of e nalural walsr nabitsl of Soulhem Califomia Tor nativwe smimals &0 plares
inclisdng the endangered Least Tern. There am mary reports and pictures avadlable of jivenile and acult

Los Angeles Harbor Department

Final EIR
May 2026

2-88



John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

12

Izt tamis of Loke Machado, Olher Drds Ihed hove bedn cbsornved o the leke are Pwed-bllad Grelbe
Emfed Grebe, Double-cresied Comarsid, Greal Blue MHeéron, Greal and Soowy Egrel, Gadwall, A
Wicesn Malard, Redhesd, Rng-necksd Dok, Am Cosl, Back-neckad Sl Soollsd Saniper and
seversl spenes of Guis Ve mguost cleriicetion s o why By Sioughdachado Leke wea not
Inclyded and roquast that i b conskinmd alkong with tha critical habitat of T st nm.

ARnciigh AB 897 & inchidad and addrassed valien tha documanl [hars appaans 10 b2 ni recogrehon mat
the aren 5 20 Emaronmentad JUslice area recognized by both Stafe (S8 535) and Federal [ERA EJ
songem toal ) Vet would & progedl thead further burdens a commurty be aporowed? We regue st thal The
peifact &rad Dansg i a0 E.J s b [k il fonsidsralan

Ciuostion 21 of the KOP Mandeiory Findings of 8ignficence

Fha MOF ashs the loboming queshors
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The DRAFT EIR doesn't even ke inlo corsideration Machado Lats or the endangered Least Tarn 8
s mold Lakd o condaderaadn Ms wallends (hat are localed o5 dods b he pioject and the DRAFT ER
hrs dmiked 1o do s dus ddigance wih repards 1o svan axplonng how tha progect will affec! the wetiands
ared 1hsir Bipanan mabis

The pragct dafingaly has impacls had are bmied indwiduatly bt e considerahle when Consadersd in
conreciion wilh past, curment and fubure projects

The prag@st dafngaly nas smvegrrmenlal aMscls thal can subslantially  have adveros alfecls on Numan
bgamge.  The cancer rabe of 838 par milion and 8 Dedsd Parliculste Matler of 1009 = Simipd
unscoaplabds. Ouwr Counciman fought hard 1o make 2050 a reolty.  Thess should nok be a singls
ackificral truck-relsted use within the bounderies of Wilkninglon., Thoes fciities baiong oa Terminad
lilmnd or within e confines of e Porl.

Ackitiona| Cancerna mnd Questicns

Tha ‘Wilminglon Meghdamond Courdd has addiliong condsms anod e projed] We ane concamad
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Wth thee acocopdon of AR T3 13028007 wich s indha Valmnglon Communily Plan tha ofhor Faness ara
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Wil dropping off conlangrs by TUCKS leaving the por onky 10 e pcked up Dy nen-TWIC cand nolders be
adivwed af this Tacilty¥

Wvith respect 1o labor the DRAFT EIR does nol exciude union For nor Soes it specfically siate 1 will be
unkanized labor or # adl drivers will have 8o have TWIC cards. Ve cannot support o project that does not
ke iese saleguands in mend espeaally when you corssder s facilty s ess han 200 fesl Trom a pon
faciity. A6 siaied prévicusly, wit have serous concems for anfcecament which in bum if There 5 2 lack of
enforoement it affects the safety al the community. Our unionized labor knows exactly whether or nat a
ok 18 Baing safely ewecuied and m Tully versed on unacseplalie pracices. TWIC cand holders ersure that
@ brucker has been fully vetted o access areas within pord facilties and hawve the rght credentals for
Pauding cartan ioacds and is essential for Partanng compkance with industry reguiatons. These are real
and legitmate concems. Less than 43 hours aga from the writing of this lefer a smugglng nng was found
to have besn operabing of the port invohing fonrsgn nabionals, ruck drivers and {erminal employees
sMegEing ilegal chemcals.  This faclify 65 nexl o @ pobce siaton, e por, & park and & refinergtoil
ppsines all within 200 feel this would be a pome locabion for terrorst actinaly, Ve request that it be a
requiremenl ihat sy Tecilty thad i wilhin 200 feel of 8 pont terminal faciliy Reve only TWAGS cand divers
b able fo acoess and ILWU employess What measuns will be in place 1o onsure that ths progect wil
ral be a securty threat io the community. | these are no safeguards we ask the queshon wiy sn1 hene
Ty

Oner of the objectives states that £ will aleviate tnick raffic, This makes no serse @6 the Fuck was going
bo Ihe porl regandiess. What it can da however 1S allow & Suck dimeer io diop off & container and fuen
aroung and go back for ancéngr condaingr.  That & the exact cpposiEe and adds anothner ruck Fip o e
raad

Anolter major conoern | & that &s fnocks Xag mg and travel up the hill 8 night with (hair lights. on how wil
that affect traffic on the freesay that is 02 the top of the il whene tnucks will be parking?

Condiusian

This propect hobds mo benefil fof our Commurity. 1| apoears ie ok Derefil the invesion and perhaps the 2
employees per shift Allhcugh our comemnity has many ordnances and Zonng potECions in place 1o
Felp profect us, whal good ane they when thens is no erdorcement ard when every  application al
sppdees for 8 2one change o eempicon geis approved withoul saleguands in place or without comghate
irformatan proviced in the EIR 7 Simply changing thir sonng does not make the efects of the progect go
sway. W respectily request that his project be dersed We also reming our commissioners [nal the
e mgency e akvays analyze the no pexect aRernabve.” (CEQA Guadabnes § 15128 6800)) We
reques! hal moving forwand that the port adopl & paiey i line wilh Ordinarce ZI2514 probibiing
imianal ruck related uses within Wikmangion Incicsing we undensland and support [he pof and &5
growih bt ths project dops not meat its stated goals and & nof sale for B oommundty

Reapecifully Submified

Gira Martinez

Cehair, Wiringion Neighbortoed Courl
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Response to Letter O3: Northwest San Pedro Neighborhood Council, dated February 10, 2025

Comment O3.1: This comment states that the attached letter (including previously submitted letters from Pat
Nave and the Wilmington Neighborhood Council) has been approved and submitted by the Board of the
Northwest San Pedro Neighborhood Council.

Response O3.1: This comment is introductory in nature and does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy
of the Draft EIR. Because the comment does not express any specific concern or question regarding the
adequacy of the Draft EIR, no further response is warranted.

Comment 03.2: This comment introduces the comment letter from Pat Nave and Thomas Norman and states
that the letter is from members of the Northwest San Pedro Neighborhood Council committee. The comment
states that the following comments would be presented at their Board meeting after the comment period
closes for the Proposed Project and that the comment letter adopted by the Wilmington Neighborhood
Council is incorporated into their comments.

Response 03.2: This comment is introductory in nature and does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy
of the Draft EIR. Because the comment does not express any specific concern or question regarding the
adequacy of the Draft EIR, no further response is warranted.

Comment 03.3: This comment states that the Proposed Project violates City Ordinance No. 188287 and
undermines decades of POLA buffer zone policies protecting residential communities from industrial activities
in the Harbor. The comment urges the Port to seek advice from City Attorney staff on the application of
Ordinance No. 188287.

Response 03.3: In response to this comment, as well as other comments regarding the Wilmington Interim
Control Ordinance, the Proposed Project has been revised to exclude APN 7412-024-007 from the Project
site, as described in Chapter 1.0 to this Final EIR and Chapter 3.0, Modifications to the Draft EIR and shown
below in Figure 1, Wilmington Interim Control Ordinance. Because only landscaping was proposed within this
APN as part of the Project, this revision to the Project description does not result in any new or substantially
more severe environmental impacts beyond those analyzed in the Draft EIR, as further described in Section
1.0 of this Final EIR. Further, as discussed in Response A4.1, while the Proposed Project would require a PMP
amendment to change the open space land use designation for APNs 7440-016-002 and 7440-016-003,
the Proposed Project would be consistent with the City of Los Angeles’s General Plan land use designation
and zoning for the site. Thus, the PMP amendment is necessary in order to render the PMP land use consistent
with City of Los Angeles land use and zoning designations. As evidenced by the site’s current land use and
zoning designations, urbanization of the site has been anticipated and accounted for since the adoption of
the Cl'ry of Los Anqeles General qun B i

erweﬂmemeJ—rmpeets—beyemd—Fhese—eﬂely%ed—m—the—Dre#ElR— Therefore, recwculomon is_not requwed

pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5. Thus, the Project site is not subject to the Interim Control

Ordmance, and no further revisions are necessqry%ﬁ—pmﬁm
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Regarding the Proposed Project resulting in the loss of a buffer area between Waterfront Park/ Wilmington
and Port activities, the comment does not provide any substantial evidence of how development of the site
would result in new or substantially more severe significant impacts on the physical environment from those
identified in the Draft EIR. Furthermore, as shown in Draft EIR Figure 3-3, Aerial View, the Project site does
not serve as a buffer between residences and Port operations as it is surrounded by the I-110 Freeway to
the northwest, the West Basin Container Terminal to the southeast, commercial uses to the south, and the
Philips 66 Los Angeles Refinery to the north. Contrary to the commenter’s statement, the Project site is not
located between the community of Wilmington and Port complexes.

Comment 03.4: This comment states that the Proposed Project also represents an abandonment of the Port
policy of providing a buffer between Port industrial activities and neighborhoods. The comment states that
the practice began when the Board established the Wilmington Waterfront Park, even though the property
was acquired for expansion of container terminals. The comment states that the Draft EIR seeks to change
the designation of three parcels from open space to maritime support, abandoning this precedent.

Response 03.4: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. Regarding
the Proposed Project resulting in the loss of a buffer area between Waterfront Park/ Wilmington and Port
activities, the comment does not provide any substantial evidence of how development of the site would
result in new or substantially more severe significant impacts on the physical environment from those identified
in the Draft EIR. Furthermore, as shown in Draft EIR Figure 3-3, Aerial View, the Project site does not serve as
a buffer between residences and Port operations as it is surrounded by the I-110 Freeway to the northwest,
the West Basin Container Terminal to the southeast, commercial uses to the south, and the Philips 66 Los
Angeles Refinery to the north. Contrary to the commenter’s statement, the Project site is not located between
the community of Wilmington and Port complexes.

Comment 03.5: This comment states the Draft EIR fails to sufficiently evaluate traffic impacts associated
with the Project and it is inadequate to assume that since trucks and chassis are already in the Port area
there will be no significant impacts.

Response O03.5: The methodology for container and chassis facilities was developed several years ago by
the LAHD staff and is described in several environmental documents (www.portoflosangeles.org/ceqa).
Import containers moved to the Proposed Project site and stored temporarily are containers that have been
imported through the POLA and are diverted to the Proposed Project site prior to being hauled to inland
warehouses. For site bobtail trips, these are also trips already or are projected to occur to/from and within
the POLA-POLB complex. These inbound bobtail trips retrieve an import load to deliver to their intended
first point of rest outside the complex. The reverse operation would occur for empty containers (on chassis),
to be stored temporarily and then eventually delivered to the container terminal. The site could also be
utilized for wheeled base chassis (without a container on it). For this type of operation, chassis are retrieved
and returned. Existing bobtail trucks traveling to a terminal would stop by the facility to pick up a chassis
and proceed to their respective container terminals to pick up their containers. In the reverse, the trucks
deliver their container to their respective container terminals before dropping off the chassis at the Project
site. The quantified traffic analysis (including VMT) is based upon a more conservative trip generation with
the site operating only as a chassis storage facility. Given the size of the facility and methodologies
developed by LAHD staff, storage of wheeled, bare chassis generates more trips than storage of only chassis
with containers.

This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental impact not disclosed
in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. As part of the 2019 amendments
to the State CEQA Guidelines, SB 743 directed that the revised State CEQA Guidelines “shall promote the
reduction of greenhouse gas emissions, the development of multimodal transportation networks, and a
diversity of land uses” (Pub. Resources Code Section 21099[b][1]); and that “automobile delay, as described
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solely by level of service [LOS] or similar measures of vehicular capacity or traffic congestion, shall not be
considered a significant impact on the environment” (Pub. Resources Code Section 21099[b][2]). As such,
pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21099(b)(2), the Draft EIR is not required to analyze impacts
related to traffic congestion as it shall not be considered an impact on the environment. As discussed in the
VMT Screening Memo (Appendix K to the Draft EIR), the Proposed Project would result in 10 daily one-way
passenger vehicle trips and 4 daily one-way vendor trips, which is less than the established threshold of 250
trips; therefore, impacts related to VMT would be less than significant.

Comment 03.6: This comment states that the analysis considers a limited number of intersections and that
the Draft EIR does not discuss trucks returning to Terminal Island. The comment states that impacts would occur
at Channel and John S. Gibson, Channel and Gaffey, Pacific and Front Street, SR-47 on-ramp from Gaffey,
and SR-47 on-ramp from Harbor Boulevard.

Response 03.6: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. As discussed
in Response O3.5, LOS or automobile delay at intersections is no longer considered an impact under CEQA.
Therefore, the Draft EIR is not required to discuss congestion related to trucks returning to Terminal Island.

As stated above in Response O3.5, the LADOT threshold for transportation assessment under CEQA was not
met. However, pursuant to LADOT’s Transportation Assessment Guidelines’ project access, safety and
circulation evaluation non-CEQA transportation analysis requirement, a site ingress/egress and LOS analysis
was conducted at three locations (Appendix J to the Draft EIR). This was determined given the estimated
number of hourly and peak hour trips to be generated at the site in which many are existing trips in motion,
moving to/from the adjacent terminals in the POLA. Further, the analysis assumes that trucks accessing
Terminal Island would utilize I-110 and SR 47. As stated in Response O3.5 and the Draft EIR, the Proposed
Project does not generate new trips within the Port complex. It is expected that most or all inbound, diverted
existing trucks trips from the north via I-110 would be use the Harry Bridges Boulevard interchange and not
Channel Street. This interchange (and associated signalized intersection of Harry Bridges Boulevard/John S.
Gibson Boulevard) currently operates at a good LOS B. As reported in Caltrans’ VTB Deck Replacement
Project Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment, the intersection of John S.
Gibson/Channel Street is currently operating at a LOS E only during the afternoon commute peak hour, but
LOS D during the morning peak hour. The LAHD is currently constructing major improvements to the Harbor
Boulevard/VTB-SR 47 interchange, which will yield good LOS D or better upon completion in 2027. Given
the estimated number of hourly Proposed Project site trips, the LOS of all adjacent intersections cited in the
comment will be minimally degraded.

Comment O3.7: This comment states that the Draft EIR’s traffic analysis does not account for the size and
nature of vehicles involved as 1,794 daily truck and chassis trips would occur, which are each 75 feet in
length. The comment states that this omission results in an inaccurate assessment of how truck traffic will impact
congestion and road safety. The comment states that the claim that Port staff has approved these traffic
studies raises concerns about whether impartial and thorough analysis was conducted, especially since the
Port has already sold the access parcels.

Response 03.7: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. As discussed
in Response O3.5, LOS or automobile delay at intersections is no longer considered an impact under CEQA.
However, the analysis included in the Traffic Impact Analysis accounted for the size and nature of the vehicles
by applying the appropriate truck percentages for each movement at all study intersections in Synchro
software with Highway Capacity Manual Methodology based on existing traffic counts and future traffic
forecast provided by LAHD staff, instead of passenger car equivalent factors. Further, the Draft EIR
accounted for the larger size of trucks accessing the Proposed Project site in Draft EIR Section 5.11,
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Transportation, and truck turning templates were thoroughly reviewed by LADOT and LAHD staff to ensure
that the Proposed Project would not result in any unsafe turning movements from John S. Gibson Boulevard
onto the site.

Comment 03.8: This comment states that northbound John S. Gibson Boulevard does not appear wide
enough to construct a dedicated left turn-only lane into the Project driveway as the median is only a few
feet wide. The comment states that the parking lot does not appear wide enough to permit the necessary
truck movements and with 1,794 truck trips and only 393 parking slots questions where those trucks are
anticipated to stay. The comment questions if light poles will be shining into vehicles on the adjacent
northbound I-110 freeway since the parking lot appears to be uphill.

Response 03.8: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. As shown
in Figure 5, below, the Project would construct a new northbound left turn pocket on John S. Gibson Boulevard,
which would allow sufficient turning radius for trucks to access the Project driveway safely. Further, the
parking spaces are oriented, and the parking lot is wide enough, for trucks to reverse into each space. The
1,794 daily truck trips represent the number of trips under the ultimate buildout scenario, one truck coming
in and out of the Proposed Project would count as two truck trips. Therefore, the number of trucks anticipated
to utilize the site is 897 under the Horizon Year 2045, which would equate to a little over 2 vehicles per
space per day. As described in the Draft EIR, this turnover rate is based upon traffic counts at a similar site
in operation in the POLA, and have been utilized in environmental documents for several other facilities in
the POLA. Thus, the number of truck trips can be safely accommodated by the Proposed Project under
Horizon Year 2045 Project conditions, which is the ultimate buildout scenario.

In regard to Project lighting, as discussed in the NOP/IS on page 58 (included as Appendix A to the Draft
EIR), the major source of illumination at the Port is the extensive system of down lights and flood lights
attached to the tops of tall light poles throughout the terminals that are visible from a distance from 1-110
and John S. Gibson Boulevard. Bright, high-intensity boom lights are attached to the top of shipping cranes
along the edge of terminals and channels along the harbor. The Proposed Project would install pole-mounted
LED fixtures in the parking lot and driveway to provide illumination during evening and overnight operations.
The 19-foot-high LED fixtures are designed to face downward directly onto the parking lot and driveway,
minimizing spillover and avoiding glare to surrounding areas.
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Comment 03.9: This comment states that the Draft EIR claims compliance with CEQA by asserting the
Proposed Project will obey all regulatory requirements. The comment states that the Proponent does not yet
have Caltrans, DTSC, or several City licenses and has not completed biological, archaeological, or
paleontological examination in spite of known hazards and having to cut into the supporting slope for I-110.
The comment states that instead they promise to comply with whatever requirements the City, Caltrans, DTSC,
paleontologists, and biologists impose as the Proposed Project proceeds.

Response 03.9: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. As discussed
in Section 5.3, Biological Resources, biological surveys were conducted on March 9, 2023. Mitigation Measure
BIO-1 would require a pre-construction survey and biological monitoring during initial site preparation and
grading. Therefore, with implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-1, construction and operation of the
Proposed Project would not result in a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat
modification, on any animal species identified as a threatened, endangered, or candidate species in local
or regional plans, policies, regulations, or by CDFW or USFWS. As described in Section 5.4, Cultural
Resources, an archaeological survey was conducted in March 2023, and a subsurface investigation was
conducted on July 6, 2023. Based on the archaeological and historic records search, field surveys, and
significance testing, the Project site was assessed for archaeological sensitivity and the potential for the
Proposed Project to impact historical or archaeological resources and human remains. Although the Phase |
and Il Cultural Resources Assessment determined that no significant subsurface intact resources exist, there is
a potential for previously unknown archaeological resources to be below the soil surface. The potential exists
that grading of the site could encounter archaeologic deposits not encountered during testing. Therefore,
monitoring during ground-disturbing activities, such as grading or trenching, by a qualified archaeologist is
included as Mitigation Measure CUL-1 to ensure that if buried archaeological deposits are unearthed, they
will be handled in a timely and proper manner. As described in Section 5.6, Geology and Soils, a
paleontological survey was conducted in March 2023. Although unique paleontological resources are not
anticipated to be found within any fossils found on site, Mitigation Measure PAL-1 is included to require
preparation of a Paleontological Resources Impact Mitigation Plan (PRIMP) and that ground disturbing
activities be monitored by a qualified paleontologist to identify, salvage, and recover any potential
paleontological resources, such as significant fossil remains.

Regarding known hazards on the Project site, as described on page 5.8-12 of the Draft EIR, the Phase | and
Phase Il ESAs detail releases of TPH and VOCs within site soils at levels exceeding the DTSC human health
risk criteria and estimated that the area of contaminated soil is approximately 1,200 square feet, with an
average depth of approximately 10 feet bgs (estimated 12,000 cubic feet). Identified contaminated soils
in areas of Project ground disturbance would be removed and disposed of during construction of the
Proposed Project. Therefore, implementation of SCAQMD Rule 1166 and Rule 1466 related to excavating
or grading soil containing VOC materials would be required along with the CalOSHA hazardous waste
materials handling regulations and the sections of the California Health and Safety Code described in
Chapter 5.8 of the Draft EIR. In addition, due to the potential for other areas of contaminated soils or
pipeline materials to be on site, a qualified consultant would be required to prepare and implement a
mitigation plan, per SCAQMD Rule 1166, to be used during earthwork and grading to manage VOC
emissions. In addition, a SMP would be prepared for the proper management and disposal of waste in
accordance with all applicable laws and regulations. The SMP would provide a protocol for ensuring the
proper handling and disposal of contaminated soils that could be encountered during development, in a
manner that is protective of human health and compliant with applicable laws and regulations. The SMP
would be submitted to the LADBS prior to the issuance of a grading permit and implemented during
grading/development activities.

As described throughout the Draft EIR, the Proposed Project would be required to comply with all existing
laws and regulations, which would serve to reduce Project impacts. Compliance with these regulations is
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required and not considered mitigation under CEQA. Impacts were thoroughly analyzed in compliance with
CEQA and, where necessary, mitigation has been applied to ensure impacts would be reduced to a less-
than-significant level.

Comment O3.10: This comment states that the sale of the access parcels by the Port should have triggered
a CEQA review and that the assertion that the sale was not a project under CEQA is unfounded. The comment
states that the sale was clearly tied to the developer’s known plans and the parcels were zoned as open
space. The comment states that an environmental analysis should have been conducted to explore alternative
uses and mitigate future impacts.

Response 03.10: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. The sale of
the parcels by the POLA is not related to the Proposed Project and the sale was not tied to the proposed
truck and chassis parking lot as the Proposed Project was not yet conceptualized. The sale of the property
was also found to be exempt from CEQA review with a Class 12 exemption under State CEQA Guidelines
Section 15312. As the sale of the parcels from POLA was to a private entity, the sale was not considered a
project under CEQA, and no CEQA review was necessary as there were no potential direct or indirect
impacts to the environment resulting from the sale itself.

Comment 03.11: This comment states that the Draft EIR did not adequately analyze the new truck traffic
the Proposed Project would bring and lead to additional air quality, noise, and safety impacts for residents
and visitors.

Response O03.11: (also see Response 03.6). This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a
significant environmental impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally
inadequate. As stated in Response 12.10, as part of the 2019 amendments to the State CEQA Guidelines,
SB 743 directed that the revised State CEQA Guidelines “shall promote the reduction of greenhouse gas
emissions, the development of multimodal transportation networks, and a diversity of land uses” (Pub.
Resources Code Section 21099[b][1]); and that “automobile delay, as described solely by level of service
or similar measures of vehicular capacity or traffic congestion, shall not be considered a significant impact
on the environment” (Pub. Resources Code Section 21099[b][2]). As such, pursuant to Public Resources Code
Section 21099(b)(2), the Draft EIR is not required to analyze impacts related to traffic congestion as it shall
not be considered an impact on the environment. Further discussion of LOS is provided in Response O3.6.

An operational diesel mobile source HRA (included as Appendix B to the Draft EIR) was prepared to evaluate
the operational health risk impacts as a result of exposure to DPM from heavy-duty diesel trucks traveling
to and from the Project site, maneuvering onsite, and entering and leaving the site during operation of the
Proposed Project. The Draft EIR details that the results of the operational health risk assessment identified
that the maximum cancer risk would be 7.84 in one million for the nearby residential land uses, which is
below the SCAQMD threshold of 10 in one million. The worker receptor risk would be lower at 5.08 in one
million. Maximum non-cancer risks at this same location were estimated to be 0.003, which would not exceed
the applicable significance threshold of 1.0. In addition, cancer burden is estimated to be 0.025 individuals
that were estimated to have a cancer risk of 1 in one million or more. Therefore, the Proposed Project would
not exceed SCAQMD’s cancer burden significance threshold of 0.5. Therefore, all health risk levels to nearby
residents from construction and operation-related emissions of TACs would be well below the SCAQMD’s
HRA thresholds and impacts would be less than significant.

As discussed in the revised Noise and Vibration Impact analysis, included as Appendix B of the Final EIR, at
an average distance of 2,800 feet from the center of the site to the nearest sensitive uses to the west, noise
levels would approach 41.4 dBA Leq during operation of the Proposed Project. The City has a residential
daytime standard of 50 dBA Leq and a nighttime standard of 40 dBA Leq. While this level would exceed the
nighttime standard of 40 dBA Leq, based on noise measurements taken in May 2023, ambient noise levels
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in the Project area exceed 53 dBA Leq during nighttime hours, therefore the Proposed Project operations
would not create a perceptible noise increase at the nearest sensitive receptors. The surrounding ambient
noise measurement locations are provided in Table 5.10-5 of the Draft EIR and shown in Figure 5.10-1 of
the Draft EIR. All other receptors would experience lower levels of noise increase and would therefore remain
within the City’s noise standards. Further, in regard to off-site traffic noise, as shown in Tabel 5.10-8 of the
Draft EIR, the Proposed Project would result in a noise increase of 1.0 to 1.3 dBA CNEL on John S. Gibson
Boulevard. Noise increases on I-110 would be negligible as the proposed trucks accessing the Project site
are already accessing the POLA complex and would only be diverted to the site. Therefore, the Proposed
Project would not result in traffic noise impacts to sensitive residential areas.

In regard to resident safety, construction of the proposed driveway would not interfere with pedestrian
access/safety as there is no sidewalk on the northwestern side of John S. Gibson Boulevard, only on the
southeastern side of the roadway, where no construction or operational activity would occur. Some
construction activities would require entering the right-of-way along John S. Gibson Boulevard but only
temporarily for new curb cuts to construct the new driveway, reconstruction of the existing median and left
turn pocket, install the new traffic signals, and connect new on-site utility infrastructure to existing utilities
within the roadway. Additionally, the traffic signal installation and turning geometry would aid in reducing
speeds for inbound southbound right-turning trucks that will cross a striped bike lane on John S. Gibson
Boulevard. The traffic signal will also provide safety for southbound bicyclists as they must obey the vehicle
code and thus traffic signal red/yellow phases (for northbound left-turns and outbound driveway vehicles).
It should be noted that traffic counts conducted at adjacent intersections in April 2023 and March 2024 both
show nearly no bicycle traffic.

Comment 03.12: This comment states that the Port's expansion into Wilmington has degraded the
surrounding neighborhoods and the Port-owned parcels should be converted into community pocket parks.

Response 03.12: The Project site is not owned by the Port and the Proposed Project is not being brought
forward by the Port. The POLA’s involvement is limited to acting on the application for the Proposed Project
before them.

Comment 03.13: This comment concludes the letter by stating that the Draft EIR failed to address all the
environmental impacts from the Proposed Project. The comment further states that the decision makers should
uphold City ordinances and maintain buffer zones between industrial operations and residences.

Response 03.13: The comment does not provide any substantial evidence that the Proposed Project would
result in a new significant environmental impact. As substantiated by the previous responses above and
below, none of the conditions arise that would require recirculation of the Draft EIR pursuant to State CEQA
Guidelines Section 15088.5.

Regarding the Proposed Project resulting in the loss of a buffer area between Waterfront Park/ Wilmington
and Port activities, the comment does not provide any substantial evidence of how development of the site
would result in new or substantially more severe significant impacts on the physical environment from those
identified in the Draft EIR. Furthermore, as shown in Draft EIR Figure 3-3, Aerial View, the Project site does
not serve as a buffer between residences and Port operations as it is surrounded by the I1-110 Freeway to
the northwest, the West Basin Container Terminal to the southeast, commercial uses to the south, and the
Philips 66 Los Angeles Refinery to the north. Contrary to the commenter’s statement, the Project site is not
located between the community of Wilmington and Port complexes.

Comment 03.14: This comment includes the letter provided by the Wilmington Neighborhood Council.

Response 03.14: The commenter is referred to Responses O1.1 through O1.18 for responses to the comment
letter provided by the Wilmington Neighborhood Council on the Draft EIR. The commenters’ concerns about
the Project will be provided to the Board of Harbor Commissioners for consideration.
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Letter 11: Dianne Flowers (2 pages)
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February 4, 2025

City of Los Angeles Harbaor Department
Enviranrmental Managemenl Divigion
425 5, Palog Verdes Sbneel

San Pedro, CA 90731

ViA Email
cegacomments@iponiaorg

Re: Jahn 5. Gibson Container Parking Lot Project
De=ar Environmental Department Staff;

| am strongly opposed to the proposed project on John 5. Gibson Street. My
immediate family has been here since 1521; my cousins have been here since 1900, | 4
I arm a lifedong harbor resident. bom and raised in San Pedro whene many famély
mirmbars, long-lime neighbors, and friends ve. | also ved many years in west and
east Wimington. The port s my home,

I oppose this proposed container parking lot for many reasons, First of all, my
understanding is that autside developers initiated this project scbely as an
investmant Developers from out of town have bean ruining my hometown for some
time, and Wilmnglon too, and it makes me furious. They care nothing about the TE
cammunity. their enly inberest is @ quick buck. They destroy long-time community
treagsures, they endanger us with unsate and unheaithy projects, Our towns ane
precious bo us; our families, our homes and relghborhoods, our parks, our special
gathering places all give us joy, By business only sees our towns as opportuniies
for profit.

My sacond and third concams are the air guality and the traffic congashon. We do
not nead maore rucks spawing diesel right next to hames. We don't need any kind of
bruck more making noise and congestion in this anea, | ived several years on C
Streel and Hawaiian, a short block from Harry Bridges, That nesghborhood s already
sulering from truck congestion and pollution, How on earth are trucks going to
maneuver in and out on that short and namow stretch of Gibson? Have all Board 0.3
membars persenally gone up Figueraa from Harry Bridges to Anaheim? Our tax
dollars are paying for a private parking lol (the first couple of blocks of Figuarsa)) for
thver trucks in those very small facilites io que up (and even sit and park). | resend i -
it's & public street, but being wsed and ruined by huge rucks for those private
busnesses in thal location, ARd I'm jusl & driver passng through: whial abou the
families that ve nght there? The Gitson proposal s just down the road a shoed way,
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and it is a big preposal compared to these Btk shops on that first Block of Figueroa,
how an earth will the Gibson site not be much worse?

This road is the only road between San Pedro and Wilmington, and vice-versa,
There's no olher way 1o get to these sister towns without aoing on the freeway,
Getting on the freeway just to get to Harry Bridges from Pedre, or fo Pacific or Gaffey
from Wikmington is a strange idea to me. Plus, everyone cannot drive the freeway.
The ather opbion is to go all the way around via Anaheim and Five Points to avoid a
congested Gibson route. This is far and time-consuming, plus gas is now 5400+ a

gallan,

These are not my las oblections, but Dwill kave 1o slop with my fourth and GRth in this
email inday: Heat islands and aesthetics. That siretch on Gibson is one nice ittle
chunk of grass with a few trees. it's definitely not a pretty park, but #'s at least a
break from all the cermant. This is a Taclor, given the climate disnuption that we are all
suffering. Dirt and treas, even this small siretch, contribute some raliefl as far as the
temperalung. And it's nice 10 See ab leas these few Ireds and Some Grass.

Fort staff, | appreciate you and the work you do. | know you are concemed abaut the
environment, o you wouldn't have sought out the jobs that you have. My anger is not
for you, Thank you for your help,

Sincerehy,
Duanne Pelrich Flowers

na
Cend,

n.4
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Response to Letter I1: Dianne Flowers, dated February 4, 2025

Comment I1.1: This comment states that the commenter is a long-time resident of San Pedro and opposes
the Proposed Project.

Response 11.1: This comment is introductory in nature and does not raise a specific issue with the adequacy
of the Draft EIR. Because the comment does not express any specific concern or question regarding the
adequacy of the Draft EIR, no further response is warranted.

Comment 11.2: This comment states that the outside developers do not care for the communities they build
in and only see the towns as opportunities for profit.

Response 11.2: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence that the Proposed Project would
result in a significant environmental impact. CEQA is an environmental protection statute that is concerned
with physical changes to the environment (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15358(b)). The environment
includes land, air, water, minerals, flora, fauna, ambient noise, and objects of historic or aesthetic significance
(State CEQA Guidelines Section 15360). The commenters’ concerns about the Project will be provided to the
Board of Harbor Commissioners for consideration.

Comment 11.3: This comment states that the Proposed Project would result in increased diesel emissions,
noise, and traffic congestion. The comment further states that there are other truck parking projects in the
area that are causing further delays on roadways. The comment explains that John S. Gibson Boulevard is
the only roadway connecting the communities of San Pedro and Wilmington without using the I1-110 Freeway.

Response 11.3: (Also see Response 03.6 for traffic impacts). This comment does not provide any
substantial evidence that the Proposed Project would result in a significant environmental impact. As discussed
in Response O3.11, there would be no significant impact upon implementation of all applicable rules and
regulations related to air quality and noise impacts. For congestion-related impacts, as part of the
2019 amendments to the State CEQA Guidelines, SB 743 directed that the revised State CEQA Guidelines
“shall promote the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions, the development of multimodal transportation
networks, and a diversity of land uses” (Pub. Resources Code Section 21099[b][1]); and that “automobile
delay, as described solely by level of service or similar measures of vehicular capacity or traffic congestion,
shall not be considered a significant impact on the environment” (Pub. Resources Code Section 21099[b][2]).
As such, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21099(b)(2), the Draft EIR is not required to analyze
impacts related to traffic congestion, as it shall not be considered an impact on the environment. Nevertheless,
as explained in Response O3.6, the project is not expected to measurably degrade traffic operating
conditions along John S. Gibson Boulevard, Pacific Avenue, and Front Street. An operational diesel mobile
source HRA (included as Appendix B to the Draft EIR) was prepared to evaluate the operational health risk
impacts because of exposure to DPM from heavy-duty diesel trucks traveling to and from the Project site,
maneuvering onsite, and entering and leaving the site during operation of the Proposed Project. The Draft
EIR details that the results of the operational health risk assessment identified that the maximum cancer risk
would be 7.84 in one million for the nearby residential land uses, which is below the SCAQMD threshold of
10 in one million. The worker receptor risk would be lower at 5.08 in one million. Maximum non-cancer risks
at this same location were estimated to be 0.003, which would not exceed the applicable significance
threshold of 1.0. In addition, cancer burden is estimated to be 0.025 individuals that were estimated to have
a cancer risk of 1 in one million or more. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not exceed SCAQMD’s
cancer burden significance threshold of 0.5. Therefore, all health risk levels to nearby residents from
construction and operation-related emissions of TACs would be well below the SCAQMD’s HRA thresholds
and impacts would be less than significant.

As discussed in the revised Noise and Vibration Impact analysis, included as Appendix B of the Final EIR, at
an average distance of 2,800 feet from the center of the site to the nearest sensitive uses to the west, noise
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levels would approach 41.4 dBA Leq during operation of the Proposed Project. The City has a residential
daytime standard of 50 dBA Leq and a nighttime standard of 40 dBA Leq. While this level would exceed the
nighttime standard of 40 dBA Leq, existing ambient noise levels in the project area exceed 53 dBA Leq
during nighttime hours, therefore the Proposed Project operations would not create a perceptible noise
increase at the nearest sensitive receptors. The surrounding ambient noise measurement locations are shown
in Figure 5.10-1 of the Draft EIR. All other receptors would experience lower levels of noise increase and
would therefore remain within the City’s noise standards.

Comment 11.4: This comment states that the Proposed Project would reduce the amount of open space in the
area and in turn worsen the urban heat island effects as well as disrupt the existing aesthetic of the Project
site which currently has no development.

Response 11.4: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence that the Proposed Project would
result in a significant environmental impact. While the Proposed Project would require a PMP amendment to
change the open space land use designation for APNs 7440-016-002_and 7440-016-003,-end-7412-024-
007 the Proposed Project would be consistent with the City of Los Angeles’s General Plan land use
designation and zoning for the site. Thus, the proposed PMP amendment is necessary to render the PMP land
use consistent with City of Los Angeles land use and zoning designations. As evidenced by the site’s current
land use and zoning designations, urbanization of the site has been anticipated and accounted for since the
adoption of the City of Los Angeles General Plan.

As shown in Draft EIR Figures 5.1-1a through 5.1-1d, public views from I-110 and John S. Gibson Boulevard
would not be significantly altered with implementation of the Proposed Project as the proposed truck parking
lot would be lower in elevation than the 1-110 freeway. The Proposed Project would include 316,373 square
feet of drought-tolerant and California-native ornamental landscaping that would cover approximately 39
percent of the site and would enhance the existing views of the Proposed Project by including trees, shrubs,
and wall-covering vines to enhance the scenic quality of the Project site from John S. Gibson Boulevard. The
chassis temporarily parked at the Proposed Project would be visible to the public on the I-110. However,
the trucks and chassis on site would be similar to the views of the shipping containers within the Port. The
Project site is already within an urbanized environment with Port uses to the south and east, I-110 and
warehouses to the north, and commercial uses to the southwest. In addition, the site is currently mostly covered
with dirt and non-native grasses, which do not provide the same heat-reducing benefits that would come
from the proposed landscaping, which would include additional shrubs and trees. Thus, there would be no
significant impacts related to urban heat islands or aesthetics.

Comment 11.5: This comment concludes the letter and thanks the Port staff for their efforts.

Response 11.5: This comment letter will be provided to the Board of Harbor Commissioners as part of the
Final EIR. No further response is warranted.
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Letter 12: Pat Nave (4 pages)

Via email 1o gogacomumentsi@portla.org

Thank vou for the oppartunity we comment on the Gikson Blvd. truck ond chassis parking k=
MR,

We are mermbers of the Momhwess 5an Podmo Nelghborhood Coumcil comminegs tha
narmally considers mammers such as this comment leter, We will be presenting these
caminients Lo our Tull Board. but llm’_\ will mot be heard unnl after the comment pn"ir.d climes,
||'l:|.'|r_t' ik any {'||l|‘||q-|.-i no e conminents we will forsward them o Wil &l thar time,

W have read and considered the comment better adopied by the Wilmingron Neighborhosod
Comanel [V ot s meeting lanuary 38, 2025, and adope and incorporate it hercin as pan
afl viir comments. In addition o the comments by the WHNC, we emphasize the Following:

1. The proposed Gibson Boulevard truck snd chassis parking lot project directly violates City
Orpdinance Mo, 168,287 (eff. 7/1724) and undermines decsdes of Port h&rmpﬂlﬁnﬂ-
protecting our communities. [t viclates the ordinance's prohibition of estblishment or
expansion of trucking uses in this area. It would also abandon the long-held Port policy of
providing a buffer between industrinl activities in the Harbor and the surrounding 2.2
communities.

Imcursions by trucks into our commaenities has been o problem for many years. [t why
Crrdinance Mo, FEEZAT was slopied, harring estalishment or expansion of all tnicking
related uses in the desoribed arca. We s.'l.mng]:-' LIFRE thee Port v seck sdvice Trom (Gry
herormey stafT downtown concerning the application of this ordinance on the decisions of
the Board of Harbor Commbsioness,

This progece also reprisents an abandonment of a long-held Por palicy of providing a buffer
between Pory industrial activities and our neighborhoosds, This practice occurred a1 about
the time the Board established the Wilmington Waterdront Fark, even though that property 1.3
wis acguired for expansion of the container werminals on the south side of Harey Bradges
Rlvd, This DEIR secks o uh.mp;:e the designation of three pnrﬂ;li ol T "i.l'l.ll.'li" i the

masder plan o mantime suppon”, thus sbandoning this precedent, and policy, of providing
& bifler for o communithes,

2, Inadequate Traffic Impact Analysis:

The DEIR fails to sufficeently evaluate the traffic impacis associated with the project. It

is inadequate 1o assume thal since the trucks and chassis are already “in the Port area” | 124
and are simply being displaced io the project site, there is no significant impact. Tell

THAT 1o the affected neighborhoods

Los Angeles Harbor Department 2-112
Final EIR
May 2026



John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project

2.0 Response to Comments

The analysts considers a lim#ed number of infersections—namely Gibson Blvd, and
Bridges Bivd,, the proposed project enlrance., and Ihe nofthbownd 110 Freeway on-
ramp near the police station, However, the DEIR clearly conlemplates trucks coming
from Terminal Istand bad does not analyze the impacts on truck returning thene, such as
will ecour at

= Channel and Gibson

= Channel and Gaffey

= Pacific and Front Street

= The on-ramp to the 47 Freeway leading to Terminal lsland from Gaffay
= The on-ramp o the 47 Freeway from Harbar Blvd,

Maoreaver, the DEIR s fraffic analysis does not account for the size and nature of the
vehiches involved, The profect anticipales 1,734 daily trips by trucks and chassis, each
approximately 75 feet i length—T"ive times the size of an average passendger
vehiche. This emission resulls in an inaccwate assessment of how such truck traffic will
impact congesiion, read safety, and the Level of Service at nearby intersections. The
clairm that Port staff has approved these traffic studies raises concams about whiether
impartial and thorough analyses were conducled, especially since the Por has already
sold the acoess parcels, and having done S0, appears commitbed o the projiect.

Further, we question some of the design assumptions in the DEIR related to truck and
chassis movemenis, For example, northbound John 5. Gibson Bivd, does not appear
wide enough te construct a dedicated left turn anly lans inte the facilty driveway. The
median there i only a few feet wide, Simitarly, the work anea on the parking lot itaelf
does not appaar wide encugh to permit the contemplated fruck movements. With 1784
irips & day and anly 353 parking siols, whene are all ihose trucks going 1o slay? Laslly,
since the parking area appears io be uphill, will the lights on the tall-mast poles be
shining Inbe the vehicles on the adpcent nonhbound 110 Freeway?

3, The DEIR claims compliance with CEQA by aserting the projec will abey all regulavory
requirements. Compliance with rubes’ is not the same as a CECQA analysis and does not

camply with CECA.

The proponent dies not yet have CALTRANS, DTSC (Department ol Toxic Substance
Contred), and several required City licenses, nor have they completed biologic, archaeologic,
aml paleontological examination in spite of known hazards and in spite of having tocul into
the supporting slope for the 110 Freeway. Instead, they promise o comply with whatever
reguirements the Giey, CALTRANS, DTSC, paleontologists and bislogists impose as the

progect procesds,

The DEIR asseris that the project will comply with all applicable regulatory
requirements. However, "promises of fulune compliance” ane nol a substitute for the

2.5

2.t
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fgarous enyiranmental anakyss required under the California Enviranmental Quality Act
{CEQA), Compliance with regulations is sémply the baselime—Iit does nod excuse the
reiied for a thorough evaluation of potential envicenmental impacts. If fulure complianoe 2.8
were deemed sufficient, every CEQA review could be reduced to a single sentence; Cont.
"The project will comply with all applicable laws."

Such a practice undemmines the very purpose of CEQA, which is to proactively identify
and mitigate potential environmental impacis bafore projects ame approved,

4, A CEQA analysis was required before the parcels were soid,

The sale of the access parcels by the Por shoukd have triggered & CEQA review at the
time the decision was mada. The assartion by Port allormays that the sale was "not a 120
project” under CEQA is both unfounded and incormect. The sale was clearly tied to the
developers known plans, and the parcels were zoned 85 open space.” An
enmvironmental analysis should have been conducted at that stage o explore alemative

s and miligate fufure impacts, such as by saling an easement for limiled purposes
rather than a full sale of the parcels. Unfarfunately, this missad oppartunity has lad to

the significant issues we now face with this project.

5. Failure to Consider Cuomulative Impacts:

The project s truck traffic represents a substantial and direct impact on swreunding

neighborhoods, yet the DEIR s analysis remains namowly focused on a few selecied oL
anEas, The cumulative effect of this increased traffic, combingd with obher projects in tha
area, is likely to intensify adverse effects on air quality, noise, and safety for residents
and vigdors, The potential impacts on surrounding Infrasiruciure and communities have
not been fully explored or mitigated, leaving our neighborhoods vulnerable to kng-tarm
harm

Suggested Mitigation

Many years ago, the Port embarked on a program of buying parcels in Wilminglon as
thiey came an the market. The concept was o agaregate the parcels inbe & Por 211
axpansion area.

The Port now owns several hundred such parcals. Mok ondy are they off the tax roils,
bud it seems clear that the use of some of the larger parcets has degraded the
niighborhoods where they are lecaled. Perhaps the time has come fo dispose of the
parcals or parhaps improve them as community pocket pamks,

Conclusion:
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The proposed project raises senous concerns aboul compliance with ncal regulations,
policles, and CEQA reguirements. As it stands, the DEIR falls shor in addresaing key
afvironmentsl and communily impects,

W urge decision-makers o reconsider this projedt in its currend Torm and ko pricritize
the health, safety. and quality of [ife for the communities surrounding the Port including 12.12
adhering to City ordinance and policies prohibiting the expansion of frucking uses in this
area, maintaining buffer zones between Industrial operations and residential
neighborhoods, and providing a more comprehansive and transparent anvironmental

analysis of the project s mpacts. As it now reads, the DEIR should not be approved
and the approvals soughl should ol be issued,

Thank you for considaning our comments. We remain commitled b working with all
stakehobders to ensure respansible development that protects our community s well-
bing and environment,

Sincerely,

&' Tom Morman &' Pat Mave

GG Counc@member McOsker
Commissioners
Gene Seroka
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Response to Letter 12: Pat Nave, dated February 4, 2025

The comments provided in this letter are identical to the comments in the letter from the Northwest San Pedro
Neighborhood Council. Please refer to Responses O3.1 through O3.14.
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Letter 13: Janet Shaaf-Gunter (73 pages)

Janet Schaaf-Gunter
PO Box 749
San Pedro, CA 20733 -arfianeS@aol.com

Port of LA Gibson Street Project
Submission of EIR G |
January 31, 2025

*The EIR for this Gibson Street Project is nothing mone than a fait accompli for the
Port of Los Angeles. Mo doubt, an agreement and a backroom handshake took place
years ago and the approval of this EIR will act as the catalyst for the consummation
of that deal. As usual, 8 well connected palitical “friend™ will reap millions of dellars
from the cooperation of public officials and this public agency. Once again, this “gift™
of public assets will cost the people in more ways than just fiscally. The realized
(already agreed to) development will add more traffic, additional health
consequences, further visual industrial blight and air quality damage.

The recend reinfroduction of this Gibson Street project {after a 3 year pause) represants a
typical ploy used by the port for years. The projecteleituations disappear for @ while afier
they receve community of industry pushback The project is sat aside until scrutiny has
waned and the coast s “clear” (so to speak). Once thal happens. the Bsue sneaks back
inte focus and i returred fo the Port's Commission for action. In this case, the
reintroduction finds a new Mayor and & new board of harbor commissioness. All of them
complataly unasane and uneducated about the project’s history, its previous pubiic
pushibback, and its revealed unsavory details. On the face of it, these new obliious parties
o blindly foréand without any notice or concam. My wish is to make the sondid histony of
this progect known & docurmented. The intent of this submission is to have the fruth of this
entire tewdry story made a part of the public recaord.

I wizh io re-submil our onginal 3 year old Neg. Dec. comment lether (through our
Homeowners group the San Pedro Peninsuls Homeownears Uinited) dentifying the details of
this entine debacke from its inception. Our Homeowners' reservations ane as relevant ioday
as they wene 3 years ago, regardiess of the fact that the Porl did finally acquissos to
parfodrming a full EIR instead of a Megative Declaration. You will find the letier attached or
within my packel As | revieswed B new existing EIR, | did not find a number of previous
cormment letiers that | know had been sent on this prosect. Our hOMECWNer Commanhs wers
absent as well as a nurmber of otfwers that | was awana of.

O of the most importand issues that conbinue o be dismissed in this EIR (in its effor to
e Megitng ifmpacks) is e Geue of the increased traffic congestion thal will be added to
the already senicwsly impacied roads in its region. Recent photos of consislent dady
canditions wens laken by Jesse Mamuez and are added to this EIR submission. These
phiotos prove imefutable evidence of a chronic trafic condition that will only be further
worsaned by the addiional traffic from this development aite.

13.1

3.z

3.3
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| am also providing communications and information provided fo me (including emails)
through & public records act request on the Gibson project a few years ago. Thero are also
other communications @nd stalements fo public officials (the Port of LA Commissioners) that
referance other problematic pon issues However, those docwumants also noofporate
references to the Gibson Projact within them. The unsavory port actions highlighted in these
documents desenve senous ethical scrutiny and legal attention. The ingrained coerupt
poficies of the Port of LA should finally come to the fore and be respondad 1o by those that 1.5
ang entrusted with the “obligation” of Port of LA oversight  Those parties include the Mayor,
the LA City Attorney, the LA District Aflomey, the Attomey General, the State Lands
Commission and our own 15* district City Councilman. The Paet's legacy of corruption and
back-room deal making have gone on for far too long. The practice of this insider dealing is
crystafized in this entire Gibson 5t. property purchase and its ensuing development plan. To
be noted is that the Port's Environmental Diveclor, Christopher Cannon, was escored oul of
e Port Buiding & favw years ago without explanation shorly affer this project was sel aside,

MOST importantly, there is NO NEED for this projoct development! There & plenty of
space and land currently available for fruck, chassis, and container parking. The Pacific
Crane & Maintenance Company off of Navy Way has been practically emply for three years,
A simple look around the San Pedro Bay reflects this senous lack of need. Pier A West in
Long Beach has over 80 acres not yet developed. Pier B has 150 acres barely being
utiized. Evergreen, Maensk and China Shipping Teminals all have space. Yet, the Port of 3.6
LA wants to put up a wall of shipping containers. at the very entrance of cur commungy for
no other reason than o finakoe this old insider deal. This i a project that is not necessary.
It is baed for the community, increases the already unacceptable industrial bight, and a
mmmhhmmﬂl Such disregard was last witnessed during our
eommunity lawsuit against the expansion of the China Shipping Terminal in 2003. We won
our second China Shipping lawsuit just a few years ago These winning lawsuils ilustrale
clearty the comeciness of owr apposition. Owr residents, onoe again, ane not exaggerating
the inapproprate and unethical nature of this Gibson Street project.

| have taken the lberty of including a 2005 LA Times article re: the LA City Gontrolier, Laura
Chick's response to her audit and the Port's way of conducting their “business”. Her
comments are well taken and, in our view, nothing has changed in the Port’s aperating

| g 13.7

W urge those with the power to infenvene to cbiect to this development that undermines
proper govemmaent policy, and senves to denigrate the public trust. Please engage in a
mone comprehensive immestigation of this matter {and hopefully others) so that you might
befer educate yourself on how the Port of Los Angeles conducts ilself. How long will this be
allowed 1o go on unabated?

A e £

(310) 251-707T5
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Exhibit A

Port of Los Angeles - TraPac Container Terminal

Wilmington Environmental Justice Community Impact

Wilmington Traffic Congestion Entering TraPac Terminal
On Harry Bridges Road

December 17, 2024, Tuesday

3.8
Photographic Evidence of the Failure of the Port of Los Angeles to
Adequately ldentify, Assess and Mitigate Port Truck Traffic Congestion,
Alr Pollution Emissions, Greenhouse Gases and Public Health
Impacts in the Wilmington Environmental Justice Community
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TraPac Container Terminal Truck Traffle Congestion Entering Terminal From West

I3.B
Cont.
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TraPac Container Terminal Truck Traffic Congestion Entering Terminal From East

128
Cant.
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Exhibit B

Port of Los Angeles - Carson Container Storage Yard

Wilmington-Carson Environmental Justice Community Impact

Port Truck Traffic Congestion Entering Shippers Transport Express
(Property Leased From Marathon Oil Company) On Sepulveda Blvd.

3.8
Movember 11, 2024, Monday 11:18 am Lant.
Photographic Evidence of the Fallure of the Port of Los Angeles to
Adequately Identify, Assess and Mitigate Port Truck Traffic Congestion,
Air Pollution Emissions, Greenhouse Gases and Public Health Inpacts
in the Wilmington-Carson Environmental Justice Community
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Fort Trucks are lined up and kKiling 1o pick up empty contsiners from Carson Container Storags Yard

Port Trucks are lined up on Sapulveda Bivd. Coming Wast from Wilmington Ave.
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SAN PEDRO PENINSULA HOMEOWNERS UNITED, INC.
PO Box 6455 — San Padro, CA 90734
E-mall: sphomaunitedi@yahoo.com

January 30, 2022

Chiristopher Cannon, Director

City of Los Angeles Harbor Department
Envirormental Management Division
425 5. Pnlos Vendes Street

San Pedr, Ca 90T

Rent via empll fo; ceqacommentsi@iportlaong

[Turhl?mhﬂﬂlakcw::u:;ﬂimhﬂr&rulmfﬂflhjﬂﬂmuﬂ?:ﬂmlnﬂiﬂﬁfmaﬂwmbﬂﬂf e
compelling reasons,

1. Why is the port taking the responaibility for sny environmental review of this property when
the property does nat belong to them? This property was sold almast five years ago, in 2017
Yet, somehow it remaing in the Port’s Planning Arca?

2. It has come bo our attention that & portion of this property had belonged 1o the port and the port
had been solicited by o hired lobbyist 1o declare the land “surplus™ to sell. The port complicd
ard the property was sold to a gentleman who owned a lange swath of property abutting this
port property on the north, His property was virtually “valueless™ since the only access io his
property was through the port owimed propery. )

1, There is also a great impression that this project not only had a “pre-determined” owner...but, 2
predetermined project, due to o presentation before the Harbor Commission in 2016, At that
meeting environmential activist, Jesse Marquez, had testifbed “In favor’ of the project due to
environmental mitigations that the buyer/developer (operating under the name, The Jenna
Empmw},]u:!pfmhmﬂmdﬂwmmﬂmmm:{mupmnﬁmmlalﬂrrenqndupnn]
Commizsioner Renwick 1obd Marquez af that meeting, that he was “plessed” that Marquez had
et with the owner'developer and was in favor of the project. AL that time, Renwick was
cautioned by both Port Atty, Janna Segley, and Commission Presidens, Vilma Martinez, wha
tacifally reminded him o remember that the propery had not yer been “sold”. But, certainly,
these circumstances a1 this hearing gave all indications that decisions had already been made.

4, What apparently transpired, was that the property owner of 2007, The Jenna Company, was
able io archestrage, in advance, a deal for purchase with o new buyer, AlG, a8 soon as the port
property wis acquired. This was a quick sale netting the owner of Jenma several million
dollars. According to sources, Mr. Eleopoulos, (Jenna Co, owner) continues to be a partner in
the business of the new owner, ALG, under its newly formed company AIG-GRE,
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&, Why would anvene NOT be taking the proper steps of a “Tull™ Envirormicntal Impact Report on
a project that will only increase the already chronic port related issues of local trafTic, acsthelic
blight, and increased air pollution?

7. The impacts of this development upon the local community would not enly be “significant™
bt in fact, major.

& The deficicncies of the port’s submitied negative declaration for this developenent fall
extrensely short of any real environmental analysis necessary for considerate smart growth and
development.

Our homeowners heavily support the findings of Dr, Tom Williams in his very technical assessment of
the deficiencies associated with this negative declaration. Tt is his opinion that the allowance of a
Megative Declarmtion for this project s not only inappropriate, but very possibly, “illegal™. Williams
succinctly describes the project overview as “totally insdequate and incomplese”,

We cite only a few of Dr. William's very cogent points:

ad The inadequate assesements for supporting the finding of a Megative Declaration.

b The lack of specificity of estimated cut/fill volumes, bulking, export & impart of RIL

¢} Mo description of site grading plan, elevations, elc.

d) Complete lack of analyses of seismic vulnerabilities dus 1o a majority of property being within
the EC Ruptare Zone.

e} Multiple instances of owner/developer agreement and cooperaton to various kaws and regulation
withourt evidence nor enforvement evidence, and no permit plan of conditions.

f) Mo Applicant and no list of contraciors has been made public which contradicts the spint and
letter of CEQA, and public disclosure,

We pow mention o few of sur oam observations and concens.

b

Wi have serious concems relative to the visual acsthetic loss. The proposed project on
Jobm 5 Gibson Blvd. will build a $0-foot potential container wall that woubd block views of
the Harbor from the freeway coming and leaving San Padro.

This concrete structure and its 400 parked semi trucks will poss vet another risk of collapse
from any significant seismic event upon the vehicular iraffic of the abutting 110 frwy.
There has been speculation that the buyer's financial campaign support of both Councilman
Joe Buscaino's Mayoral Race, and City Council Candidate, Tim McKosker's, have plived a
role in this eatire acquisition and development plan, This falls into line with the history of
developments at the Port of Los Angeles where City “pay to play”™ tactics were seemingly
engaged.

It has also been snid that due to the urgent natre of cargo backload nt the port, this project
pertaining to “industrial storage™ could create a “perceived need™ that would encourage the
approval of a simple “negative declamtion”, However, once the permitting is approved,
there is suspicion that the “original” goal for this site, a “hotel”, could be easily substituted
=i o later date,

13.10
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Afber many years, we have become painfully aware of the Port’s consistent dismissal of pur
comeunity's neads and concerns. Cher country’s Mational effort i supposedly now squarely aimead
the reduction of cgregious envinonmenial damage. For decades environmental coneems have been
suppressed in licu of the high priosity o promote industrinl growth first. We look to the Port of LA's
injurious past as s bemplate for the futune and hope 1o do all we can 1o discourage that reckless path,
So much damage has alrendy been done. 1t is Jong ovendue that the port™s behavior makes a muajor
shaft to elevate the protection of public health, and 10 respect sestbetics and the environment as its
primeary goals in conducting its business.

The calling for a “Negative Declaration™ for this property”s development is a classic example of the
Port of LA"s failure to recognize community concems or to honor transparency. 1t exemplifies the
Port's will i continie to ignore e envirenmental impacts and proceed with [ts embedded policy of
“backroom deal making”,

Sineersly . ;

(U4

Chuck Hart,
Presidemt

oo, Mayor Gareetti
Adty Mike Feuer
Councilwoman Raman
A State Lands Commission
Fep. Mannetic Bianmgan
Rep. Ted Lieu
NRDC
Earthjustice
Clenn Adr Coalition
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Coalitlon For A Safe Environment
Community Dreams
EMERGE
Wilmington Improvement Network
Organizacién de Servicios Comunitarios Familiares
Citizans For A Better Wimlington
San Pedra Peninsula Homeowners United
NAACP- San Pedro-Wilmington Branch ¥ 1069
West Long Beach Association
Latinos In Action
Friends of the Air, Earth and Water
California Kids 1AQ
California Communities Against Toxics
5t. Philomena Church Social Justice Committee
Del Amo Action Committes

California 5afe Schools
Action Now

January 31, 2022

Chrigiopher Cannon, Director

City of Log Angedes Harbor Department
Environmental Managemant Division 425
£, Palos Verdes Sirest

San Pedro, CA BOT31

Leah Kohbar

30-TIZ-TETI

cagacomment=@ponia.ong

Sa:

e

Draft Initial Shudy™Negative Declaration (IS5ND)
John 5, Gibson Container Parking Lot Project
SCH Mo, 2021120391

Public Comments Opposing The Draft Initial StedyMNegative Declaration & Projec

The Coaliion For A Safe Emnvironment (CFASE)} and of af undersigned community
organizations submit the following public comments Opposing The Draft Initial Study/Negative
Declaration & Project Approval for the following Ested reasons. information and viclations of

1313
Cafliformsa Emaronmental Chuality Act (CEQA) requirsrments:
1. AIGGRE San Pedro Industrial Owmer LLC [AIGGRE) is @ real estale developer regisienad
in Delawara, who has never in ks short history purchased, developed and operated a
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shou

T.

business to benelil or support the Port of Los Angeles, any Port of Los Angeles Tenant or
any Port in the U.S.

. AIGGRE San Pedro induatrial Ownier LLC was created in Awsgust 20, 2017 10 gevelop this

soln real estate property for quick investment and sale with no other fubune investment in
the Porl of Los Angeles or the Wilmington-San Pedro Harbor communily, This is a real

astabe imestmant “speculation project” that hes no Port of Los Angeies Tenan! Leases o
Buyer. Tha Port and project sponsors do not have one Latter of Interes! or Commitrment

from any company,

. AIGGRE San Padro industrial Owner LLC has no expenance in developing, bulding,

aperating of managing a container parking lol. They claim the propect will only requine two
employees which is ridiculous, 1t will take one person in the street fo direct raffic, one to
diocument whal is beeng delivered, ona parson fo unload the containgr and Ehil does not

count who coordingtes what is being picked up.

AIGGRE San Pedro Industrial Cramer LLG has nd inbentions ar interests in paying extra
money 1o mitigata the projects numerous negative emdronmental and public health
impacis.

. AIGGRE San Padro Industrial Ownar LLC has no inlentions or interasts in paying extra

money to invest in zero emissions technologies, climale change prevention and public
health protection mithigation measuras.

One of the partners in AIGGRE, Jenna Development who purchased the property from the
Port of Los Angeles as surplus property for a significantly undervelued price will make 10x
profit from the properly onoe i is bullt and tumed over o AIG upon completion of the

project.

The current proposed profect and land-use s 8 comphzlely different project than whal was
propased by Jenna Devalopmeand in 2016, the Drafi Inifial Study/Negative Declaration doas
not comply with CEQA for this project, the project will have significant ensirenimiental
impacts and offers no binefits 1o Harbor Communities or the Public.

We ask why the Port of Los Angeles did nol develop this surplus land to sanica the port
or the harbor communities. We ask why the Porl of Los Angeles did nod announce that
there wias swrplus property available for harbor community devwsopment and pubic
sonvices? Was there some backroom deal happening that the public is not aware of 7

The Port of Los Angeles and AIGGRE San Pedro Industrial Owner LLC fails to discuss and
clarify if all containers being deliverad will ba full, will any be unloaded, reloadad and will
frucks be parked with chassis and containes. It trucks will b allowed 10 park, with chassis
and containes, whal will be the maximuem capacity?

10.Tha Port of Los Angeles and AGGRE San Padro Indusirial Owner LLC fail to discuss what

will be the criteria of a Leases or Buyer. Experience and knowledge of city permits,
enwiranmental, traffic, OSHA and public safety requirements & essential and mandatory.
The majarity of container slorage yards in Wilmingion violabe their permils and condilions.
The Gity and Port do not conduct any classes on business licenses and permils and rarely
conduct any onsile inspections for compliance.

11. Public Comment Periods

313

314

Los Angeles Harbor Department

Final EIR
May 2026

2-134



John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project

2.0 Response to Comments

The Public and Harbor Cormmunity Ovganizations hawe repeatedly asked thal the Porf of
Los Angelas and Board of Harbor Commissioners almaost every month for over 20 years
far ewvary project 1o be mone transparent and allow a minimuwm S0 Day Poblic Comment

Pesfiged.

There is almast no such thing as an easy of simple Port of Los Angeles Projact, the Public
and Harbor Community Organizations nesd adeqguate tme to be able to read, assess,
analyze data and seek oxper consultanis advise 1o respond to a project CEQA
documantation. The Port also intentionally releases several project proposals at the same
tima and during major holidays, further complicating and compromising the public's ability
to prepare public commeants.

FPublic Reguest:

a, ANow a minimum 90 Day Public Comment Peniod,
b. Allow a minimurm 120 Day Public Comment Penod if more than one CEQA documant
iz redeased in 30 days.,

12. The Port of Los Angeles prepared Diraft Initial Study/Negative Declaration does not

comply with CEQA law.

The fact thiat the Pon of Los Angeles references selected sections of CECU, law tor give tha
“govarmmnental decizion makers and the public” the impression that they ane in compliancs
with th law i a disgrace and insult to the public.

The Porl of Los Angeles states in the Draft Initial SiudyT™egative Dedlaration 1.0
INTRODUCTION 1.1 CEQA Process page 2 thind paragraph states, In reviewing the
ISIND, affected public agencies and intorested members of the public should focus on the
suffickency of the document in identifying and analyzing polential project impacts onthe
environment.®

Onca again giving the false mpression that they ane in compliance with the law. These
prepared Public Comments once again cleardy descrbe the Pors Environmendal
Managemant Department and City Legal Depaniments intentional fallure to comply with
CEQA Law. The DraftInitial Study/NegativeDeclaration does not comprahenshaly identify
and analyze ai the potential project impacts on the envirenment and harbor communities.

The Draft Initial StudyNegative Declaration in section 2.1.1 PROJECT LOCATION under
Land Use and Zoning page 8, stabes, “Although the proposed Project site s not located on
Port of Los Angales property, the proposed Praject is located within the PMP, which is part
of tha City of Los Angales General Plan,” Once again the Ponl is misrepresanting the facts
by failure io disclose that the Port of Los Angedes was the previous owner of the land a few
years ago until it decided suddenly fo call it surplus propery and sold il 1o a privale Duayer,

The Fort of Los Angeles and the City of Los Angeles lost in court and was found guilty of
violating CEQA Law in the China Shipping Lawsull and BNSF SCIG lawsult.  The Port of
Leos Angeles and the City of Los Angeles lost the BNSF SCIG CEQA case and were sued
in court by numerous Non-Profit Harbor Community Organizations, Public Non-Profit
Orngandzationg, the City of Long Beach, the Long Beach Unified School District, the South
Coagt Alr Quality Managemenl District end several Port of Los Angeles Trucking
Companies (hay were going 10 Screw ouwar.
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Thea Port of Lo Andgelea continues ita legacy of CEQA non-compliancs, misreprasantation
of facts, backroom deals, negligence, lles and decait.

Tha project will causa significant local harbor environmental, public health, public safaty
and community impacts which would have been disclosed if the Port of Los Angales had
mat intentionally tied to bypass the CEQA formal comprehensive EIR process,

Public Request:

a. Cancel and Deny the unqualifiable project.
b, Requine a Draft EIR and Final EIR

13.Provide Off-Tarminal Maritima Support To Help Meet The Demands Of Port Marine

Terminals Now And In The Future

The project will provide no significant off-derminal marntime support due its small size, site
location and becausa it will be immediately be filled o capacity and there will be no 100%
furnover in 24hrs.

The project claims it will optimize the use of existing land thal supports containg: slorage
at tha Project site. There cumently ks no container storage ai the sile 50 it is not opltimizing
anything. Thare ks no study provided that validabes o faclity of this size is nesded and thet
this project is optimized.

The project claims il will alleviate iruck fraffic congestion but provides no studies on existing
traffic congestion on John S. Gibaon Blvd., Harry Bridges Bivd., Harbor Bhd, or anywhera
#lse thal the project would be alleviating. The project will in Fact creale truck traffic
congestion at a location whare none currantly Gudsls,

The project claims it will increase the efficlency of goods movement in the Port by providing
off-tarminal maritirme suppaor, this infers that all trecks will be camying loaded containers
froem ships with no immedlate destination.  When in realily it's the fadure of the Pons, ils
Tenants, Retallers and Distibatars fo have a Master Logistics Plan for the movemant of
cargo In a tmely manner and ideally in 24 hrs.

The Port of Los Angeles and the Board of Harber Commissionars Fubber Stampers have
failed in thair fiduciary responsibilies to once again deslgn and adopt 8 Port Master Plan
and Envirgnmental Impact Reports that incledes land for Loaded Cango Slorage Facililies,
Emply Conlainer Storage Facllites, Truck Storage Facilies, Chassis Stosige Facalilios
and TRUGenset Storage Facililies. CFASE and the public have submilted public
comments numenous times in past Project EIR's and Master Plan Amendments suggesting
poet land locations be designated for various Goods Movemnent Storage Applications and
Port Terminals allocate a percentage of their tand for thesr Goods Movament Storage

Applications.

The Pad of Log Angeles and the Board of Harbor Commissioners Rubber Stampers have
faded i their fduclary responsibiliies to once again reguing in Emvironmental impac
Reports that a project include a Truck Driver Mesd, Hire & Phass-In Schedule Assegsment,
Zaro Emission Truck Need, Purchase & Phase-ln Schedule Assessment, Chassis Need,
Purchase & Phase-In Schedule Assessment. CFASE and the public have submittad

1ié
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mumarous times in the past EIR's that these assessments be included and are ignored
evary ime,
Public Request:

a. Cancel and deny the unqualifiable and unjustifisble project. 1317

b. Require a comprehensive Truck Driver Need, Hire & Phase-in Schedule Assessmant | coa
be prepared immediately before approving the project, Allow a 30 Day Public Commant
Pariod,

¢, Require a comprehensive Zero Emission Truck Meed, Purchase & Phase-In Schedule
Assessmant befose approving the projeclt.  Allow a 30 Day Publc Comment Perod.

d. Require a comprehensive Chassis Meed, Purchase & Phase-In Schadule Assessmant
before approving the project.  Allow a 30 Day Public Commeant Period.

14, Patroleum Hydrocarbons & \Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs) Land
Contamination

The Draft Initial StudyMNegative Declaration in section 2.1.2 EXISTING CONDITIONS
page & cheardy slabes, “A previous site ivvestigation indicated that soils in the norhemand
ceniral portions of the proposed Project site are impacted with fotal pedroleum
Irydrocarbons(TPH) and volatibe ciganic compounds (WOCs) (Minyo & Moo, 2002). In
addition, Western FuelDd Company, located across the Harbor Freeway 1o the west,
maintsins two groundwater monitoring wells situated at the northem portion of tha
proposed Project site. The Western Fuel Oil Company sile is listed as an open casa on | 13,18
the State Waker Resources Control Board's [(SWRCB's) Geotrackar website,
Groundsater samples collected from the two monitoring wals contain TPH and WVOCs
{SCS Engineers, 2021). The groundwater conditions directly baneath theproposed Project
slte are unknown.”

This senous hazmal liend contamination information ls sufficlent to justify a full EIR and to
hawve requised a comgrehensive Land & Groundwster Contamination Assessment
prispsared immadiately.  The remadiation of the land and undergrouwnd water alone could
costs millions of dollars and 1ake years o compdeta,

Public Requast:

a. Requie a comprehensive Land & Groundwater Contamination Assessment be
pregared immaediately before approving the project, Allow a 30 Day Public Commaent
Period

b. Requlr-a a comprehensive Land & Groundwater Remadiation Plan before approving the
project.  Alow a 30 Day Public Comment Pariod.

15, Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan [SWPPP] has been developed for the
proposed Project

Tha Port of Los Angeles failed to provide a copy of the alleged Stormwater Pollution
Presvention Plan as an attachrment to the Draft Inftial StudyMegative Declaration for pablic
raview and comment.

3.e
Public Requast:

@, Thi Port ol Los Angeles provide a copy of the Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan
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b. The Port of Los Angedes provide a 30 Day Public Comment Pariod.

16.Protocol Flan for Unknown Hazardous Materlals prepared by KPRS Construction

Services Inc.

The Port of Los Angeles failed to provide a copy of B alleged Protocol Plan for Unknown
Hazardous Materials prapared by KRS Construction Services Inc. 68 an attachment 1o

the Draft Initial StudwiNegative Declaration for public review and comment,
Public Requaest:

c. The Porl of Los Angeles provide a copy of the Profocsl Plan for Unknown Hazandous
Materials prepared by KPRS Construction Senices Inc.
d. The Port of Los Angeles provide a 30 Day Pubdic Comment Pariod.

17. Air Quality

The Port of Los Angeles s once again migrepresanting the facts. The Los Angeles-South
Cogst Air Basin is currently in nonattainment of the National Ambiont Air Quality Standards
(MAADE or "standards™) and the California Stabe Wmplermentaion Plan.  Federal clean air
lenws require areas with unhealthy levels of czone, inhadable particulate matier, carbon
monoxide, nitroegen dioxide, and sulfer dioxide to develop plans, known as State
Implemantation Plans (S1Pz). S1Ps are comprehansive plans thal describe how an ara
will attain national amblent air qualiy standards (NAADS),

Any Mat Increase in emission by the project will causs the South Coast Basin to confinuea
te be in non-attainment of NAAQS and jecperdize Califomda from receiving hundreds of
maloms of dollars in fegeral transportation funds.

Tha Port of Los Angeles hag refused and mivver conducted or sponscred a Healil Impac
Assessment (HIA) or a Public Health Survey (PHS) so it does not have a Public Health
Baseline by which o base its decision making. The Porl of Los Angeles is the & 1 Alr
Pollution Source in the South Coast Air Cusslity Managemant District, The Porl of Los
Angeles has no Public Health Data o validate its claim that ils Alr Pollution is causing no
significant public health impacts or cumulative health mwdnandmﬂnmmmnm:m

is reguired.

The project will cause an increase In local harbor San Pedro and Wilmington commesniy
mobile &nd stationary fruck air podiution which curmently does nol exist.  The increased air
pallution will atso impact drivers on the LA Harbor Freeway as they pass this facility.

Requested Mitigation:

Require 100% Zero Eméssion On-Road Trucks,

Require 100% Zero Emession ON-Road Trucks,

Require 100% Zero Emission Cargo Handling Equipment/

Require 100% Zero Emission Construction Equipment.

Require 100% Zero Emission Defivery Trucks.

Requira 100% Zero Emission Power & Back-Up Power,

Require 100% Zero kiling.

Require No VOC/TAC construction materials, products, paints and coatings.
Fequire the use of Eco-Efficient concrete and products using fly-ash,

~FE TR Ap T
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|- Sponsor a Health Impact Assessmant,
k. Sponsor a Public Health Suréey.
I. Estabish a Public Health Basoling for Port Harbor Communities, Port Fredght
ion Corridor Communities and Warehousa/Distribution Communities.
m. brestall an On-Site Air Quality Monitoring Station & Public Website
n. Charge a § 100 per pound Miligation Tarif/Fee for air pollution, o go the Harbor
Community Benefil Foundation for public mitigation,

18. Greenhouse Gas Emissions

The projact will cause a Nel Inchease in Greenhouse Gas Emissions during construction
and oparations which does comply with Califomia state kw AB3Z for the reduction and
mithigation af GHGs.

Requestad Mitigation:

Require 100% Zero Emission On-Road Trecks,

Require 100% Zero Emission Of-Road Trecks,

Require 100% fere Emission Cargo Handling Equiprmant

Require 100% Zero Emizakon Construction Equiprment

Require 100% Zers Emisgion Dalivery Trucks.

Ragquire 100% fers Emisabon Power & Back-Uip Power.

Require 100% Jero lding.

Install an On-Site Air Quality Moniloring Station & Public Wabsite.

Charge a § 100 par pound GHG Mitigation TarfliFes for GHG alr pollution, to go the
Harbor Community Benalit Foundation for public mitigation.

~Tom mesapom

19. Unpermitted Container Storage Yard Activities

It has been researched, documaented and reported 1o the Port of Los Angeles and City of
Los Angedes thal Contaings Siorage Yards conduct activities that are nol allowed in their
permits and in foned areas,  Los Angeles Cily Planning Department stafl are negligant in
thair responsiillies in ncluding environmental and public rghts prelections in Parmis and
O conditions.

We include in thesa public comments the Bk 1o the Harbor Community Benalit Foundation
Off-Port Land Usa Impact Study:

https:ihebf. orgiresearch/oll-port-land-use-study!

¥e include in these public commanis a copy of the Coalilion For A Sale Ermaronment
(CFASE) PPT POF Wilmington Container Storege Yards 101 which color phobographs of
Comainer Storage Yands in Wilminglon.

Requested Mitigation:

. Prohibited On-Site Truck Repair & Mainlenance.
Prohibited On-Sile Container Repalr & Maintenanca,
Prohibiled On-Sile Open Containans,

Prohibited On-Site Conlainer Claaming,

Profibited On-Sile Containsr Fumigation,

Prohibited On-5ile Chassis Storage.

e a0 e
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@g. Prohibited On-Site Chassis Repair & Mainlenancs,

h, Prohibited On-Site TRWGenset Storage.

I. Prohibited On-Site TRIWGenset Repair & Maintanance.

|. Prohibited On-Site Unloaded Cangs Storage.

k. Prohibited On-Site Cango Transloading.

I. Prohibited On-Site Overmigh! Driver Sleaping,

m. Frohibited On-Site Diesel Fuel Station/Siorage Tanks,

n. Prohibited Treck Double Parking Outsida the Facility,

o, Mo 24hn7T-Day Operation. Public PeacefuliQuiet Break Time.,

P, Mo WeekendHoliday Operation, Public Peaceful/Ouiel Break Time.
g. Mo Fagility Glaring Lights Poliution Overflow On Harbor Fraaway

20, Zero Emission Trucks, Cargo Handiing Equipment & Vehicles

21

California w now requires that all Frelght Transportation transition b Zero Emisson
Trucks, Cargo Handling Equipment and Vehicles. Zaro Emissions Trucks, Cangs Handling
Equiprment and Vehicles curmantly exists for every por and goods movament apglication.

The Coaliion For A Safe Environment (CFASE) published monthly a Zero Emission
Transportation Vehicles, Cargo Handling Equipment, Construction Equipment & Ship/Boat
Commiencial Avatabdlity Survey which i= cumrenthy sant to Port of Los Angales managarmsent,
siall and the Board of Harbor Commissioners. R is also included in all CFASE submitled
Public Comments on Port Projects, Clean Air Action Plan and other programs. See
atiachment.

The project fails to require that it be sendced by only Zero Emission Trucks and Vehicles,
As an example, the CFASE survey lists 18 Class Vil On-Road Zero Emission Truck
manufaciurers and truck modals that can service all Por of Los Angeles and Terminals
short-haul container delivaries of less than 250 milas,

Requested Mitigation:

a. Raeguine Zero Embasion On-Rosd Trecks.

b. Redquire Zers Emission ON-Fosd Trecke.

¢. Raquire Fers Emission Cargo Handling Equipmant.
d. Raquire Zeny Emission Delivery Trecks

8. Require Zere Emission Power & Back-Lip Power

.Zoro Emissions Construction Vehicles, Equipment & Powar

Zoro Emissions Construction Vehicles, Equipmant & Power for every port related project.

The Coalition For A Safe Ervironment (CFASE) published monthly a Zero Emission
Transpartation Vehiclas, Cange Handling Equipment, Construction Equipment & ShipBoat
Commeancial Avadabdlity Survey which is cumently sent to Port of Los Angeles management,
gtaff and the Board of Harbor Commissioners. M is also ncluded in al CFASE submitted
Public Commenis on Port Projects, Clean Ajr Action Plan and ofther programs. W attach
with these public comments a copy of the Zero Emission Tramsportation Vehlcles, Cango
Handling Equipmant, Construction Equipment & Shipg/Boat Commercinl Availability Survey

i3.22
Cont
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The project fails to require that all construction equipmeant, vehicles and supporied services
be Zero Emission.

Requested Mitigation: i

a. Require Zer Emission Congtruction Equipment.
b. Require Zero Emission Delivery Trucks
. Require Zero Emission Power & Back-Up Power

22.San Pedro-Wilmington Public RoadwayWalkway/Bikeway Accass

Wikmington middle school stindents who live in Southwest Wikmington attend Steven Middle
Schood in San Pedro and must walk down Harry Bridges Bhd. to John 5. Gibson Bhd

Monday through Friday to get there,

mmngmmﬂan?aummmdanmdﬂymlkdem&Hgﬂﬂhﬂ.wm&
Gibson Bhvd. bo wvisit, family, friends and conduct necessary business,

Wilmingion and San Pedro residents daily use Harry Bridges Blvd. and John 3. Gibson
Bhvd. for jogging, to improve and maintin Bwer health,

Long Beach, Wiminglon, Harbor City and San Pedro resident Bike Riders use Harry
Bridges Blvd, and John 5. Gibzon Bhv. to improve and maintain theér health and engay the
Californéa Coastal Tralls.

It is already difficult for therm 10 cross the streets due to the long lines of trucks going on
and off the LA Harbor Frodway and frucks gaing o and from TraPac Container Temminal,
Tha truck Fines block the imersections and walkways, trucks creale lowd noises from their
engines and braking, nolse gats louder as the nuck ages. Trucks as they drive by also
cause wind gusts and vacuums which can cause you to be unbalanced and fall especially
if you do not feel well and happen to also hawe health or physical handicap conditions.
Trucks burmn diesal fuel and the hundreds of additional trucks will increass student exposure
1 toxic emissions and increased public safety raks from accldents.

Requaested Mitigation:

Zero impact on Pedestian Wallkway Paths from Wilminglon o San Pedng

Zero Impact on Jogger Pathways from Wilmington o San Pedno

Zoro Impact on Bike California Coastal Routes from Wilmdngton to San Podro

Zero Emissions On-Road Trucks Only permitted to enter facility.

Zero Emissions Of-Road Trucks Only parmitbed to work at faciity.

Zero Increass in Truck-Public Accidents

Mo trucks may enter the facility during student walking to school hours.

Lirndt the number of trucks going to and from thi: Eacility 1o no more than 30 per hour if
@ 20° TEU and 20 per hour Fa 40" or 53" TEL.

Build a Public Salely Wall on the sidewsalk from Wilmington to San Pedro that can
pravent trucks Irom injuning students and the public.

| Assign a Port police monitor & budget.

23. Tralfic Congestion Impacts

1324
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Harry Bridges Blvd. and John S. Gibson Blvd. were designed and built as two way roads
with no vehicle stopping.  This facility will requira trucks fo line-up o enler becauss cach
st ba walidaied to anter, then assigned an unlosding area and then wait for the previous
truck to leave and the containes 1o put in place. With only two employees il will be
imypossible for fast antry,  Trucks must line-up al every Port Terminal to enter now, Tricks
with containers ane large making it near impossible to drive arcund and they can Bock
views for mies. Based on the information provided trucks will not ba able to make a right
turm indo the facility from the Morth without having 1o make a wide turn from the canter of
the streel, further blocking traffic and publc view, Trucks always break down and have
accidents, Based on the information provided thare is no map provided showing the routes
al the bucks and thelr unloading area.

We have detarmined that thers is inadequate tuming spaca for multiple trucks inside the
facility. Most trucks will be carmying 40° or 53° TEUs. The length of a Truck, Chassis and
40°' TEW will range from B5°-70° and the length of a Truck, Chassis and 53° TEU will range
from 70°-75" and could be longer if it is & double cab lruck,

Wa include in these public comments the link to the Harbor Community Benafit Foundation
Off-Port Land Use Impact Study:

hitps-ihebf orgiresaarchiofif-por-land-use-sludy!

We include in these public comments a copy of the Coalition For A Safe Emdronrmend
(CFASE) PPT PDF Wilmington Container Storage Yards 101 which color photographs of
Traffic Congestion caused by Port Trucks.

Requested Mitigation:

a. Conduct a comprehensive Tralfic Congestion Impact Assessment.

b. The facility must incorporate a diveway entrance o allow wide turms and not use
public right-of-way roads.

. The facility must incorporate a minimerm treck eniry staging area on ts property
sufficiant for 10 trucks with up to 53" containers,

d, The project mast hire 8 minimam of fve staff to facilitale quick treck processing
container daliveries and pick-ups.

e, The project must incorporate & truck arrival appointment system,

[. Assign a Porl police moniior & budget.

g. Prohibition of project facility rucks using Figueroa St, Figueroa Place, Anaheim
Street, Pacific Coast Hwy., Channel Street, Gaffey Street and Vermont Ave. as truck
SEMVICE MOUles.

24.Public Transportation Infrastructure Damage

Harry Bridges Bivd. and John 5. Gibson Bhed, were designed and built to handle a spacific
amouni of truck traffic and weight. This project did not exist a1 the time of planning and will
cause premature degradation, increased matainence and repair costs and increased
premature replacements cost primarnly bom by the public.

Requested Mitigation:

8. Conduct 8 comprahensive Public Transportation Infrastruciure Damage Assessmant,
b. A S10.00 per TEU TarfiTaxFes for svery 20°, § 20.00 per 40° TEU TarfiTaxFes and
§ 30 per 53 TEU TarifiTaxFea,

13.25
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1326
¢, Conduct an infrastructure Damage Assessment Update every 5 years. Cont.

28, Increased Hazardous Cargo Public Safety Risk

The project will cause an increased in Hazardous Cargo Public Safety Risk due to tha Port
and its Tenanis fallure fo nolify faciliies and the public that containers have ioxc,
hazardous, flammable and axplosive products,

We Include in these public comments a copy of the Coaltion For A Safe Environment
(CFASE) PPT PDF Wilmington Container Storage Yards 101 which color photographs of
iocal Port Truck Accidents and olhar Public Safety Issues.

Mitigation:

a. Port & Tenants must post 60 days Public Motice of the transpon of hazardous cargo.

b. Port & Tenants must mail to all residents within 1,000" of the tuck route Public Motice
of the transport of hazardous cargo,

c. Pord & Tenants mast mad to all non-profit organizations who hava signed up for the
Public Motice transpor Of haZandous Gangn.

d. Port & Tenants maest have $ 1 bilssn in Liability Insuranca.

26. Public Roadway Infrastructure Ground Hazmat Contaminaticn

13
The project will cause an increased in Public Roadway [nfrastructure Ground

Contamination duwe to leaking of, brake fluid, radiator fiuids, power steering flulds, brake
dusl and tire dust and shiedding's.  As trucks age they leak mare,

Mitigation:

. Allow anly Zaro Emission On-Road Trucks to enter the facility,

Inspec trueks for fluld keakage during unloading or parking,

Issue lruck citations for visible fluid leakage during unisading o parking.
Asgign a Porl Ingpector monitor & budget.

Prepare quarterdy reposis & post on Port website.

27. Contaminated Raln-Water Runoff Impacts

The project will cause an increased in Contaminated Rain-\Water Runaff info the public
sawer systam due fo leaking o, brake fluid, radiator fluids, power steenng fluids, brake
dust and tire dust and shredding’s. As trucks age they leak more on the ground,

papos

Mitigation:

f.  Allow only Zero Emission Trucks to enter the facility.

g. Facility must have a water run-off calch and treatment system.

h. Takewsater samples during and after a rain and fackty grownd cleaning if water is used
i. Ilssue faciity citations for Contaminated Rain-vWaber Runoff

. Assign a Port Water Quality Inspector monitor & budget,

k. Prepane quarardy reports & post on Port wabsite,

28.FacHity Construction Noise
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Thee projiect will cause a nat incraase in kocal harbor San Pedro and Wilmington communily
Moise in an area whers noise is not excessive. Zero Emission trucks, vehicles and
aquipmant are near-noistless as compared o dissel fuel powered.

Raquested Mitigation:

. Require Zero Emission Trucks o enter the facility.

. Require Zero Emission Construction Equipment ai the facility .
. Require Zero Emission Delivary Trucks

. Peqguire Zero Emission Power & Back-Lip Power

@, Install sound bamiers for all sources of noise,

29.Truck & Facility Operations Moise Impacts

The project will cause & net increase in local haror San Pedro and Wilmington commumity
Moisa in an area where noise is nol axcesahva. A significant increasa in ruck noése will
coour dhee bo the large nurmiber of trucks traveling to and from the facility from all direclions,
Diesel Enging Trucks have ecdrame lowd noise from engimes, truck CImying Caigs causa
louher brake nolse and frucks camying empty containers cause loud noiss,

(~ET - ]

Ferm Emizsion trucks, vehicles and equipment dre near-noigelsss &s compared 1o diesal
fuel powerad,

Wa include in these public comments the link to the Harbor Gommunity Benefit Foundation
Wilmington Molse Study and San Pedro Motsa Shedy:

hitps:/hcol orgiresearchiwilmington-noise-study!
hilps:ihcbf.orgireseanch/san-pedo-noise-study’

Requasted
Mitigation:

a. Conduc a Sound Assessment of the Eacility design to determine if it will cause an open
amphithaater sound gengration and reflection affect,

Reqguire Zaro Emission Trucks bo enber s faclity,

Fequire Zero Emission Construction Equipment at the facility.

Faguire Zero Emission Daelbsery Trucks

Require fero Emission Power & Back-Up Power

install permanent sound barriers for all sources of naoise.

Charge a § 100 par dB Mitigation Fee for noise, to go the Harbor Community Benefit
Foundation.

Sound proof residents homes, chikd cane cenbers along Eruck routes.

Conduct quarterly Moise Tesis and publish data on Por weabsile.

If there is an increase in Ambient Moise in nearby residential areas the profect will pay
for sound proof windows having & Sound Transmission Class (ST3) rating of 70 and
abong

30, Police & Emergency Response Vohicle Delays

John 5. Gibson Bhwd, and Harry Bridges Blvd, are the primary routes of the Los Angeles
Harbor Division Palice Department amargency responss bo Wilminglon.  Trucks traveling

TrF @reapm

3.8
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froen the South North must make lefl wms inlo the facility. The long Bnes of trecks would
block Police & Emargency Response Vehicle passage and edend response time, This is
unacceptable.

Wilmington Fire Depariment provides support 1o San Pedro. Fire Trucks traveling North
will b blocked by the long knes of Port trucks making right turres onto the facility. This is

unacoeptable.
Public Request:
Cancel and dany the unqualifiable and unjustiiable project

3. Blight

In Wilméngson, wherever container storage yards are located they become trash magnets,
graffitl magnets, unsighthy with blight affecting the aesthetics of our harbor community.

Wea include in these public comments & copy of the Coalilion For A Sale Emdronment
(CFASE) PFT PDF Wilmingbon Container Storage Yards 101 which color photographs of
Blight in Wilminghon,

Riequeested Mitigation:

8. Mo trash be allvwed io accwmilate within 100° and must be removed in 24hrs.
b. Mo graffiti be allowed to accumulate within 100° and must be removed in 24hrs.

32 Vector & Disease Impacts.

The project will cause an increase in vecior problems. Ewery container storage yard
locatad on off-port tidelands proparty ane wector magnets. Rats, posaums, raccaons hide
and lva thare. ¥When il rains water pockets form and becoma homes for mosquitos. We
are currantly in a Mosquila crisis caused by the Aedes mosquitos escaping from a Port of
Los Angeles container,

Requested Mitigation:

a. Mo container with cargo can be opened al the Eacility.

b. Mo emply container doors can be lefl opened to aerale al the contalner
. Mo emply container can be opened and cleaned af the facility.

d, Mo waler puddies are allowed to sccumulate at the facility,

2. Mosquito irags must be placed during mosguito season,

f. Prepare quatedy reports & post on Port website.

The Coaliion For A Safe Environment e al co-signature onganizations respacifully file these
Public Comments on behall of our membars, organization affiiations, the pulbic and request that
all issues identified pnd reguests be accepted and included in our request for @ Dral
Environmanial Impact Report,

Josse N, Margues is the designated contact person for all co-signatary organizations for all fulure
cormespondence, information, questions, hearings and meetings. All co-signabories ar‘rd_ individual
resarve their rights to parficipate in all felure mestings, discussion, actions, medistion and

nespotiations,

3.3
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Respactiully Submitted,
J_‘;.::_:.--:. e ?""'".'__;-':3-

Jumse N. Manquez
Exiscutive Direcior

Coalftion For & Safe Environmant
1601 M. Wilmingion Bivd., Ste. B
Wimingion, A 90744
jmeafiEymhoo oom

Direw Wood

Exacutive Direchor

Calfornia Kids 1AQ

1801 N, Wilmingion Bed., Sio, B4
Wikmingion, CA S07T44
californiakidslaqiigmail com

424 264.5850 F10-580-017F7F B16-616-5813
Ricards Pulida Dudoe Adtamiano
Exacutive Dhrecior Dimectora Ejeculive
Community Dreams Crganizacion de Serdcios Comimitanos Familiares
1601 N, Wilmingion Bhd., Sta. B2 724 King Ave. 13.31
Wiknington, CA 90744 Wilmngiom, CA S0744 Cont.
mr, pulido@gmail. com dilcasRamaranoSdipail.com
310-5687-0748 4 2a- 40851
Magall Sanchez-Hall, MPH Martha Coba
Exscutive Direcion Exacutive Direcior
EMERGE Lastinas In Actan
813 Easl O Streel 1635 Locust Ava. B 303
VWikmingion, CA 30744 Long Beach, CA S0812
mssanchazhallTigmall.com martha@iatinosinactioncalifornia.og
BG4 BE-0 06 SE2-38T-3254
Anaball Romaro Chaver Wadaria Contrors
Wiminglon Improvement Network Vice Prasidant
Board Membsar Cilizons For & Betber Wiminglon
1235 Ronan Ave 216 E. N Sireal
Wilmnirgton, CA BOT44 Wilmington, CA S0T44
anab3N 3 DEyahoo.com ciizensforabetienslmington@mall.com
3 0-840-4515 A-E0a-5213
Joi R, Gaflin Mocesta Pulido
Vica President Chairpeerson )
MAACP St Philomena Social Justice Ministry
San Pedre-Wikmington Branch # 1069 22106 Gulf Ave,
25 5. Cabailky Ava. Carson, GA 50745
San Padng, CA S0TH wilapulidh§gmal. com
jeergatiraShigmail com 305131178
310-TEE-5380
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Robina Suvwod Jana Williams
Exeoutive Direcior Exacutive Direcior
Calfomia Sale Schools Calfomia ﬁm‘l‘l‘nﬂl‘llﬂmTﬂm
P.0. Box 2758 P.0. Box 845
Toluca Lake, CA 31810 Rossmond, CA S3560
0 k. mat
H18-261-T965 BE1-Z256-2101
Cynihia Babich Mitzl Shpak
Expoubiva Cirecior Exgcutive Direcior
Dl Aumia Ackicn Commities dcticn Mow
4547 [rona dwn 2062 Lewls Ava
Rosamond, CA 93560 ARndena, TA 1001
delamoactioncommitlesEgmall com mamahpaki@gmail.com
A10-THS-4E13 E26-825-9795 3.3
Canil.
Chiick Haat Eezalia Fraghon
Prasidan Prasidani
San Pedno Peninsula Homeoanens Linied Friands of the Alr, Easth and Walesr
PO, Biox B455 P B 554
San Pedro, CA 90734 Gardana, CA S0248
sphomeurfedgyahoo. com infcafifmiew arg
dathawicd 1 DEDpmail com A24-243-0144
31 -B33-0655
Tharal Goldan
Troasumsr
West Long Baach Association
PO, Box BA22
Long Beach, GA 90810
tharaligimsn.com
562-BA4-BOBD
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DATE: Jaruary 31, 2022

T Cﬂrln:mlr(‘-m Dirpcice City of Los Angeles: Harbor Departrent
Environmitl, Mgmt Dhe., 425 5. Palos Verdes 51 San Pedro, T4 30731
mwmm A-TI2-3S

pegecommentadipodla on
oG LA tayor Garoatt: matt szaboacity org

; paEEsonemEportie o
WROG: |prangei@nrdc.ong, m'dnm minperela@nrde. ooy
Earmjustice:

Clean Adr Coalition: | i
Clitinens Coabish fod A Sale Communty

FROM D T Wiikams, CEzens Coaltion for A Safa Community
411 7Bamett Rd.. LA, Ga 200321712 523.808-080F
ctwlimma 2012 @yahea tom

SUBJECT: *John 5. Gibson Containes Parking Lot Project” Negalive Declaration
John 5. Geon Continsr Parking Lol s’ StudyMeoative Deciergtion

RE: mmﬁmn

‘Wia harde revienwed I proposed profect, Conlainer Parking Lot, and fing the initial Study tobally
insdeguabe and incompiste of selting and vald assessment for supporting the finding of & Negatie
Declaration Goenaeally, all sie investigations are assumedipropased to be condutied somalims aer
certification of the: Megatve Declaration (Meg Dec D) and 88 pan ol the baginning of corsiruction work,
Universal uss of directions with “shouldicouldtsould” clearty indicalas the condiional nature of the
suggested investigatins, aaseaamant, and mitgation subjsct o the decisions of thosa in chargs af the [
Bl deEnaelOpanant

Thi Project description doas not provide estmaled cutfill volumes, bulling, expor of sxcess cuf and
import of suitabile fill, and haul routes iofom the Propscd &ta. Mo descripbion of sie graging plan,
driings, &l sevations are proviced and accessible for publc riview and coordinaiion with “grading”,
placamant of retaining wals, paving, and rnunolf comryance and discharpes

Ashough the siie 5 eevaind (20-80+8 amsl), the sie, especially the iower NE-ary portion has the
petantial for less dsturbed original soils and aliuwium and pobential for AnChasaoGICTHDE] REoUNCES and &
qualified archasologis! and iribal representadives must ba usad o assure ng mmains and neSocurces arg
disturbad of damaged, Sirslarly, the axpached geology 10 be sxcavatad would also support the encounbsr
with paleoriological respurces, 8.0, whals bones, oasil fabes, and moliusk shells, in addition to
sigrificant civer mating Begls,

Similarty, ihe %o occupies a slope bebwesn Gibson and 1-110 and has been noted by ZIMAS s baing In
the northerly portion (three of four parcels) within the surtace faull 2one of the Faios Verde Faull passing
from WW-SE across the Prossct sie ard all could b subpcted to 8 meximum magnitude of 7.3 RM

Ma considerations. ana proviced in tha Nag Dec. for the progect sicpe stabiity and the area is considenad
oy ZIMAS &3 being subject o landslides, and no description and concems ane eddresssd in the
Pag.Dec., althcugh vague rederences ane made to doing same gaslogeal inneatigations during grading

1333
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Similarty, rederences are made [ sadier geciogical sludes of The Proect 3HB byl hess siudes ane nat in
ts ap@andie. nor anling, and no publicly Bccessibis web address bs provided for references. 13.33

Cond,
A5 retuning wals are inchuded i he Projec), some concrrs regarding landshides must axist, incliding
siope slippage, and must be addradsed i the Initisl Stugy and Neg Dec., especially if the detail drawings
and kocations of the 1110 cormdor bacomas available.

Hydroiogicad impacts ane simitarly glossed over and rederances ba the “Low Impact” ordinance cheary
indicaies a lack of undemstanding of the reguiremants of the ardinancs for ondile e of collechad,
wanveyed, siored, and reused for snede irigation sndior groundwater recharge rafher than diversion o
sharen draing and fee harbor walers.

Thas Port of Los Angeles dops nof appear o have factual data related o the historic developmaent of the
Project site and vicinity which could be provided by histonds sanial photos of the Propsct £8e and ares fod at
fearst 15623, 1928, and 1047 and thereafter [Fealabls via EDRmebLighiBex, check with LACHyDCP)

FROVIDE ail referancad documents a8 appandicas of onkng publicly accossitie and coplable webpages.
FROVIDE sescriptive summanes and requingd meligation measunes, and certified engineesing driwings
priar io certification of the Meg.Dec. and corsiruction awand for public review and commens. Specficaly
cite as conditiors of approval and avoldance as terminating conditions: for e Propssl.

PROVIDE detafs of grading plan, met exportimponts, &0d haul routes, for up to 500,000 cublc yards (&
yands deap x 100,000 sqyd) bmmmwﬁmm PROMVIDE a
mitigationimaniionng/reporting

13,54

Ry of the Prajsct and gensral District Land Lise Plan Update for e Pon of Los Angaeles sirongly
indicalas thal the Project sfle may'be developad inlially a8 a paved wvelad parfong kol which than would
bacoma sustable for Aoture structured davelopenent for higher valued land use. Current CECA efarts
appears to be an inkad stage in a long-berm developrment plan and currend CECQA document da nof fully

that tha curnent stage it just one, initial iep amongst other shegs in order 10 avoed Bdequaby
and complete CEQA neview and assessment, alang with mitigaticn

Givan the above dedciencies, smors, and omiasions, | reguast that the curment Indial Shudy and Negative
Declaration be wihdrawn, revised, and an amenced inial Ssudy be presented and used for
considerations of an etended comment peried for the amendedirecinculated Negative Declaration, and
peeferably croulation of o Mitgated Negatve Declaration o Environmental Impact Repor ard
MitigasianMonitoringRepcrting Plan for public comments.

Thank You for ¥our considemton of these comments.

DOr. Tom Williams, President of Citizens Coalition for A Sate Commiumity
4117 Barrett Rd, Los Angeles, CA BO032-1712
A2A-E2R-0002 cwillama2 (12 @vahoo.com
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MORE SPECIFIC COMMENTS Copies from Negative Dectaralion
Commarts in bolded Halics. Partinant pasiages in document taxt are bolded,

81 Indicstes page and paragraph of Initial StudyNegathve Declarathon.

11 The proposed Project would inclede $he installetion of & fully paved, sirped. and fenced.. oomtaines
parking iot io be used for loadinglimnlaading and parking of shipping containars, as wel as an extensive
planted landscapa anea. . LLG proposes to develop the exisBng approdmately 18.66-ache praperty,
ther baass of eall e propary 1o a0 cpemaior. The proposed Project would also inckude relsining walls
up to approximately 30 feal im height and fill shopes up to 45 foed in height.

Zadpctive use of con dfknals i Indial Study and Megathve Declaration renders future
sty dies, assessmants, amd m fataly usseds and uaavalable for Public review and
commant, which /s the gpecilic purpose of i FSND.

PROVIDE a completely reviged ISND for the Profiet and based ofithe commants below provide 8
mmmmlw Mogtive Declara thon MND ar befter et an
Emviranaantal impact Repart, EIRL

A3 the ND specifies loading/unios dingof sh ipdag cordainers, ihe Proict includes far mone than
the ISAD characterires and they are either in afror oF Feaders the Profct sc Bithsdiotally

and inadequate within the 15N Such errors renders the ISWD unsuitable for
Public review and commant. PROVIDE an adeqguate and completo FSMD.

Montion of retaindng walls and spacial W siopes requires engimearing reparts and
drawings'sections for Publc review and comments. PROVIDE & eompiefely revised 15 with afl
appropriate dra wingsand analyses.

Container foatprints wodnld fequing omly less than 5 scre of land out of 9 acres. PROVIDE drawings
and soctions for & confaimer, ruck, and chasses parking'siorage and thedr paneral circulation

and guouing within the devidoped arsa of the Profct sife,

No Prajet plan &drwings are PROVIDED. Frofet o vervier is fotally inadeguate and incomplete,

112 The obpecives of the proposed Progect ans the folowing:

to oplimize the use of exigling &od that suppons containgr storage at the praposed Project &)

...and to incresss the sificiency of goods movemant in the Port by providing off-lerminal mariima

suppoert o halp mast the demands of Port marine terminals. now and in the flura.

mmgmmmmmmﬂwmﬂmn
tha Project site, which includes no storeageps

FROVIDE quantified analyses of good movemants in the Port with and withou! the proposed
Project, storing & maximpm of 2000 contalmers, stacked or remalning on frailers.

51 hmscrnuemmmmwmmumb:mwmw
evaluate the potential emircnmental iFpacts assocatad with the constnucsion and operation of the
18 B8-acra, 303-stall containar parking ke and plaried landscape arsa located o 1804
West John Gibson Boulevard in the Port of Los Angeles (Port} in San Pedro, Calformia The propased
Projeet woukl include
mwmmmmm{sﬂmmmp-ﬁuuhm unload, ard atons
trucis and shipping contaimers:; TOOstoontarss B3 &
retaining wall structunes:
&N BCoess road:
wSiities: and
an approximabely 407, 227-5F landscape area with native plants, as avallable The 407 227-5F
landscaps area would cover just over 50 percent of the iotal sde area, allowing the Project io remain
consistent with the existing Port Master Plan (P8P} Dpen Space land use.
ZiAS indicates the parcels as &t 150318852007 Wesi John Gikson Bowlevard, nof 1599,
PROWDE correct sddresses for aif Projet parcals amd eonsigtond with the LACo Assessor and
LADCP ZIMAS data base, Rovise and recineolabe,
PROVIDE definition of Ioad and wriosd containers, og., confents of containers or containers from
trck fradler fravmas'chassas,
ummmmwudmmm Frojed includes far morm Hean
the ENDcharactenizas and thay are either in arror or renders (he Project actl viths fofally

|
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incomplaie and inadeguate within the IS0, Such smors rendars the IEWD ensuitable for
Public review and comument, PROVWOE an adeguate and compleds I5AND.

Hare ND says onily native plants, while alsewhens ormamental and Adive plants ane maniioned.

PRAOVIDE MWNMWW“M“WIM‘H!HMh
b pEad

Tha Porf Masier Plan fone of teo disiricts withia the Gonersd Plan for alf of Los Angeles City) baf
aniy sats policies, wiile Zoming is estabiished by Ordinances and suporsedes Flan

FONING i= M3 not OF or PF. Roviss

PROVIDE land ume plans consiEtant winh wmmmm-:mm—-mﬁu
designeliions would be sifersd, requiring Chy Council approval,

ITAAS roned M3-TVL far the Project site pavoels and W2 wost of =770 and M3 sast of Gibson.

PROVIDE correct roning of Project parcels by ordinrance and whedher & District Plan amendmaent
by palicies may ba

Given the defallod discussion, the Public canmol verify or comment o0 ifae S5pecs as he
landscaping references s totally inadeqguate and incomples a5 fo frees, shnsbs, or ground
covar and irrigation system. Mo LID supponied irrigation sysiem s mantioned, aithowgh
rapuirad for LAD romolf re-uses

PROVIDE tablas and'or drawings show frow many and whene frecks, fraters, and containers will
b sfored, and wherefhow many TEUs, é8fter, or $3ter containers will Be stored and how Righ
such contmimers wild be stacked, 2-3 v 5=T high.

PROWDE chrewlation paths withia thve Project site 83 o how and wherne contalners may be
iransfemred and how contaimers woold be loadedliimioaded.

i piacad on growund andior stacked, mechamical [ifts must be FROVIDED and pachaps kept on site
JTI8S, PROVIDE operationad dascriptions far trucks and Mits and roginined staffing for such
2477355 operations. PROVIDE facilithes requiiremants for o staff on site for Profect
oparations, wo staff wan't do it

Sirimg of it active work sres fo aliow confinpation of fhe entire ares as “Opon Space™ appoars as

ety cownter to CEQA and fo the cwrant roning of the Project parcels.

A7 This section disousses the iotation descrption, Eaciground, and cbjectives of the proposd
Project. This document has been prepaned in accordance with CEQ#A (Calilomia PR, ) and the State
CEQA Guidelires (...)

The Preject descriptionioverviow s otally inadequate and incomplete and dos mod accond with
CEQA mquiramants, and appaars fo bo porposefully o vague a5 i hinos® public rview and
CoTHTIRAL.

Project description doas nof inclege drnvings, tables, goals, noy elfeciives regarding e

project which would aifow many and subatanthve variations fram the curmently
mmwm

FROWDE an adeguate and compiate Froject description for all physical sspects and complede

B Land Use snd Zoning  Although the propesed Frojec sile @ not located on Port of Los Angoles
propety, the proposed Propsct B ccated within the PMP, which is part of the City of Los Angeles
Ganeral Plan. Tha PMP established policies and guldelines. to direct the futune devaloprent of tha
EMLPQL&.H;I}..Thpwhn}m:hhh:-:dﬂﬂhhrﬂhmpmﬂmﬁﬂnF"i
lanning Area 2,

Tha ontine Port is within the General Plan but {5 congidensd a saparste “Communily Plan®™ (v
District plan), o= is LAX afso. The Prodect site Moes along the wesTerly “Coastel fone Boundary
[ine™ with ife Sen Pegre Community Planniag Area, 710 PROW, PROWDE g revised
Elanaing afocetian of ihe Project pavcals and adiacent Yangiiing facilties fo the San Podro
Cammnity Pian, as ar the Nevigation Conter, and PoliceFire Departments facifities.

Ag incieated above, the Porf Plan only applies fo the Porf facilities and not to privale
Swplus sales of the properties severed relations wilh the Porf Plan and the Project aite
became part of tfe San Pedio Comaumity Plan aner and outsich the fursaiciion of tha
PortManbor Dapartment. PROVIDE & reviaed pisaning aiiocelion of the Project parcols and
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adjscant Yanghting faciifies fo ihe San Pedro Communily Plan, as are the Mavigation Center,
aad PolieaFire Dapartmonts faciiities.

B2 A pravious site investigation indicabed thal soils in the northern and central portions of (he
proposed Projec! sie are impacted with total patroleum hydrocarbons (TPH) and volatile crganiz
sompaands (WOCa) (Minys & Moors, 2002). In sddition, Westamn Fusd Of Company, loCaied across the
Harksr Frosway 1o the west, mainkains two groundwater monitoring wells sifuated at the northern
portion of the proposed Project site. The Westsn Fusl Oil Company site & lstad as an apen case an
the State Wialer Fesources Contred Boand's (SWRCE's) Gootracker website. Groundwalar samples
collected from the teo manitading wells contain TPH and WOCs (SCS Enginesrs, D021). Tha
groundwater conditions directly boneath the propossd Project site ane wnknawn,

PROVIDE publicly accassible omiine coples of alf, including this refarmce, minvant geological and
harardous materials docoumants,

mmmmmwwdrﬁwm of contaminated fuids
and groundwater passing fndo M Projfecr St

“Linknown groundhater conoitions ™ are fotally inedegquate and incomplate for CEQA review amd
conmideration by sgencias and the Public. PROVWDE o compiete and adéquate MY o EIR for
s Project,

FROVIDE gealogy and hydrology sefting based on a driling program of af least threa walls [N
SE alignments) and such sirings eveny 2507 acrose the Profect sife from S cornar to that of
ifsn WE

PROVIDE groundwater dapths and ows pattemns beneath the Project site and sampling of
grovidwator ingd Vedass vapors shove the groundwater fabieg within e Projesl sihe.

W2 Project Objectives The proposed Project objectiees bre a8 Tellows:
= Dptimize the e of existng land thal supports container storage at the Project sie;
« PROVIDE & Facilty thiat would alloviate treck trafflc congestion by praviding steeage of shippéng
CORAINGETE
- PROVIDE andscaping that would improve the site sandiiens. snd alopa stabdization; and
» Incraase the efficiency of goods mavement in the Pat by providing off-berminal maritime support o
halp meet the demands of Port marine terminals now and in the future
Mo aralysis for future marfiim SUppart reguirarmats
No irafflc/congestion analysis specific fo contalrer movamants and Sicrags And &8 6 betarmant
ot this &ite ws ofhoer sites within § miles and 50 mites, o.g., Harbor Gateway North or High
Desent Corridor and sastern San Gabwiel Vaifey.
mmmﬂmmﬂmmmwmm
and those modeiled for fufune with Project fior the antine Wast Basin and adfscent San
Podre arterials and frieway Sccess lanes,
PROVIDE design and drewings for a stacking/merging fanes and tuming chearance the righd-rurr
in e ouf of tha Project site.

23 22 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 221 DONSTRUCTION

Corsénacion of the proposed Praject would demolish sxisting abandoned struchsnes, constneed an

acoiEs road fram John 5. Gibson Bodlevand, grade and parve the site, insiall retaining walls and lights.

ard plant the landscaps ara

Staging lor equéipmant and materials and parking for waorkars waild be lecated in the soutireest porticn ol

e proposed Project sibe ad@oent o dohn 5 Gibson Boulevard.

All gerveiopment would comply with the Clty of Los Angeles Low Impact Developmeent ordinancs

siorrrwaber mansgament strategy reguinemants

The Praject a8 prosended doss mot comply with tha LD reguiremarnts and the Project descriplion
doas Aol PROVIDE dreinage diagrams s to how spio 28,830 cuft (>108,000 gal) of siorm weher
rumaf (34 in starm in 24 he) from £06,802 sgft of paved pariking plus mane froe other
mmmummmwmmmﬁqhu

Mo citation or reference is provide for Low Impect devedapment (LID) arginances or requiramonts.
FROVIDE specific refarsnces for ardinances) and mguiremaents and thalr Prafect provisions
for such with drawings and sections and thorough analyses.

&
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Srovrmeter LD Ordiaecr (Ordinanos #151ERE, agdtd. Seac. 2015 Orabnence RISERTT) Stated Purpeses: Baquiriog fuhurr
dievelopensats and redssslapments o make beneffcisl wers of retmeater asd arien ruiel premoting malteater horenifing
ol N ERITET AN NN gl Srowiding iscressod groundwele rrcharge

MPDES Stoveneeder Permil Mo, CASDMO00] Permis, Lox dapeler Regional Waler Joality Cantral Basrd (Order Mo, B4. 2012
01 F5) Permit] for Cowmty af Lox Anpaber oed cffin witfis.

importantly, no infrasiruciun plans and grewings are prowided for review, and na refarences have
bewn made fo discharge’disposal other than fo girect renolf to sform drains has beenr
presended. PROVIDE designs, analyses, and models for ifre onbice sisfem and runcdl
assigned to irrigation of landscaping andior dischangs to groundwater (e.g., 20 1t deop x § 7
diam graved fillod leaching wels),

Q4 The Applicant has agreed to implement the folioaing best management pracices (BMP3) dufing

construction of the prosct

This statement and BMP aro fotally inadequaie a8 no avidencs of SUch Sgreamant Ao
anforcement is presenfed and po permil plan of condilions has beea pradented fo affirm such
FequUiramam.

Mo Applicant and o st of contractors has been made public which contradicts the spirkt and
latter of CEQA, and pubie disclosure and disalfows Public review and comment regarding
adequacy and compieleness of the ISND.

m:ﬂm&ﬂwwm mnd permit conditions recogaising such for the Praject

Pe.

» Coanduct Masting Bird Surveys. ..

&5 pan of ;e proposed Project in compiiance with state and fpderal laws protecting nesting birds, the

Applcant would have B gualified avian biologist conduct preconstruciion surveys & nesling birds i

consbruction acthvbes ane conducted between Fetnuany 15 and Seplember 1. would conduct sunaeys

for tha presoncs of active bird nests within the propossd Project aite. Suneys wolld be

contducted. .. 104 ... Tha sies af the bulters would be based on the judgement of a gualified biciogist

Thie bisbogisd weuld determins the butfer .. Peniodic monitcring would be conducted to ensure the

nizst I8 mod disturbed, The buffer would remialn untl. ., if an actve nest is encountecsd (regardiess of time

of year ar prenvicus suray{s]) all activity would ceass....

As o condition of an officind docurment and as parmit condiffons for the Project, PROMDE a
ravised FSMND with requirements - e.g. shallimus! rethee than conditions) as dona alsawhens
i fhe gacumant

+ Conduct Pre-Consinuciion Survey, To avold or limi potential impacts (o spacial-siahus spacies, the

Applicant would harve & qualified biokogist corduct preconsdnuction surveys.. . Thess Surséys ans

required.... Tha qualified biologist would sursey the project aile fof speial-siaha apaiies. . ey

would be refocated to nearby open space. . of wolld be allowed bo kensa [ 588 o0 Thisr cam,

Ax & condiffon of an afficial docomant and & parmil condiions for the Project, PROVIDE a
reviged ISND wilh requiremoents — &g, shall'musi miher than condifional as done elsewhore
i1 Efed g i,

= Wiorker Envinonmantal Awarenass Program. Prior 1o Bhe inftiation of consiruction, all construction

personnel shall be trained by & qualified archaeclogistl... dwing constrectian. Trainng shall inform &0

construcion pafsannel of e procadunes fo be fallowed upan e discoveny of cullunal matenals. Al

personnil shall be instrucied thal unaumonoed remoal or colisction of arifacts is a violation.._, Amy

ERCAVETCN CORMEcE {of contacts Jor other activities thal may have subsurtace soil impazis) shall include

gm that reguire consinaction parscnngl to attend the Workens' Envipnmenial Awansness

regranm.....

As & condition of an officiad document and as permil conditions fos fe Projec, i candiiion '8
placed in proper form, wunliie those above and Bafow, (&, ahall rether han conditions) &8 done
alaewhers in the documant.

» Imadherbent Discovany of Linknown Culiural Rescurces. If privicusly uridentified cultural resowrces are

ungovered during constnaction achivites, construction work within 50 feet of the find would be: halted and

directed sway from the dscovery,. . The archasglogist, in consuitation with e Port, and any obfer
msponsdie public agency, would make the necessary plans for treatment of the Sad(e) and for the
evduation and mitigation of impacts if the fnd{s) & found 1o be eagitle.
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As a condition of an offficie) documant and &8 permil condiiions for e Profect, PROVIDE a
roviged ISND with reguiremeats — a.g., shalbimus! reibar than conditiongl as done
&n e ghocumenl,
= Trgatment of Human Remains. All human rémang discovensd ahe 1o be trealad wih reapas] &nd
dignity. Lpon discovary of husman remaing, &l wonk within 50 heel of tha discovery Bres must Coase
immadiately, ., and the area must be secured. The Courdy Coronor's Offce must be called., . The
appropriate land managerowner of the site s to be caled and informed of tha discoveny.... The
Coroner would determine if the remains are archasciogicalihstonic or of madern ardgin. ..
As a condition of an officlal document and as permit conditions for the Project, this condition s
placed in proper form, wnlke those above and below, Lo, must rather s condiional as
ot elsmdaane i e closcumanl

10 Inadverient Discowery of Unimosn Cultural Rescurces. If previously unidentified cultural resources
ane uncoered during construction activities, construction work within 50 feel of the Snd would be Faked
and difectsd away Trom the dscovery untl 8 Secrstary of B Intercr qualifed anchascisg il sepesses ha
sigrificancs of the resource. The achbeciogial, in consulation with e Pon, and By other responsitle
public agency, would make the necoessary plans for ieatmesnt of the find(s) and for the evaluatcn and
rnitigation of impacts if the Snd{s) is found o b afigible to tha National or Calfioméa Registers, gualify as
& unigue archagological mscurce under CEQA (PRC $21083.2), or is delermined to be tribal culural
resouce a5 defined in PRC §21074,
A% a condition of an official docurment and a8 permil condifions for B Projec], PROVIDE &
reviged (SN0 with requiremeats — ag., shalmicst rethor ihan conditiona) as done alsewhern
i el dSciirant,
PROVIOE rewiew by tribal suthorities as part of it Study, especially for the fower and less
disturbad nonibern 13-14 of site.

111 Afer e Comnes Ras detenmined thal the remaing ang srchasplagealhisdorc-arg, he Congrmer

woibd make recommondations concaming tha ireatmaent and disposition of the remains to the parson

reaponsibie for the sxcavation, or to his or her authorized representative. If the Coroner belioves the
remaing B bo those of a Mative Amencan, hafshe shall contact the Nathve American. ... Tha MAHC
would immediately notify the person it beleves to be the most Bkely descendant.. I fe descandani
doed nol mraka recommmendalions within 48 hours, the landowrer shall reinber the remaing,

Az & condiion of an official document and a3 permit conditions far the Prafect, PROVIDE &
raviged ISND with mouiemants - a.g., shalmust rther than conditional as done elsewhers
in e gocument

+ Sod Managament Plar. The Applicart would prepare a Soll Management Plan.. Dus 1o e presenca

of known with intal peirolewn hydrocarbans (TPH}) and volaile organic compaunds [WOC) sof

coriamination in & propoded landicaping area the pobantial for madially deposted laad {ADL)
cormarenation along tha 1-110 negway. the plan would include he following requingments;

= Modiy the Haealth and Safety plan...;

= Conduct sod testing o werify kewels of ADL contaminabed soil.,
Hﬂﬂjmldgmﬂnﬂmlﬂhﬂnﬂhﬂldhﬁnﬂﬂﬂmﬁmmw
» ety the anticipaied field screening methods and approprisie reguimory Bmits. .,

MMMMﬁmwﬁMWMhMWMWW#m
Eppropnate disposal, whene disposal will be in accordence wish all applicable regulations; and

+ inglude requiremenis for documanting and reporting of locations, sampling resuits, reparting
actions, dspasal of contaminated matenals.

The Soil Management Plan would also include all pertinent prolocols. . of reguladony agencies. The
Seil Marmagement Plan would b submitted to the Port 30 days prior o the staf of
consirucion. . approval,

Ag 8 condition of an official dacumend and s permit conditions for the Profact, PROVIDE a
meviged MEND with regiiramants - o.g., shallmust mifaer than condtonal &s done alsewhane
i iha documaat.

+ Moisa Barrier. Tho Applicant has commiited bo instaling a temporary barcier...and mainkain it

throughoul the construction process. The Applicart would alit ensuns all squipmant Lsed orie

would have propery operating and maintained mulers consistent with manutacturor standands

T
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whmm;mwm-ﬁ positive drainage.

As a condiffon of an officlal document and s permit conditions for the Profecl, PROVIDE &
rovised 1SN0 with requirements — &g, shalbmus! rether than con Silicnal as done alsewhane
i the dOCume

The Gararai Comracior woeld nof leave the site, aithough seb-contraciors may come and go
based on thelr contracied schedwes. FROVIDE currant construciion schedule and any
swhcontractod activities,

No contract and no draftagresd permil con ditfons have Been provideg, referinced, or made
avaiable and conditionals (wowld, shauld, cowlg.,.) rencer thayr assumad implimeniation
fnedaguate and incomplato for Public revigw'comments,

PROVIDE the proposed draft consiruetion confractis) and aff draftiassumed conViions for the
contracton’s) and change conditionals to “shall™ or “must™ oot

1184 The Soil Managament Fian would also include &l paninent profocots Trom e PFUHM noShcation

of regulatory agencies. The Soll Managemant Flan would be submitbed fo tha Port 30 days prior o the

giart of cansiruction for eview, comment, and apsroval

mmmwmm:m-ﬂﬂMMMMh
comfracions) and change conditionals fo “shall® or “must”. As PROVIDED, fhe SMP ahall pel
ba availsble for public review snd cammand and svold complisnce with CEQA,

PROVIDE draft contract and SMP for Project.

116 Damoition and She Proparation.  The construction contractor would prepare the sile for
constnuction by removing existing sinuctures, such as footings, pavernant, fences, ulildes, and... 1211
sigree while complying with BMPs for slormsvaler polufion prevention. Prior 2 removal of exsting
uwm.mmmmmhmm:anwm
waefify (e lacation.... Afey & ecesaany suctures are remaved, S confracior would feave the site in a
amaath Mﬂmmmﬂuw
mmhmmﬂmmmwmmmumﬂ

ifpls i5 fotally inadequate descriptice of only ooe alammal of s Comsmiction,

drafiiacmecind

PROVIDE & Uisting of al axisting faciliiies and infrastructure alomg with the abandonad LPG
pipafing for the Progect anea subyject fo demolitionframovaliabandonment in place.

PROVIDE network receptore colEtors,
mﬂ.pﬂnw mmm o -
dirains snd the harbor waters,

12 Acooss Road The proposed Project would construct an access road and drivewary off John 5

Gitwon Boulevard to aliow vehickes 1o access the proposed Project sie. Portland comcrate cement

{PCC) pavement would be used for the access road. Temporany lans closunes on John 5. Gibeon

Baulevard would be requinsd to accommodals lmporafy comtiruclion activities. The Applicant will

obitain an ancroachment peemit with tha City of Los Angeies prior io aqy immporaey lane closyres. The

propoead Progec) would implemend & traffic comirol plan o ersure acceptable traffic

conditions.. Gibson Boulevard during constnuction, The divesary design, which would be stop-

controlled at John 5. Gibson Boulavard (permiting fghl-turns i and ot anly), 8 subject b teview by

the Los Angeles Deparirent of Transporiation (LADOT) and would comply with all requinameris,

erssuifing &afis mevemen of all vehiches.

Use of conditional allows for varianis ool indiceied in s decument, snd repiace will with shaif or
FREE

PROVIDE a draft Traffic Controd Plan and specific Sesign for stac king lanes for the dght-fum fato
and from the site, with #pprograte furning closrances fo rot interfere with Hurough e n
Boih #1 and 82 s,
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PROVIDE plans and maps for required haul route and on/-off-site staging during all construction
activities.

Ciaavly $i2te thai the 2ite haw rouies and siaging areas musf be approved by the Board
ol’Dapd. Bicy, £Safaty.

12! Parkirg Lot A concrabe paved parking lof would be constructed on approximaledy 405 602 -squars

et 5.3 acre] of the propoasd Progect sibe. PLC pavement would be used. . and placed owar

approximaialy 12 inches of compacied subgrade

Urse of conaifonal slfows for variants not indicated in this document, and repdace wil with shall or
must

PROWDE designs, plans, and esctions for pawing, corbs, and arfsmiays.

FROVIDE definitfons and clarifications reganiing “concreie panking lof” vs “PCC pavemant™ and

12/ MSE Retnining Wals. Retaining wall struchses would includs six MSE relaining walls up to
approximately 39 feet in height installed at the proposed Project site. These walls would bs
istafled along a portion of the northern property re Sdiacent b 1-110. within B lancseaped ares west
ond east of and generally bondenng the proposed driveeay, And Bleng the southerm pepary ine adjacant
in John 5. Gibson Bowlevand east of tha proposed driveway, Approximately 3,433 cubic yards of
meaterial would be imported. During construction of the wals, e confracios would controd stommaaier
drainage near the walls by collecting and discharging storrmwater away from the wall and reinforced
backfill

Lise of conditional alfows for varfants nod dicensd in Mhiz docpment, and raplece will wilh ahall aor

must.

PROVIDE plan snd sections for all retaiming walls and engineered fills aspecially slong both side
of the “proposed driveway™.

PROVIDE a consfruction site rumol colfection, deleniion, ard russ plan for i aite, ihrouphoo’
il construction period, with rem discharge (o existing surscaiiped drafage SShams.

1% Planied Landscape Area. The approimately 207 237-5F water-efficlent landscape area would
b plarvind with vegotadion consisting of ernamental and natve drosght-tolerant species. Mathre
hydroseed mi would b applisd to the unpaved pertions surrounding the parking lot. Exaling
mature tees. . would be protected in place during conairucticn and operation. An imigation sysbem
woild Be instaliad, and recladmas raimrsster would B usad 1o irrigate the landscaps anea. I reclalmad
water is not reasonakiy evalabla, then polabe witar il be used In its place. Tha imgation sysiem would
b instalod in sccordmnce with ths requinemants of City rules and regulations for use of recycled water
and iocal buikding codes. The proposed Project has been designed to be water-sfficient by the use of
an automatic (rrigation controfler. limigation Reads would be Geected o affecively waler all plant
material with minimal overspray. A 2-Inch layer of maulkch In sl planting aress would be placed io retain
masdune. Siopes 31 or greater would have... slope siabilzation devices, and slopes 201 would have
ercaion control biankets [Hunor Landscape. 20800, ., 131, Tabla 2-1 PROVIDES the

corginschion tasky for the proposed Proect. Construction is anticipated to take piace between Masch
Hrd-Dolober 2032, All construction activities would accur Monday through Friday, 7:00 AN to 5:00 PM
EROVIDE before commencemant of contract and ailow for 30 days for pubiie review and

cormmant:
Enforceabie conditions of contract and penaities for their lack of conduct;
Glassary for SF = Square feel or foodage and PROVIDE consisient usage throwghout the ISND.
PROWIDE GlossaryDafinition of recislmed waters and drawing of whare connection can be made.
PROVIDE for 6in murich, 2in is fofally inadequate for mans than ome poar and require metarng
affev throe yoars.
PROVIDE schedule for afl conslruction tatks, especially grading, compaetion, paviag, and

e aping.

PROWVIDE currant draft ndscaping plans and plant [5is for sso on the aite and for tha
“Hpdrodeag o,

PROVIDE a of sl prpaved and all paved arsas within the Project site. Elsewhere

113,35
Conl.

only nafive plants were menfiones, whiile Hene ernamentsl and nathed plants &ne refacred 19,

B
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PROVIDE clarification, such a plant list for alf plants use for the Project site.
PROVIDE clarifications as to whelher potable or recycled water o LID waters woukd b used for

mmmmm-ﬂm controfiers and inferfaces with LID
comrtsdnment for its prionity muse for landscapimng.

125 Shopes 31 of greaber would have jule netting or other alops stabilzation devices, and slopes 21
No refgrences o or inclusion indeith LID. PROVIDE revised fofally and infegrated satfing willh LAD

sysinms.
PROVIDE a map of all aroas with >J:7 (WH) sod > 13 (WY siopes and PROVIDE
description'definiton of erosion confrol blankes.
No acceds s provided o Humby Landecaps mepart. PROVIDE pubicly accossible and coplabie
irbormel lnkg fo SUch MPOTS,
Mo planting plan nor st of wader-afficient, ormamental, drowgifioferant, o nathve landscaping or
.ﬂ‘mﬂm PROVIDE tofal landscaping, [rrigation, and stormwater renolf plan for
PROWVTDE partinent sections of “Tocal meycled water and builoing codes”, presumably Mhose of
Ithd Pt af LA,

132 A Stormwader Pollution Provention Plan (SWPPP) has been developed for the proposed
Project 1o comply with the General Parmit for Stormwater Dachanpes Assodated with Construction and
Land Dbuwbance Actviies (Ganaral Parmst) Dedes Mo, 2000-0009-DAWD a8 amandad i 20100 and 2012
(HWPDES Mo, CASIDOD0Z) issusd by tha SWRCH. The SWPPP s designeed o address poliulants and
il sources, non-siommwaler discharges, and BMPs (Thisnes Engineering, Inc., 20118).
PROVIDE the proposed draft SWPPFP and designs for ol assocated facilities, inofuding onsite LID
systom which shall avaid any discharge of runaff rolated to any rainfal gt Tidin in 24 hours.
No sccods (& PROVIDED to Thisnes 2018 mpart. FROVIDE pubiicly sccosgibie amd copimbie
frrtarned ks fo & such reparts.

133 Hegsrdous Matenals Protocols. The proposed Project weould follow the Protocol Plan for Uinkoosn
Harardous Materals (PRUMM] prepaned by KPRS Construction Senvices in i urenawn hazs dous
maderrals are distovaned during consiruction (NDL
Protaccds wolkd addreds e hollowing:
* Linkngren harardous mabwisls and emargency situations
+ Reguismenis for a heaith and safety plan and worker training
+ Prefiminany dentification of uninown hazardous maderals
» Warificalion of unknown haZsedous maderais « NoliScaSon rquiramants
No access is PROVIGED fo the PPUHM report by KPRS C.5, ing.... PROVIDE publicly sccesaiba
Erd SoWaD inbarTeel ks 1o 8 S0l aad PSR PapOVTS.
PROWDE a typical HezMat reviaw raport used by LADCP MNDs by EDRMot along with
hisfaric sorlal photos (1920-1850+4) fo documant past hisforic uses of ife site, Including aif
pubiic amd private ploelives crossing e sie.

181 L3I PROJECT PERMITS AND APPROVALS

Urder CEQA, ®e bead agency is the public agency wilth prirady responsibility aver approval of 8
proposed Froject Fursuant.. ., tha CEQA ead agency for the proposed Project s LAHD. Andcipated
wﬁnmwmnwhwnwnmmﬂﬁm“hmhﬂw

+ Calirars: Encroachment Permit

* Bureaw of Engineering Storm Draln Connecthon Permit
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Parmits and approvals do rof mention Dopd Board of Public Works wiich incledes Bureawr of
Sireel Services for strests and for PROW trees. PROVIDE & thorough and sdequate review of
reguirtd sppiications, parmits, and iypical parmil conditions for all relovant deparimenats,
boards, and comRiEsions.

PROVIDE thorowgh and complote review of stormwater dedentioninouse and dischargos reffecting
it LAD resquiresnaits of the City.

No drawings or description of sefting {8 provided which wouid inciude Projec! “sncroschment” an
State/Caltrans Digt. T PROW, Similanly PROVIDE drava/descripionsanalyses for review of iha
placement of 30T high refadining walls and fills along the downbill perimeter of ifso =710
PROW.

Tha ND iz totally insdeguate and preparers apoear not compatent in City requirements and
procedures, e.g., no mentian of Dept Bidg. SSafely for Haw Routes snd Staging areas for
axperT Bd imperr of grading i materns,

FROWVIDE draft ! noute and grading plan with met impordiecpor for anfire site.

18 30 IMITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

B Description of Projact  The proposed project would instal & fully paved, stripesd and fenced 383 s2all
caiaingr parking kol 1o ba used for loadinglunleading &nd parking of ahipping contaian.

S BooBes 10 the proposed MWHIHWHMMMHMM
Tha propesed project wauld also include Mechancally Stabized Earth (MSE) miaining wals up
q:ptq&nﬁuﬂl!?hdhh#iu!ﬂi:! 1 {H:\V) ascending slops Lq;!hwumai"hﬂnlulgﬂ

mmmamﬂmmm chabaas or contamts of comfaines
g, ransfars o S ContRirnersl

Géven the right furming radius for 8 40T ralier approscies must be provided for fell-swing right
turns from tha right lames (21, or @ mew fuming ara) without any encroscihment into tho

througie-traffic fanes, o.g. #2).
PROVIDE drawings and designs for sdequate fuming of rghl-in and right-out clewation of trucks,
FPROVIDE driwings and sectiong for concrsddinig rtaining walls and s MSE refiining vwails,
presumably along he weshenly Praject boundary with the 710 PROW.
sections say at 250/t intervals SW-NE along the boundary of the Project
with 110, 0.g.. Gibson Rosd leved + 25 amsd, RT10 TS, S0 of rotaining wails and MSE walls.
PROVIDE thorowgh and complete riview of Seismicity and sirecfiurn competence of swch walls
For e 200N SWANE of the 2ite witfin Bhe 2iAacs fail Foms of [he Palas Vardes Faill and far
maximum axpacied savihguaine of T.30M,

18 § Surounding Land UsesSeitting  The proposed Project she is locabed in four cumently vaocant

parcals wilhin the Pon Masier Plan’s Pianning Anea 2 i the Wes! Basn and Wimrngion aneas.

The Projact aie & bounded By 110 o the north and wesl John 5 Gibeon Boulevand 10 the eas] and

pxigting containgr ermdnals to the gouth

The WEBCT lies SE of the Project 5ife but across Gibson Bivd, and has no direct connection wilh
the proposed Projfect site. PROVIDE cormections fo such evmors and recircolate the ot for

T propesed Project site & adacant morth of Yarg Ming Lines commercial office buiding (2100 John 5.

Gibzon Boulevard 1) and e Harkar Community Police Station (2175 John 5. Gibson Boulevard)

PROWDE correct addrezsss for Yeng Mimg and Port America, 2077-T9 rather than 2100 Gibson,
and canfirm fhe HC Podice Station for sccess (0 B Police and fire offices. The only way the
Palice and HNC feciities ard evan the Yang Ming faciiiies can be sdiacent fo the Frofect
wowd negquiire graolng and develogmont of Hhe parcels botwoan those devoloped along Gibson
and downhill of the remanrent of parced and the =710 PROW.

PROVIDE drawings and seclions regivding the Project site extending SW slong the NW side of
Virag Ming and fow soceds and Siope SIS wonkd be mairisined

Ag the NWarlly aide of Gibaan i3 oo numBarad aad the SEarly 548 s svan mumbarad the
Tocation for Yang Ming is clearly incamect and reffects poor editingreview by ihe prapams
and the DM circuisters. FROVIDE a thorouphly reviewad and adifed daft of the I2WND, or an

MND or EARL
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18 3.1 ENVIROMNMENTAL FACTORS POTENTLALLY AFFECTED The amyirenmanial fasiors chackied
ibalcw would be petentially affected by the proposad Profect, ineohving at least one impac! thal is a
‘Potantaly Significart iImpact” as indicaied by the checkiist on the followaing pages.

None selecied as pofentially sipnificant. Based on comuménts bevadn bhe Negalive Declaration and
initial Stirdy (SND) are folaly inkdequite and incampdene for sxseedmant and mitigelion iy
Tataly ineaegquaie for pubiic review of “wourkd be™ assesament Somelima in i future, I
conditionnls wen ever anforced by the LAHD,

Significant impacts can be expected for archaeologic and palsonfoiogic resownces, fov fraffic

piece-maaled.growth

aHticTpatad prapared,
FROVIDE » revised inftial stindy and eithey commpiele, acequate, and thorouph Mitigeted Mogative
Deciaration or @ full Envinonmental Impact Report.

IH2 Complance wilh he applcable SCAQMD nules, for progects thal olhanyiss are within the growth

projections for the alr basin, ndicales B prosect would not canflict with the applicable sir quality plan

FPROVIDE corrent and anficipaled air poifution for the SCAG's projected 2029 and 2045
populations and jobs and reswiting Part fraffic and truck-rofefed air pollefian for pors,
warshouses, and parking lots.

PROVIDE afeciricn gordiced for Near-Zoro and ZERD amlzaions Erucks amiving il the pavking iot.

354 The proposed Project includes tha consirucion and aperation of an 18.65-acre container parking

lot and planted landscape area. This deveiopment would be used to alleviate treck traffic

o increase efficlency The propased Progect whck s designed 16 support container shippang

operations at the Pon, waisld nat chuse directly of indinecy eubstantial growth within fe air Dagin,

Therafone, the proposed Promct’s cperaton would nol conflict with ihe A QNP

PROVIDE maps and caicelations regavding pre-posi-Project truek fradfic of site and in West Basin
avea and any changes in congestion and “efficiency™ [Define truck tradfic

PFROMVIDE quantitative moded for mmcmm:smmnamw
the Project site and curment AQMP profeciions withow! and with Bhe Froject

4TH | Aedaining wails construchod on Bhe Project site would be designed and constructed par
recommendations. fom the reguired geotechnical stedies and por the Clty of Los Angeles Grading
Divislen Scils Report Approval Letter ([SRALJCIty of Los Angeles, 2020} Tharelone, impacts
aeencirind with the pobantial for surfacs Eull rupbune would be leas than significant, snd no mitigaten @

raguingd.
Na gecoss is PROVIDED fo the Soits Report Approval Latter by LACHY, DBS.
mwmwmmmmmm o @l Sirch cppartm enial approval feftars
referencod/assocished reports.
PROVIDE drawings as fo locations, lengths, lreiphts, and foundstion depths for aif retaining wails
arid MEE filts.

472 {F) Strong sesmic ground shaiking? Less-than-Significant Impact. As diecussed in Section 4. 7(a)(i
abowa, thir Project sibe & iocaled in @ selsmically active region with seversl nearby active faulls, with
the nearest bedng the Palos Verdes Faull Zone, . These taull zones and other reglonal fauis have the
poteniial to cause strong salmic ground shaking in the Progac] ansa._.. Development of e sie would
anly involve lardscaping, parking areas, an acoess road, and several retaining walls. A8 mentioned
above, the retgining wals would ba designed and constructed foliowing recommandstions of the
required gectechnical study and per tha Ciy of Los Angedes Grading Division Approval Letter (City of
Lo Angeles, 2020), Thavedone, the praposed Project would nod dinectly or indinectly causs potential
substantial advorse affects, including the risk of loss, inpary, or desath invalving strong seismic ground

shaking. Impacts would ba less than significant, and no mitigation & requined
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ZMAS clearly identiies the Project as badng WITHIN e saface Palos Verde Faull Zone and may
b spijected fo earthguakes of upfo 7370,

PROVIDE copies of reqguwined gectechnical stuedy for Project and any of these for adiscent projects.

No accass I PROVIDED o the Soilts Repart Approval Lefter by LACHy, DES.

FROWVIDE pubively sccadsible and coplable intermal links fo spch approviad Ieifers and
raferancediassociaied reports

FROVIDE retaining wall, snginosred fills, and wiifity drowings as fo locations, fengths, hedghts,
and foundation deptfs.

481 (W) Landulides? Less-than-Sgnifican] Impact. Tha Project sia & sliopng wilh natural or graded
slopas that could be susceptbds (o landsides. Previous gestechnical investigations for the Project
site (LGC, 2005 and Hﬂﬂﬁdmmpwmmmﬂumﬂ-mﬂﬂ-lrw
stabdlity analyses indicated that tho siopes within tha Projoct slo area are grossly stable. Grading
al the Project site would follow the approved grading plans and geotechrical recommendations:
Theshedane, s propotsd Project would nol dinscty or indinectly causs polaniial substaniial pdverss
effecis, including the rsk of loas, injury, or death invelving Bedalices. Imeacis woukl ba s fan
sigraficant, and no mtigEhon 18 reguned
PROWVIDE copies of required goctechnical study for Profect and any of those for adjscent projects.
Mo access is PROVIDED io the geotechnical investigations and ifvelr reports [LGC 2005, J00T).
Dufine “grosshy stable™ vs sdable or unstable
FROVIDE draft of spproved grading pleng and geolechnicsl recommandsiions for Ehe Frofect site
and draft ar spproval edter by LACHY, DBS.
PROVIDE pubiicly sccessiblo and coplable infernet links fo such approval lefiers and
raferencedassocheied reports for e Project site, adiscont sifes, and previous comstruction
o adiacent to ihe Profoct site.

4011 Mo Impact Tre proposed Project would not require & septie of alternative wastewater disposal

syaiem. Tharedon, no impacts sssocated with tha ability of soils o support soptic tanks would ocour, and

no mitigation is required

Mome thar hwo empioyees would be anticipaled for nperathons, security, loadingimicading of
containers, and parking of truck on tfee Profect site. Specifically PROVIDE for PortaPoliios,
gaphic tanks and ach Relds, or Sewors.

LAND USE PLANWING AND GROWTH INDUCEMENT
2572 No residential uses of other land uses typically associated with directly mducing popuwaten growth
are included as part of the proposed Project A manmum of bwo employess would be anste The
Project would nol combmic] any risldential or commanial siratiures hat soukd Sauss a sdbslanisal
nopulation groeeh in the area. Tharalom, mo impact ralating to unplanned population growth s
anbcipabed. MIQEbon i rol required
provides for later compatible structured fend pses of @ T8+ acre sife. Futre growily must be
articipated following apprecisted value of the site and transport provided therelo.
PROVIDE parmiticontract Mmitations for the sife fo b uaed for containers and no strucians
devalopment an the Prglect site for 10 or 20 years following stant of operabions
PROVIDE specifically ihat the remaining “landscaping” anea nover be vsed for structurad rses,

403 £ Would the project dirsctly or indirecSy destroy & unique palsoniological MeSOUNSE of 518 OF UNGLS
geolagic feature? Loss-than-Sigrificant Impact

The prepeasd Prodec] would nol gesiroy 8 unigue pakecnisiogical sfe. The Project site 5 locatad ina
highly developed area on 5 proviously disturbed, partially gradod site with existing dirt roads and
paths and pipatine Infrastructure. ., The geclogc units identified on the site consist of artificial fill
cofimiurm, and Cuaternary terrace depoaits. Mast of the sife & underiain by the Quaternary non-maring
rmmmmdmmmmmmﬁwnmum

[USES, 1048). AsdEenally, the young ags of the geokgis unis, the previcus Jtumancs, snd

mﬂmnlhmﬁmﬂmuhmMﬂmm abgnificant
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intact palponiological mecurces. The 50 pOESEEsEs No unlgue geologic features. For hesa

reasons, thare is a lpss-than-significant impact related to destruction or damage ko unkgos

palsoniobogical resounces, and no mitigation is required.

Gaoiody gnd caleantpiogy of Paks Vacdes Hifls Cobiarmis {usgs 0]

Lowwnr arpas willy San Pedro Sends.. Jower Duart

PROVIDE names and tithes of statemand proparer and quaiifications for the sirfement “...redirces
e chance.., " regarding Quetemary fossils, o.g., mammoths, masiodons, and bison and
parbaps wolves and sabav-toathed tigers,

FPROVIDE gefinition of “iniacl” resources.

PROWVIDE typical mitigation measures, nof mentioned henain, simitar fo those mentloned: “wouwld
ba" usad for archasological remalns.

553 Becausa the propossd Projsct would includs over 1 acre of paved surfacs, a SWPPP has baan
prapaned (o comply with the Construction Genoeral Permil Order . (Malioral Pollutas Dischargs
Eleminatian System [MPDES] Mo, CAS00000]) issuad by the SWRCH.
PROWDE publicly accessibie and copisbie infemed Nnks fo the cument SWPPP and sny
o Aadiacen to the Project sie.
PROVIDE Degt. Public Works and Dept. Bullding and Safely lethers of Complisncs dnd Socepiance
i;um- SWPPP for all of the propased Praject aite, slong with sl partiment drawings, caics,

All deweloprment would comply with the City of Les Angeles Low Impact Development crdinance
Hy

BB
As curranily PROVIDED, this NegDec is fotally insdequade and incamplate with regand fo the LID
compiance for a 2dinch rafn i 24 hr and s collection, conveyance, sforage, and onsife
FEeUrso or

rocharge.
PFROWVIDE publicly accessibve and coplable infermet links to soch LID referencediassociatod
ruprarts for adiecent site and priviows construction on'sdiacent to tfhe Project site.

5411 During operations, vehicies could, . inak small amoumnts of o, jubricants. and fuel, and
starmwater runoff coald conmvey trash. Tha Project would comply with the regulations and
requitements under LAFD, DTSC, U.5. Department of Transportation, EPA, and City of Los Angeles

covrvayance, and storage, with appropriate resfmont of any reimfall or runoff upsdo an
Wdlﬂhdmt a single 24 hr paniod and ts approprieie rewse for irigafion or

recharpe.

FPROVIDE publicly sccessibie and coplable intermat finks £ such regulations and requiremants
and to referenced'associated reports for sdfacent sifes and previous consfruction an
‘adjacent fo the Project site.

PROVIDE as part of the opsrational reguiremants fhat weskly streel-swoaping using wal-washing
leff imaccupied on site during the sweaping operations.

51 Sicarm drain imsens. consisting of pond runoll areas ano'or sediment fikers, would be instaled in

and anpund sionm drain inlets, which would primarily minimize sedment and trash from entering the

stoom drain via renolff. The proposed Project would not violato any water guality standands or

wasle discharge reguirements. Impacts related 1o water quality standards and waste discharge

requiramiants would be kess than significant, and na mibgation is requined

FROVIDE clarfcation far shorm driin — dnserts consisting of extemnal pand renolf afeas.

As ingicated in prior commants Hase sanfences fotaly oisragard i roguirkmeats of it O
LiD ordinance and aitows for direct dischange o sxisting siorm draing witiouh
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MMWﬂMMﬁWMHMHWM violse City's
Fgy
PROVIDE publiciy accessibie and copiabve Infevnet nks as fo the persons and qua [ffctions of sl
preparers and reviewsrs of the in iHalStudy and Negaive Declarstion slong withany State
artiffcationsar regigrations.

542 Tha planted endscaps anea would be Irvigated with a waler-gMiclent imigation system using
recladmed ralnwater. The proposed Projoct wouold have a less-than-significant impact o groundwater,
and na mitigasicn it mquired.

PROVIDE pubiicly scc essiblosnd coplable internet links (o such riferencedassocisled reports for
i pipe af rechalied wiber, whareds alsawl orothe Neglh: rafarred to potabis waber
connections and possibie use of LID runaff,

No menfioned of pERanefer within the Urigelis systom s URiels thel ife sysiom fs mot “watbor-

Mo information is PROVIDED regardingite presedcs of groundwalir, frspeched of aboul graader
thavt «5ff amsl Mo measuromants por borefholes have been made Io determmine £ech amd e
podential for grewndwalier rechange for 8 realisiic LID recharge sysiem,

Assesamant of LTS impacts is unfornded on any data now avallable fo the public for this Profect
based on avaiablo pubiic info,

FROWDE a borshole fo Sfoed bofow grouncwaler lovels and waler qua N@'domh measwromaonts for
at loast one bove per acres.

581 & However, it would nat cause 8 substantial momass in runofl because sxisting drainages

um"ml:mm:; L-d:l:.fu- nﬁ “Hmnzmudmmlr
7] slte, [rrigation e aea use capiured !

PROVIDE p wbiiclysce essiblognd ¢ oplible imtarnet links to such referencedassociated reparts for
%memmdmmm Frofgi drainage aysiears, mone yet

Frajet would pave >§ acres of vacant lands with near pero rumaft and sdd more drsined
compacted il a Mas. As one acre of paved surface cowld yield =50, 000 pal of runcdf from &
Ldin design starm [n 24hr and the Project wourkd pave and dradn 8+ acres, the statemants ar
tatally incorrect, insceguats, and Inhcomplete and do mel comply with the Citys LID

FRqUiRmants,

FPROVIDE design drawings and calculations for the colfection, conveyance, storage, and onsite
rewse for =400,000pal in 24-48 hrs.

in accordance with the City's LID ordinances, axisting drainage fo the Harbor would be used only
Four ronaff evends of groafer ifan 3660 rainfad dn 3 Mours. PROVIDE & thovough and
documanied drafnage spstoma for wpie Ddin reinfall in 240y and such reuse of consined
rungdf in & 34 hy pevia,

A8 The trucics may hawe Insubstantial amounts of lubricants that may confribute to runcff in the
event of Feavy rains. However, complance with the reguiations and reguinsments. ., City of Los Angeles
Low Impact Developenend ordinance, and tha Escility's existing SWPPP and BMPe would minimize
dubstantial amounts of harardous pollution in runol, The proposed Project would have Mes-than-
aigmifeant impacts (o slonmaaber dralnage capacity and ransdl pollubion.

PROVIDE publicly accessibde and coplable intarnet links fo such existing 5 WPPFand BMPs for

rha awisting facility om tha Frafet site.
PROWDE drawings and reparts for all “existing™ stormmatar nidated fac WnsSand thair

weader boolias,
PROWDE drvwings, e compiiance sobwmigaions for any rekened ol irasdmeent
fac ifesfor co with 5 WPPREMP requiresmamnts,

PROVWDE analyses for “first fiush events™ of 240n radafad and ol faligeing & month
BS/3  OW Wells 412 Mineral Rasouroes

a Would the project resul in the loss of evalabdity of & known mineral resourcs._According fo the
Cafifcenia Deparimant of Conservation's Gecdogic Enengy Managemant Diviaion (CaiGEM)] Wl Finider,
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thes Project site i located immadiabely adiacent i and jusl soum of the Wimingion Od Fadd, Thens & no
mﬂﬁm“nmﬂHM1h{¢wﬁElﬂ m‘l] The proposed Project would nelther result
in o land vse conflict with the oxisting oll extraction in the Wilmington il Fleld 1o the norh par

pobeniial undertying depasits.

Limilavly CalGEM wall finder pages identify ho walls with 500 of the Prafect site, ot given than
current Securaches of TR508 locadions, weils could be anywiare or or o the wiclnity of the
Projéct gite. As commoniy applied, the POLA and preparers must reviow and wse, ag done by
LACIDCF, the EDRNe! and Light Box for review and assessmend for Hazardows
ateriais‘wasies and historic serfal phofos for locatimg and confirming o wells and tamk
farms outside of the Profect site. The well discovery and blowowt of @ poorty abandoned wail
in LACe Maring Del Rey indicsies the scknowieoged por accwacies of ol wails sites.

PROVIDE historic serial phodos and georaferanced focations of wells with regand fo the Profect
Wittmingron QF Fedd and ZIMAS assigns o parcefs fo the “Methane Done™ usually ascribed o
those parcals ovariying recognired ol flelds,

MO doas nof aralyse nor $55055 the methane Tame designation for afl Praitet percels and the reed
far waming the underying pravel bed of the paved parking lot as 8 meihane gas harard
PROVIDE srethane gos probes and harard sssessmants and miligition (o.g., pessive venting)
far anpas on Praféct site,

PRO tocation and flaid confirmation of wed sites, risk-Jevals, and boumdaries foF e woalls
e

AP0403T28343 Burkhasd Core Hole Well o3 Status:idie Type:Cona Hole Opir.:Hogan Peirim.Co
APL (M03TO5543  King Well Noo1 Stahs: Plugged Type: Dry Hole OperatorKing O3, inc
ZIMAS has ssaigred aif parcely of the Frofect Site as within tho Mathane Hazard Zone, mot just
Mathans Buffer Zone, evon trough only one parced bos within the sudfsce bowndaries of e
Wilmington O Bieid. As such assignment applies, the Negathe Declaralion i fotally
inadequate and specifically incompiele with regard to methane surveys and momniionng of the
sife, ospecially ps fhe pivamant may PROVIDE & barrier and directing the antire naar-surface
accimuistion (owand release’yaning along the higher edges of pavements or af penetraions
for fire water pipalines and hyorants.

8173 Furtharmans, B Applcant has comemitted 1o inslaling a lemporany bamier per Federal Highwary

mmmmﬂwmqm under Section 2.2 1) and maintain it throughout e

congiructon process. The Applicant would also enswure all equipment used orsibe would hive peoperly

operahng and maintained mufiers consistant with manuiaciurer standards. Addilicnaly, squipmeant
would be saged in the southwest cormer of the Project site, away from sersitive receplom. A3
such, on=aite canstruction nos would not neswlt in & substantial bmporary HCTaEES in Bnbim NoiE
levads &0 conBtfuction roms mpacts would be less than signifieant.

Eouthwast cormer of tha 3460 8 closest fo any sensithe struciured land wses, &.g., offfcs of Yang
Ming and Port America and would be expected fo require nolse barmier protection. The entie
weshirTy amd eastery boungares wouid mot bo expeched fo have any sensitve recepfons shd
tha West Basin mpﬂ..mh:mm-ﬂnmmnmm

As the assessment uses a condiional without any apecific confrect or parmit applications and oo
enforcemavt provizion by the Applicent on & mew owner or lease, the assessment canaat be
wirifadl

PROVIDE for staging equipmant amg noisy consiruciion acthvities more tran S000 morih of the
Mmmwmmmmmmmmm
southwesterly perimster of tha sife.

PROVIDE specific requirements fior contracions, leasess, sad fluns owness fo implemant o8 8
“mris™ condition For this Profect sie.

833 4,14 PopulaSion and Housing B Would the projact induce subsiantial snplanned population

graweth in an @rea, sither dinectly (for gxample, by proposing new homes and businesses| o
indiactly, 7 Mo Impact
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As stated alsewhere in theds comumants, i ife has been propased as 2 site for strecfured
Dirginess psed, a3 8 odel and'or offices, and the proposed Profect wounld not conflict with
Auch rees for future sech wses similar fo those Murther SWof the Praject aite,

WLEMMWHMMHMMHIW

FSOs.
PROVIDE a thoraugh and specific Project description inciuding profiliions on any Sirucianed
irsid for 20 pears or undd vse of containers is reduced by 4056 in shipping gocas.

BAM  Less-fhan-Significant Impact As discussed previcesly, Bw recond search and iRerature informaftion

didl not shiow the presence of any sligitée o Esded rescurces within the Project area. The ansa baing

derveloped has rol been previouesly dsturbed and It s not known at this time whether or ot polaiisl

resources may be located at the site. However, the BMPs discussed undér Sestion 1.7 1 would halp

arsung that showld unkmown buried rosoorces exis!, a less-than-significant impact would occur.

Furthaerecrs, thano gre no known tribal cultural resownces within b Project area. Thenedons, the

propased Project would have a less-than-signdicant impact and no mitgation s moguered,

mmmmﬁmmm:-nmn tndatly inadoquate and incomplefe.
Given ife near shore location of e Prafect (USGS 1947) and the soutfeasiordy exposive of
tha site, archapological resources showld be expeched undl shown othenwise especially for
thase areas badwaarn +15-+306 amsl,

Standend gractices must bo included far pre-grading Inspechiaon and MEf borings of i aroas Jess
than 356f amsi, northeast parcel and lpwor fouthwest pareel, followed by onaite manitoring by

and peRranass ireining during grading. Al construction must be

stopped wien fmaing and stifects ane ancownfened.

PROVIDE apecific penmit conditions snd Profect consfruction requirsmants sad anfarcement for
protection of archaeodogic and historic (and palsontologic) remains,

PROVIDE locatfons within 23000 wihars rescurces Face been found within the Port boundaries.

B2 4 10 Lnfities and Service Sysiams a. Would the project require of resull in the relotation of
consinuction of pEw o Bxpanded walnr, . or stom waler drainage, slecinic power, .., the corBinacion or
ralocabicn of which could cavse sigrificant envinonmantsl efecta? Less-than-Sigraficant impact
Mo merw oF engpancied wasbewater treatmeant, natural gas, o belscommunications faciltes would be
raguired. The Project afle is locabed on four vacant parcels with spma exsting siorm draing. The proposed
Projec] would require tha corsinection of additional storm drains, catch basing, rain cisbains, and an
irigataan system to faciitate stormmater avway froem the Empervious swface of the propesed parking
it and o imigate the landscape area. as well as electrical components for the new light fixiures.
Gonstruction of thess components would not causs subsianiial adverse emironmantal effects and
wodd PROVIDE some beneficial effects such as waher corsarnvabon and siommyainr managenent.
The propesed Project woukl nol relocale or constnuct new o expanded wabsr, wastewabsr [reatrmant,
larmAaaber draindge, Hectrc power, natural gas, or telscommunications faciflisg. A maxinum of g
smployees would be on site during cperations and would not require & substentisl need for expanded
w“tﬁww m@wﬂmw-mmmm
would significant. Mo mitigation i
BROVIDE the Pubiic with adequale sand complade amgineaning drawings and permi conditfons for
aif Frofect wiiliiies and infresirciun
PROVIDE defiaftion of “Substantial Need™ and “Expanded Uitility Facilifies", aspecially redited fa
pawer for Tghting and stormwader facilities afong with irrigation for B scres of eRoscaping,
PROVIDE drawing and specifications for Nghting fo.g., Wummmm
aroas within 250 of the single or dodibis
mmwmmmwﬂﬂwmmm
for compached and protecied uohil! Sollfill sreas and e paved portion of tha entire Profect.

B3 Less-Man-Sigrficant impact. .. it is expected that there would be a negligible incresss in

damand for water,,..and irmgation flor the planbed landscape area would primardy rely on reclalmed

rabnwater If reclaimed waler is unavailabie, potable wabsr walkd be used

Potabde wabey services mizsf be avaialie fo the Projfect sife a3 backup, and system must be of
appropdieh gire for irnigetian of §+ acras of
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PROVIDE curmanl waler supply faciiitios/system for the Profect sife and thedr capacily to irrigafe
B+acras of landscaplng especially for the May-October dry pariod. Provide drawings and
caiculsnans for such,

F3  DroughtSolerant vwegetation used in the andscape amea would not reguine axcessiee irgatian that

could gubstantially reduce wabes supplies fof reasonably forssesabls future development. Parking ki

cparationd vwoukd Not redguing the usa oF wabsr,

PROVIDE definitions of “regligiide incresse” far irrigelion walter far nesr-revo landscaping fo
acrag of landscaping and of “reclaimed rainwsisr™ vs othar reclaimed wabers in the Port area,

PROVIDE pubifcly sccessible and copiabie internet faks fo sl such landscapdng repots, iz, and
drawing far the Project site and adfscent ifes and privious consfrection on Solacent fa the
Projact Sile.

PROVIDE calciations and adrawing fo suppont current irigetion demand, noar reso vs thad for
ovar 400,0005g11 of Mmhmtﬁw

Provious paragraphs referred to the use of reclaimed waler wihich is herein replaced with

raifmwater runolf under LID requirerments. Ax both ame available plus podabie water,

PROVIDE a complete descripiion of the landecaping AND irripstion systems and e molr-

Tz Addiionally, uwwmﬂrdhn:n-dhﬁmlm{l:l tha proposed Project would not directly or

indirecty induce population growth. Therefore, impacts associated with waslesater Featman capacity

MMMaanwmmiw

Office and bolel, indimclly, induces growth of population by employment. PROVIDE SCAG joba
projecticnrs for the Project's Transporiation Analysls Zones and provide specific mandafory
Wwwmmmwmqﬂymw

proposed Project
such & lange s for fufure profftable dovalooment.
PROVIDE apecific prohibitions approved by City and LAHD for any siroctured geveiopment o the

TaM 5.0 PROPOSED FINDING LAHD has prepared this ISND 1o address i arvironmanial impacts

of the propoied Project Based on the analysis in this |SMD, LAHD finds (hat the proposed Project

wioigld ol have B significant npact on the aavircnmant

Basoo on this ISND, the analyses and findings are fotally inadequate and (ncomplete and
tharefore the findings must bo changed and an EIR or overn MND mst be

Significant impacts Wil anise unless aif conditions are “must/ehal™ and sl sctivities are subject to
mnﬂ:mw J0 days, prior io hair “implemanieion” for e seciors. Hyaraiogy,

Growih Inducamants, Geclogy, Palsonislogical emains, and ArchesologHistonc

Provide public scoess inferned Naks far the foffowing documents for farther revidw:

T LGC [Lewson & Associahed Badbechmical Corduilirg, IR ).

2005, Praliminary Gectechnical Investigation for the Propossd Sall-Sionge Fecility, San Pedro, Callomia,

dabed January 27.

7007, Ressponse o Gectechnical Review Gommants, Preliminary Geotechnical Investigation San Pedro

Storagefindusirial Project, John 5§, Gibson Boulpvard, San Pedre, Caliomia, dated July 20, includes.
Geotechnical investigation San Pedr Sloragadindusirial Progect, Jobn 5. Gibson

Boulevard, San Padro, California dated July 189,

TR KR WGWEMHRMHWMWMW

San Pedm Distribution Cenbar, 1558 W, John 5. Géoson Boulevard, Los Angeies, Caifornia. March 18,

TH Los Angeles Sanfation. 2021, Terminal Isiard 'Winter Recimabion Plant. [Onlina):

hittpe s lacitysan on/san/iaceaomeiportalis-mh-wwiis-fahww-cais-leh-wwd- cwpi-h wwd-ow-p-
Swrp?_adf cirl-states1 Smuuunes] 54 _stLoop=02450017920534408). Accessed October 4, 2021
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7@ Minyo & Moo Geobechnical and Ernviranmental Sciences Conaultants, 2002, Sod |rmesigation

Slope Batwsan Harbor Freseay and Jofin 5. Gson Boulevard, Febnsary 18, 2002

Bl SCS Enginsars, 2017, Phasa H Sile Investigation Reporl. Phase 1| Sie Investigabon Raport, 13.35
approximabedy 19,6500 Site Located Nortfwesd of John & Gibson Boulevard San Padno, Califoma

P07 (APNg: T240-018-001 and Portiors of T412-024-002, - 807, & - 911}, dabed Augusl 25 Cont.

B/ Thienes Engineering, inc. 2018, Siormwater Poliution Prevention Fian for San Pedro Dalribution
Cenfer, Pripaned Sor Howard Industial Pamners. Ooiobar 11

19
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BT Y ol

CEUC PeirclansSafaRet LPG
indicibed that the now-abandoned pipeline from the Ranchs LPG facilty crossed the Project site but no
details wers provided reganding its abandonment or removal,

The MagDec does not provide any infafmation regarding prior uses of the Froject silte and requines
thorowgh evaluaticn of all such pricer wess and polential hazands ganerated by such price we, 0.5, does
the LPG pipe contain LPG or was it fushed and Allsdplugged with cament. As indicated in e pic abova,
& small bnk Fafm existed on north side of <110 bedone 1995 @nd maybe the spurce of ol contamination
for sods. and Sormations downhill and esast of the tank farm andg 1-110.

Palpontologicel, Cultvral, and Histonis Resounces

Mo gealogical report has been provided bul the intact mopes of the site cleardy indicate the presonce of
schid rock formation beneath the surfacs, and constracticon of retaining walle snd mass grading cheary
indicate he petential for encountanng Teriary and Custemary paleceinlogical resaurces in e sie.
PROVIDE reviewses with inlernet access (o af referonced geological repers for Praject sile

N Risbonie review and asseasmant of the Project dile was uhdertaken in the Inial Shady, rendenng the
docurmant & totally insdequate. As used by LA Dapt City Planning for EIRs, MNDs, and WD,
incorporataPROVIDE EDRMet and Light Box asrial photos 1920-1850 for iha Pregaci site along with
revieras by qualifed hislorians and archasologists for potantial cultural rescurces on the sla along with
ey doCumants Bvailables.

Tribal Resowrces
The NegDes doed Rol consider tibal rescuces. PROVIDE review and fisld inspections $or the nohem
and southem low-lying grounds for potential cultural resounces.
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#4015, BO2-aquang-foat (S5F) cononebe parking kof and stone trucks and shipping contaimers 8.3 acre

407 Z227-5F lancdscape area 9.3 8

21.8 acras for ail pavcels betwean 110 and Gibson ROWS va 18.68 ac Torw

PROVIDE grading, paving, and landscaping plan with slevalion condows and locatans of all
ritaimimg walls, Nphting, snd drainage for entine site.

Notcw ol Indent D1/DGRE  The propaeed Project would inciude the ingtallation of & fully paved, siriped,

and fenced approdimataly 363-stall contasner parking lot fo be used for kkadinglunlaading and parking of

shipping containers, as well as an extensive planted Endscape ares.  AIGGRE San Pedro Indusirial

Owner LLC proposes o develop the existing approximately 18.66-acre property, then Mase or sall

the property to an operatar.. .

FROWDE capy af draft lease agreearent and reqguire the contincing uses for container park for af
reagl T0 yaars o panally of 800G of rofal incama for the fotal fsaeels) period.

PRA Requasts will request saparataly documants for e fodowlng:
158D W SOHM 5 GIBSON BLVD 20731
ApplicationPermit 10020-10001-01073 Plan Checkidob Mo, B1O0LA1T0I0S
Group Bulding Typs Nonbldg-New Sub-Type Commencial
Frhﬂnrl.iﬂ {23 Redaining Wl
Work Description  ATTH: LEE SUPFLEMENTAL TO 18020-10000-01073; PERNMANENT
EHORING FILES (248 PILES) WITH SHOTCRETE WALL ADJACENT TO CALTRANS RIGHT OF WaY
FOR FUTURE TRUCE PARKING YARD

A pplication [ Parmit 15020-10000-01073 Plan Checklleh Mo, B18LAOTEGE

Primary Use (23] Fotaining Wall

PERMIT FOR THE MEW *MSE WALL" 777 AT PROPOSED TRUCKTRAILER PARKING LOT.

Swﬂm. Iy Saabilired Earit (MSE] retaining wall system using the RECO (Reinforced Earth Company)
¥

CCS0 may mm-mu-um-

B REV . —_

EEEMWHLMMEMWH v.ﬂ;-ﬂtmﬂnmqﬂ!ﬂ bk |

a

In 2001, Dafercarss ssued & permi 1o Ching Shipping Halding Co. LTD. {"China Shipping”) 1o buid a

shippeng container iarminal wishin the Port of Los Angedes,

In 2008, Delendants completed an anvironmantal impact repart (EIRT) for the lerminal peojsct and

aapied over 50 mitigation measunes to reduce the ermvronmental impacts.

Thia 2008 EXR spacifnd ot the lsase with China Shipping would be amended 1o incorporate the

mitigation measanes, however e amendment did nol oocur,

In 2020, thip Gty Councll apgecved B revissd amvinon rsnlal arahsis for e rminal that eliminated and

modified same of tha 2008 mitigatien messunes and recognized tal the larminal emissions would have

sigraficant and incneased impact on alr quality, China Shipping refused o impleemand the miigation

mwhmm#ﬂmwhwﬂwum r Disinct’) Bad @ petiton for wril of
the decision o certify the 2020 supplemental report and requesling o set aside the

Wmmmwmwmma.mm CEOM,

Subsaquantly, & labor unon fked 8 motion seeking permissive intenrmention ciaiming thad up its members

mmmmm muwnmmw Thas irigd esun derisd the LUnisn™s mation and

Ml SU

Appnaked.
The court has dischetion b permil nonparties to intenvene in & lawsuit PFROVIOED G lolkraing fou
faciors ana mel
{1 thea nonparty lolows propss procsd ures,
{2 thed noneparty hias diresct and immediste indansst in tha action;
(3] intervanbon will not anlargs the Esues; and
(4) the reasons for inbarvention outweigh any cppesition by the axisbing paries. (Code of Ghd Procadune
§ 3BT, subd. [d)}2)}

21

1337

Los Angeles Harbor Department

Final EIR
May 2026

2-168



John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project

2.0 Response to Comments

The Court of Appeal focused on the fourth factor and found that the Union's participation would be largaly
cumulative snd would unduly complicate the case. Firsy the Linion's posiion on the merits was
chuplicativa with the Dedandanta, who a0 soughl 10 advocate 1or & rammsdy Ral mainiained operations of
th tesminal and thus ensured job security, Additionally, the Linion siabed that the terminal PROVIDE
almost 3,075 direct jobs and nearly 80,000 indirect jobs in the Los Angales region. Thus, permitting the
Linian indenmentian vwould spur representalives ol e other lans of thousands of jobs cormacied i the
taerminal, whach wiuld make the cass unMmanageabla. Foc eds reasans e Cour of Appesl affimed ihe
trial courl's cecsion D deny B LInion pemissivi inbenasnian,

The chalengens are bwo nonprofit environmental groups, the Matural Respwces Defense Councl, inc.
(MRDC) and Coalition for Claan Alr, Ing., and two homeownens sssociations, the San Pedro and

Paninsida Homecwrsan' Coallion and San Padro Peninsula Momeoarnans Liribed, . {m
appeianiz).  Appallants appesal from derial of their palition conbanding tha the City violated CEQA by
tailng io propan 8 separate anvircnmantal impact repodt (EIR) addressing all three phases of the Preject
before entering into the leasseipermit with Ching Shipping.  As 3 back-up argumant, appedants comfond
an EIR “tered” from a 1587 “program” EIR prepared by tha City should have beson preqpansd addnessing
afl three phases of the Project

'Tﬂumw-uh th first Pl'htlnhl nf-l:Ell'. Trn-EEﬂ-l.nrm hlhtlr-uﬂmh-a nmlur
exmination, fully open to the public, of the emvircnmental consequances of & given project, covering Bhe
ergre propect, from start io Bnish.  This examination is inlended o PROVIDE the fullast informabion
reascrably available upon which the deciion makans and the pubfic they serve can rely in

wiiitiolr o Peisl b0 24art the project 8% a6, nol menaly 1o decids whather to finish & The ERR & manded o
furnish bosh el rOBE map and the environmesnisd prics tg for 8 project, S0 thal the decizn ke and
the public bosh know, befons the joumey begins, just whens the jowmay will lead, and how much thay-and
the environmes-will have o give up in onder o take that joumey.  As our Supreme Courd said in Bozung
v. Local Agancy Formation Com. {1075) 13 Cal3d 263, 283 [118 Cal Rptr_ 249, 520 P_2d 1017), e
purpoas of CEQA is not 10 ganerate papar, but o compel gavemment at il levels to make decitions with
emmvirprmanial consequences in mind,’' [2]

“FhuﬂquuHHmﬂtyhnmdu:ndﬂEﬂhhnwmﬂmMﬂhﬂhgdyhm
paper, o producs an EIR that describes 8 joumey whoos destinalion is alrasdy
mﬁmmmmmmwmmmmmmmmmmm
iag. [The City and Por] haree segmanied the project inlo thies phaces and ane in the process of
preparing an EL8 for Phases Il and |l separatedy from Phasa |, while engaged in buleing Phase || during
the coursa of itigation.  Howewer, prior o the EIR for Phases || and 1l being complata, before a draft s
aven finhed of svailable b the public, the City and fhe Port bave commitied themsetves io all Phasas of
e China Shipping project, by appiming (he laass and the eima of the lease thal call ke construction of
the antine projecl.  They heve signed this legaly binding lease for the anting project Bakone [
triy CECLA puncass for b of 9 Bneh Phases.  Under the statule's plain Bngusge, the Gusdsnes

adopied by the Resources Agsncy and hinding on the Ciy and the Port, and a long ling of cases coverning

decades of CEQA anforcement, this s segmentation of the project and a per se wiclation of the stahde.®
[Amicus Brial of the State of California, ex ref. Attorney General Bl Lockyer in Support of Appalants, pp.
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Email to Mike DiBernardo

This i the email comespondence | received from Mike DiBermardo (Deputy
moecutivg Direclorn).

(1) Regarding tha STAX, Inc. Vethng Presentation. He promisaed an explanation
fe thve community about how the POLA vatted STAX. Ths is what | got after over
one year and over 10 separate requests, POLA staff recommended 5333, 333.00
be granted io the STAX company.

{2) Mo answers o any questions regarding GPS, Eleopoulous (the developar), of
the lack of information provided in my Public Records Act request

{3) The Gibson Proparty that recently re-appeared on the BHC ageswda with no
mendion of the owmer, the project or the community pushback,

Is this the lype of tranaparency and oversight that Sercka was talking about?

—=Oiriginal Message—

From: DiBernardo, Michael <MDiBermardoi@portia.ong>

Ta: Janet Gunter <arrianai@aol.com>

Cc: Pisano, Teresa <TPisano@portia org>; Otera, Steven <SCteraf@portia.org>,
Libatique, David <DLibatique@portia org=; Gioiello, Tony
<TGikello@porta.org=; Bazmalinovich, Augle <ABermalinovichi@@poriia org=,
DeMaoss, Tim <TDeMoss@portla, org>; Wunder, Lisa <LWunder@podtia.ong™,
Calhown, Erca <ECalhoung@portia.org>; Canngn, Chiiz <CCannon@iportla.org=;
Enciso, Micole <MEnciso@portia org>; Klesges, Amber <AKlesges@portia. ong>
Seroka, Gene <gems seroka@portiaorg>

Sent: Thu, Sep 8, 2022 1:13 pm

Subject: BHC comments today

Dhear Janet

Thank you for your comments al our Board meeting this moming.

| would like o address two of your items you brought forward today.

One is about the STAX Emission Caplure System. The POLA did not invest into
this system. It was funded by AQMD theaugh a CARB grant. If you have any

further questions about this company, | suggest you reach out fo AQMD. The
project manager at AGMD Mei Wang:

Regarding the Emission Capture System at Alta Sea. The equipment docked at
Alta Sea ks the AMECS sysiom that was purchased by new owners and is
undergoing upgrades in order to get re-cedified by CARB.
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Regarding John & Gibson property. This is a complicated project that covers
multiple jurisdictions, There ks much work that needs 1o be done by the Port, City
of L& Planning and California Coastal Commission, YWhen the lime comes, it will
be brought forward in & public setting for further considaration.

| hope this addresses your concems

Thank you

Michael DiBernardo ~ Depuly Executive
Direct 310.732.3440 iarketing Custornar |
Fax: 3108314896

THEPORT Email: mdibernardo@portia.org 425 S [Palos Verd:
n Pedra, G

ip:\www poriofiosant

13.348
Cont,

On Thursday, September 15, 2072 s 09:20:11 AM POT, Janet Gunter
carrianeS@anl.coms wrote

Dear Mike,

Your digmissive response to me seemed o warrant a more detailed description
of why my public comments were made. Please allow me to elaborate with a full
accounting in response. Unfortunately, your altidude only seems lo validate what
appears to be a port cower-up

(1) You said “Thank you for your cormments al our Board mesling this marnimg, |
wouwld ke fo address hwo of your fems you brought forward foday. One is about
e STAX Emigsion Capture System. The POLA did nol invest info this syslem.
It was fundad by AQMD through a CARE grant, If you have any further queshions
ahout s company, | suggest you reach owl lo AQMD. The project manager al

AQMD Mei Wang: MiWangiagmd oy

The agenda for that ilem over a year ago states the following:

Summary: Staff requests approval of a proposed Memorandum of
Understanding (MOU) among the City of Los Angeles Harbor Department
(Harbor Department), the Port of Long Beach (POLE) and the South Coast Air
Quality Managamant District (SCAQMD) to fund a Clean Alr Action Plan [CAAP)
Technology Advancement Program (TAF) project to design, develop, and
demonstrate an at-berth emissions capture and control system for lanker vessels
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ealling a1 the porls of Los Angeles and Long Beach (Ports). SCADMD has
received & prefiminary grant award from the California Air Resources Board
{CARE) far 58,500,000 to support this project STAX Engineering Ine. (STAX) will
conduct a safaty assessment, deskgn, and build the barge-based system, and
perfgrm the demonstration at POLB on a minimum of five diferent vessel
classes. The total project cost is $12,849,000. The tofal requested TAP funding
amaont i $566.867 1o be split equally betwesn the Harbor Departmeant and
POLE. The SCAQMD i the project manager and admanisirator of the project.
The Harbor Department is financlally responsible for $333.334 under this

praposed MOLL

Regommendation: Board resolve to (1) find that the Director of
Environmental Management has determined that the proposed action has
been previously evaluated pursuant to the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) under Article || Section 2(i} of the Los
Angeles City CEQA Guidelings; (2) approve the Memorandum of
Understanding among the City of Los Angeles Harbor Depariment, the Port
of Long Beach and the South Coast Air Quality Management District in the
amount of $333,334 and for a term of up to three years; (1) authorize the
Exocutive Director to execute and the Board Secretary to attest to said
Memorandum of Understanding for and on behall of the Board; and (4)
adopt Resolution No.

Mile, you warne fhve ane that lokd the community that you would have AQMD
make a presentation on the STAX velting process at the next meeting. | asked
savaral imes over 25 meetings since about this presentation, and now your
response.,.. after ignoring your own commitment for mone than a year is,.. GO
ASK AQMD. | hope that is as unacceptable to the Board as it is to this
community. i nat, we are all in trouble, and staff is out of control

POLA did not invest in the STAX system oy because the community spoke oul
al the BHC meeting on August 5, 2021, We demanded an explanation of the
vetting process of STAX. Staff tried everything it could to help STAX receive the
from funds it was recommending. This certainly appears to be a backroom deal to
funnad $333,333.33 to a company that had no cusiomers, No revenue, no
protolype, no history of bullding anything, no officas nor even a manufacharing
tacility. The Port of Long Beach had decided 1o not fund afler a simple
prediminary vetting of the company. But that did not stop Environmental Director
Chris Cannon from affirming, “We evaluated the (STAX) project based on our
TAP process and agreed fo fund the grant that is befone you today”, However,
they did not because the TAP process is a review and discussion of the
technology that includes several agencies including POLE. In other words, he
lied. Cannon later admitted in the meating on tape that he did not evaluate
STAX. Cannon conlineed to stale, “The Pord of Long Beach has told us they
plan to go foreard with this (STAX project) as well, they certainly paricipated in
the TAP process, that's all we know” Another lie, additional STAX funding

13,38
Carrt,
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MEVER want to the FOLEB Board for a vate. There was no TAP process
regarding STAX.

Chsesticned by Commissionar Middleton, "Who was responsible fos vetting the
pt;:‘:nnm stated, “The AQMD". "We did nod participate in any wetling or selection
for this project”

Hoping o save her Environmental Direcior, becausa the proper POLA TAP
process was igroned for this port backnoom deal, Gity Aomey Sidley stated °|
don’t know, but | would assume that AQMD went through some process. They
are an air agency so this is what they do”. Moments later she ridiculously said
‘People lake a leap of faith with any new lechnology™ Really? |s this the POLA
stardard requirerment for gifting large wolumes of public doflars towands new
technalogy.... that the agency takes "a leap of faith'?1"

After the Commissionamns did not approve the funding and labled the agenda lem
for a later meeting, Cannon added. "Two quick comments, AQMD has a process
they use for vetting projects, We have relied on it before. They do go through a
process that can be investigated. They do have a process they use, they have
had it for a long time, and it's pretty well established.” If it's so well established
let's heaar how it was applied to STAX as promised. Cannon continued “Second
point, none of the systems have been cenified by CARB for use on a barge, so
thai means any sysiem developed would need fo be cedified by CARB. Nolhing
has been approved for lankers at this time.” He forgot to mention that one
company had an approved test ptan for tankers in 2015 by CARB. and had been
oparating in the port for years. He closad his presentation of miskeading
statements, half-truths, and hes to the BHC by saying “Long Beach has
schedubad this panlicular ibem at their necxt Board meating an Auwgust

23%_ Investigation reflected that the project had never been approved to appear
on thie Port of Long Beach agenda, and POLA internal emails with POLB
obtained from our PRA request prove that Cannon knew i

Commissioner Lee asked staff to look into the AQMD vetting process. You
stated: “We will probably have AQMD participate in the next Board meeting fo
answer amy questions you have on their process.” We are still waiting for the
STAX presentation. Meanwhile, STAX received $10M fram Joe Buscaino's
AQMD Technology Commities, and the AQMD waved the port's confribution,
fursding STAX 100%.

{2} You said; "Regarding the Emission Caplure Sysfem al Alla Sea. The
equipiman! docked al Alla Sea iz the AMECS sysfem thal was purchased by new
mmmuundarg:mg upgrades in order fo get re-corlified by CARS,"

Mike, whe ane the new owners of AMECS? My confusion over STAX occupying
the Alta Sea location was due to knowing that the principals of that company

.38
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were one of the few biddars in the AMECS bankruptey, | had wrongly assumed
that STAX was the new cwner. Bud, thers still remain questions about just how
thés new owner (whether it was STAX or not) was able 1o retain the Alta Sea
locaticn so rapklly after procurement of the AMECS company. Gan we See 8
copy of their lease agreement and what they have paid YTD at AltaSea? How
ware they able to oblain a POLA/ARaSea lease in something Bke gne or fwo
days? immediately after acquiring the AMECS syslem, they began maoving it
from Long Beachl Pleage provide the email correspondance with the POLA and
AltaSea on the lease negotiations. Are they involved in any way with STAX? Did
the POLA vet this company’s new owners?

(3} You said: "Regarding John 5 Gibson propery. Thiz is a complicaled project

thal covers muthple unisdicbons, Thene iz much work that neads fo be dong by

the Port, City of LA Planning and California Coastal Commission. When (he hime
comes, if will be brought forward in & pubiic setfing for further consideration.”

The Gibson development has already been brought forward in a public setting,
and the port should be embarrassad at what i attempled to pull off. How was this

a The proposed project on John 5 Gibaon
Bivd. will build a 30-foed concrete wall, a 50-foot potential containar wall that
wolld block views of the Harbor from the freeway coming and leaving San
Pedro. The project would park 400 trucks nightly with start-up and idling
ermissions just a few hundred feet from an elementary school, a lithe league field,
dozens of businesses, and a police staton. It would also create a marming traffic
bottleneck 1o the nearky main freeway entrance by adding the potential of one
truck on John 5. Gibson avery 30 seconds during the morming rush hour.

How is this & Meg Dec and not an EIR? Could it be associated wilh the fact that
the project developer has given donations and thrown multiple fundraisers for
Joe Buscaing and Tim McOsker? This is certainly not a pracipice jurmp in light of
the recent antics being reported by the nmws in local palitics,

The Port of Los Angeles staff seams curously invested in getiing this project
approved at the lowest possible level of environmental scrutiny

possible. Community groups, homeowners associations, environmantal justice
oiganizations, ILWU 13, B3 & 34, an ex-port atiorney, along with an EIR expert
made public comments (o stop this project. Two people not commenting on the
Gibson Project are Councilman Joe Buscaing and CD15 Candidabe, Tirn
McOsker. Both have taken campaign money from the developer and remain
sikent toward this highly intrusive development for reasons of suspected self-
interest,

The sabe of this property was made to JENNA Development. Our perceplion of
this is that the entire sale process was a "sham”, The auction had two

bidders. We understand that the por recaived a "disturbing letter” that accused
JENMA's gwner, James Eleopoulos, of criminal activity i an open leller to the

£
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Board of Harbed Commissioners, That facl was referenced by Commissioner
Rerwick in a public mesting prior to the auction. Why did POLA officials NOT
investigate the bidderdeveloper? We can only speculale that it may have been
due to his closea relationship to the Mayaor, the councilman, and perhaps some
port officials. The deal paints a picture of a fait accompl from the moment the
port declared the property surplus knowing that JENMNA would win the bid and ba

the devalopes.

Comvincing evidance of a prearranged deal is contained in the commenls by
Jesse Marquez and Commissioner Renwick at a Harbor Commission meeting in
2016, Mr, Marquez spoke in favor of the project stating he met with tha
developer, JENNA, and had been promised a native Indian memonal on the
property, (which of course = nowhane in the POLA Meg Dec) and that JENMA
promised & zaro emissions project (which of course also is nowhers to be found
in the POLA Meg Dec), In thal same meeting, Commissionar Renwick publicly
thanked Jessae Margquez and JENMA for working together on the progect o get
community support. This chearly demanstrabed that the port was an aware and
willing participant in a project that could make the developer millions of dolfars. Af
this point, the proparty had not bean o aucton yel. Ther was no “official owner,
but Rerwick was thanking Marguez for working with the developer JENNA. Isn't
this an Begal predefenminalion of a project? This project should never be
developed. The atlermpd to pul it forwand as & Neg Dec would be laughable if &
didn't reek of some type of cormuption. Community membears and EIR experts all
agread that a Negative Declaration was inadeguate for this project. In fact, the
only anes thal did nol agree were the Port and its consultant.

Thene seems [0 be a senous ethical and moral disconnect al the Port of Los
Angeles. The continuing fack of fransparency and unwillingness (o be truthil
with the community and the board only furthers the chronic distrest of the poet by
residents of the Harbor Area,

The tirme i long overdoe fo eliminate backroom policies and restore honesty at
tivts public agency. Tha impacts of this industnial complax upan the lacal
enviranment ane far too important to go on being downplayed and dismissed.

When will the Board of Harbor Commissionars fulfill thed duly to prowvide
oversighl and begin questioning the action of port staff when it has bacome
obnwioug that the pubBc trest has bean viclatad?

Janet Gunter
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Email comespondence with Chiis Cannon regarding the Gibson Project and
Howard Industries Pariners,

——Original
Feeen: Cannon, Chii <CCannan@ipertia og=

£
shpRcbcemrthisw coms detfurwid 1 D@grnail com <dethawkd 1 0@ gmad com>; Difemanio,
Michas! <MDiBemardafiportla.crg=; Keenan, Michasl <MEperanifipotia ang>
Sent Mon, Aug E2, Hia2 238 pm
Subject e Gibson Projsct

The jurisdictional guestions came wp during the comment period, Discussiens with the
Fort, the City (including €0 15) and coastal commission are ongaing. The rest, including
outstanding invoices, will be resolved while thade discussions noour,

Christopher Cannon
Ernironmental Management Dhisicn
Port of Los Angeles

425 South Palos Viendes Stresst

San Pedro, CA 50731
JE0-TH2-37E3 Dir
FU0-547-4643 Fax

From: lanet Gunter <arriane 5@ a0l coms

Sent: Monday, Alugust 22, 2022 2:31 P

Te Cannan, Chris oCCannonB partla.ong>; Enczo, Nicole <NEnciod portla.ong>

Ce: ahricko@ s edu <shrickousc edus; chwiliams a0l 2 @hva hoocom
<ctwiliamsl0] 2@yabop come; [nmde]Eyvahoo.com <jrmdejBvaboo.coms;

jacobhaiki@ |acity.org <jacoh, il lacity. arg>: ana DEAGIN <anadragin®lacity.ong=;
amartine nBearthjustics .ong <smaninesi eanhjustios.ong>; dpc@chorarthlaw.com
=dpe@Ecboearthlaw. coms; dethawk310@gmail.com <dethawk3 10 gmall coms; Dilermando,
Michael «MDiarmardo @portla.angs; Keanan, Miches <MEKesnen @porniy angs

Subject: Re: Gibson Progect

CALITION: Extérnal email

Ghris=

Thanks for the quick response. Sa, why did the question of “jursdicticn” only bacome an Bsus

Can you also give ma the Port's answer io Howard Indusirialls theest o not process the
pot's propadd irvoices io Aspen?

Didl tFe “Al Hands on Deck™ meeSing thal Me. Tunney requesied on $hat same day bebween the
Puort, City Planning armd CO 15 ever ootur?

n.ae
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Thaank you,
Janai

~=—Cingral Messoge--—

Fror Cannon, Cheis <CCannon@portia.org=

Ta: Encian, Neoole cNERcEaportia org>: Janet Gunter <prmars5@aod come

Cir ahrickogfuse sdu <abeickoffusc. edu=; cowiliams201 2 Eyahoo com

<cowiliamsA0 2Eyahoo.com; nmde)Syahos com <amdeiyanoc. coms;

jacob haikiacity org <jacob haik@iacity org=: ane DRAGIN <ana dragingtacey. org=:

amartinez Bearthjustios.org <amartinezifearihjustics. orge; Spofebesanth i, com
muﬂttﬂﬁ'ﬂ'm , derthanai 3 1 0Bgmal . com -E-:I-rﬂ'unamﬁgrr-l:mu CHE e gD,

Michas! <MDIBeMardo@EDta org>. Kesnan, Michae! <MEsenanportia org=

mth.kﬂﬂ.m‘liﬁﬁ o

Subject: Ra: Gbsan Project

The environmental assessment Is on hold pending the outcome of those discussions.

There will be no guiet moving forward, The document that was released recelved
significant comments that will have to be addressed before any environmental
aideddment can be completed, but we have to resolve the jurisdictional guestions
first. W will let the public know what happens once these distussions are resolved.

Christopher Canmon
Errdrormental Management Division
Port of Lo Angeles

435 Soyth Palos Yendes Street

San Pedra, CA 90731
JI0-TE2-3MET Dir

J10-547-9643 Fax

anhranu Gunter <arraneS@aol.com

Sent: Monday, August 22, 2022 1:38 PM

Tou Canman, Chris <CCannon§fporila.orge; Enciso, Micale <MEncisof portla og>

Ly ahnicko@uscedu cahricko@ascedu>; clwillemi2ii? @yahoo.com
woiwilliams2 012 Evahoo.com>; jnmiejiyahos.com <jrmée]fivahoo.com;

jrcob halk@decity ong <jarob halkiilecity ong>; ana DRAGIN <anddragin@@lacity.org=;
amartinez@eanhjustice. org <smartinerSeanhjustice.ong>; dpc@cberarthlaw.com
«dpaBchoearthlaw ocoms; dethawk 1108 gmalloom cdethawi 1D maeil oomes
Subject: Re: Gibson Project

CAUTION: Exteral cmail.

Thanks for the responas, Chiis. S0, please clardy. Are you saying that there has
baspn Teers Changd on this issue since May T

Wi are also ouwriows about the emalls from both Tim Howand ard Mike Tuaney (from Howard
Indusirisl Parners) on May 5% to the port, regarding theer statement thal thery wee “nal

proceasing the payment for any of the Ports tlings™. The biings are those mlated (o the Aspen

conguliing that determingd ihal the AIG-GRE development neaded coly to simply sesk &

12,39
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“nigative deciarson” o their industial inuck conlaining sevalapenend sie. The pordt has
acknorsiodgRd Bak inis repon might ultimately ol 5150K, and shpulaind that This ool was i be
passed anto the developer, or its parines?. Howsand Indusfrisl Parinens. Ve have ooly received
regarding thass unpdaid bils. Did the porl respond to them? Wiy was the response nol provided ?

Wi far that the inaction on this developmant might weill be inbended bo take the siuation off af
i FdaT Bereen i ofder bo quictly mowva the project fonwand ai & laber date. We can only hopa
Ehat this 8 nol the case and that any such significant devlopement will be held i the proper
CEQA emvirprmantal requiremants. Taking an “open space” ared and moving it inba a “highiy
industnal use” devoiopment s this one should never be offered the oppofunity of a simplo
aegElve declaralion’ We hope that the port agress

Plaase ghve us amy updates on his Esue 88 § moves along.

Mary thaniks,
Aang1 Guntar

—emilrigingl Message—

From Cannon, Chrs < g

Tor Enciga, Nicoks <NEncsofiiportia. coge; Janat Gunler <afrianeSiaol coms>

o ahvicko@usc edu <shrickofuc. adu>; chwiliams012 Eyahoo. com
“otailims2 (12 @yahoo, come, jnmdejiyahot.com <jnmiejivahon coms,

jacch haik@iacity org <jaoch hak@ilachy org>. ana DRAGIN <ana.cragnilecily cege;
amaninez Pearthjustces ong <amartinez Seanjusice. mnﬁﬂ:mﬂhrm
=dpogicboaarthiaw. coms, thmw:z-ym

Sant Thu, Aug 18, 2022 2:08 p

Subject e Gibson Pragect

There has been no change in s status, 'We are still having discussions about land use
Jurisdiction and related CEQA sses with the City and the Coastal Commission,

Adding Jesse, who has also exprested interest

Christopher Canmnon
Emvircnimental Mansgernent Division
Port of Los Angeles

435 South Palos Verdes Street

San Pedra, CA 90731
I0-732-3763 Dar
J0-547-9643 Fax

From: Janet Gunter <armaneS@acl.come
Sent: Thursday, August 18, 2022 1:08 Phi
Tac Enciso, Nicole <NEncisod portls.ong>; Cannon, Chris <0Cannangportla.cogs

Ce: ahrick@ s edy <abricke@u edus; ctwililamsi I @yahaooom
cttwilliams21d @yahoo.come; [rmda]@yaheo. com <jrmdej@yaboc,coms;

jacch halk@lacity.org <jacob.haik@lacity.orge; ana DRAGIN <ana.dragin@lacity. ongs;
amartiner@earthpustioe. org <amartinezfearthjustice, g dpo@chorarthiaw oom

13.39
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<dpo@choearthiave. coms
Subject: Gibson Project

EALITION: External email

13,39
Hallg Ms Encisco- Con,

[Back in May of this year you fold me that the porl was deciding the propar lead agency kol
hearling the Gibson property. Can you tell me what the stobus of that property s now?

Thank yau,
Janast Guriler
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dune 21, X023

WMImdmﬂﬂﬁmm Fmﬁ-uﬂahﬂlﬁrhsunhuieu

Diear Harbor Commissianess,

| am respandng to the Commission’s récent reaction 1o the Omni Green Terminal presentation
by Chiris Cannan at the May 25" Hearing and wiriting Lo request you withdraw Agenda Item 7,
the contract with Boward Industrial Partners, and imsestigate how this contract got put back
onto the Board of Harbor Commissioner’s agenda withowt any sxplanation or addressing any of
the comemunity’s concedns,

| was encouraged by the fact that a few Board members finally questoned the authenticity of
the Green Cmni Terminal (GOT) presentation by Cheis Cannon, It is apparent that port staff has
covered-up the fallures of POLA’s signature environmental project for the past seven years. The
updates over the years by staff to the public and the Board had never mentioned same of the
things that were heard at the May 25™ BHC mesting. Port staff updates had not divulged to the
Board in any prior presentations the Fact that ILWU union members refused to use the
demanstration equipment cut of safety concerns; that the Sharekat system failed on its
promises of mobdity and operational viability for a working dock; or that "therrmal events” aka
fires on the termanal had been caused by demanstration assets. All of this resulted in a tioy kst
of "lessons learned” at the costly sum of SHEM.

The Burns McDonabd representative that gave the previous GOT update in Fab 2022 dentified
himsall a5 a consult for Pasha, To be kind, that was a complete distortion of the truth. | befieve
Commissioner Migdieton even directly asked him who be worked for and his answer was Pasha.
How deceitful when Burns BMacDonald was getting almost 528 from the POLA grant and the port
was paying the majority of his corsulting fee. Contractor and Part should be sworm in befare
speaking 1o the Board publicly so we can hear the truth: not a fabrication of the facts.

But, there |s more here that merits your sericus investigation. A couple of months ago | made a
public records Act request (PRAJ for all communications regarding Greener Port Solutions [GFS)
and its ownar james Eleopoulous, wha i a tenant in the Port of Los Angeles at Alta Sea. Over a
year ago GPS began moving company assets out of the Port of Long Beach to the POLA, GRS now
occupies the berths outside of AltaSea with four barges, and unti recently, a tugboat. They alsa
accupy space inside the building and cutside the yard of AltaSea making GPS the [angest lenant
at AltaSea. | have asked for {through a PRAJ any correspondence between the Port and/for
AltaSea and GPS or it's owner lames Eleopoulous. Apparently, these is not even one email, text
message o record of communication between James Eleopoulous / GPS, and AltaSea or the
port| Yet, Elecpoulous ks the largest tenant at AltaSeal
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Impertant to note is that we have been told that the Port of Long Beach asked Eleopoulows to
remave all marine assets out of the POLE and pay S100,000 in past due part changes, Directly
after that, those assats were relocated to the Port of LA We also understand that those unpakd
charges hawe now besn sent to the LB City Attorney for action. It has been reported that
Eleopoutous and his campany hawe been the subject of a criminal fiederal grand jury investigation
into activities at the Port of Long Beach inveling former Deputy Director/Environmmental Director
Rick Camenon.

This situation should raise some red fiags for you, but the abowe incidents only scratch the
surface of, what appears to be, some very serious infractions. Several years ago, the Port of LA
{after solcitation] declared property it owned on John Gibson Bivd. as “surplus”. This never
devetaped- open space land, abutted inaccessible lats to the north that were virfually valueless
Becouse they hod no occess. This property was owned by Mr, Ekeopoulaus and measured about
five acres. The only way 1o access his property was through this port owned property. Itis the
datails of this sale and what transpired after B that elevate this action into a much more senigus
quiestion of legality. Afver Mr. Elecpoulous’ purchase of the 1 acres of port land, he sold it along
with his adjaining properties. The sale took place within a short six-month period for a whopping
sum., The sale netted Eleopaulous what appears to be over $18 Million dallass in profit.

This story is not over, Desplte the fact that the property had been privately owned for over 5
yiars, last year the port enronmental department took on responsibility for the proposed
development project for that site seeking a simpla “Negative Declaration” for fis proposed heawy
industrial ysel After a number of people protested this Negative Declaration, the iiue was
supposadhy referred to the City of Los Angeles. The current status of this project has not been
reparted on for the past bwo years. [t has been said that James Eleopowious Is a “partner” with
thi developers of this proposed project. AIGAGRE. This prompted me to make a FRA far the
documents and emails surrsunding the development of the Gihson Project,

That beings us toagenda item for the June 22, 2023 Board of Harbor Commissioners Meating,
Itern 7 A reselution far PROPOSED REMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE OITY OF L0
ANGELES HARBOR DEPARTMENT AND HOWARD INDUSTRIAL FARTMERS, LLC, We urge you to
pull this item from the agenda and investigate this matier.

During an email exchange with Port, staff | learned the Howard Industries was representing
AIG/GRE in developing a lease with the POLA for the “Gibsan Project”. Todsy agenda item looks
like another way for the port to usurp the envdronmental review that thi praject desenes. Even
farmer Part of LA attorney and CEQA and Land Llse expert Pal Mave cammented that ™if you
listen and watch the tape of the 2pproval of the sale of the frontage bots [aka Gilbson Ave,
Property] it 15 cheas from the ramarks of the Pedt's attorney that they onew that the sale was 3
“project” within the meaning of CECHA. At this paint the transfer to anather agency (City af LAJ is
an attempt to lower the Port’s exposure for a CEQA violation, or a China Shipping type caim,”
Pleass dar't be cemplicit In the frawd against cur community! Don't make w defend ourseles in
a CECA action, Do your job of public oversight, don't take us down the road of another China
Shipping lawsst
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This is basically the same “Gison Project” without the name that was soundly rejected by the
community groups, ILWU 13, 94 and 63, Harbee Area Environmantal Justice arganizations,
Meighborhood Councils and congerned residents cver two years ago. FOLA staff is now trying to
resubmit this project with a new set of commissioners that don't know the history and will Boeky
recaive 8 presentation much B the Green Cmni Terminal in terms of deception. Read the two
Board repart from Apeil 2021 and today. They are almost identical [except for the length of
agresmient] without any explanation of thought of a proper EIR, How does that make it better or
address the community’s criginal objections?

Was the port’s bill 1o Howard that we kearned about through the PRA process from 25 months
apo from S150,000 cwer paid? Was it ever turnad over to collection? Why does Haward think
they can demand @ meeting with Port, the Council Office and the City of LAT Please examing the
email string to see the fraud by staff that is being perpétrated on our community and this Harbor
Department, Howard Industrial Partner s a shell company for ARG/GRE. Of course, there is no
meention of AKG/GEE or Jarmes Eleapoulous in the Board report, Chris Cannon and staff continue
o try and help AIGGRE and lames Eleapoulsus make money from backoroom port deals.

sraff it think with three new commissioners that don't know the histary of the project, and
staff-friendly, complicit Board Chalr, this will get approved and this project will go under the 1340
radar without propar ervironmental sorutiny. Cond.

Here is the reported information that shoukd be investigated:

# lames Eleopoulous is a partner with AIG/GRE, the owners and dewelopers of the Gibion
Project. Howard Industrial works on behalf of AIG/GRE and as for the past three years.

# Through PRA ermails we learmed that Howard demanded an “all hands on deck migeting”
with the Port o get approval fer the Gibson Project after all the community pushback
and refusad to pay 5150,000 owed to the port in a agreement by Boasd action

# James Eleopoulious that was named ina recent federal criminal grand jury subpoena for
cormnunications between James Eleopoulous and Port of Long Beach Deputy
Executive/Envronmental Director Rick Cameron.

# James Eleopoulous |s the target of a federal investigation of pay to play in the San Pedro
Bay Ports,

= ‘Whila the Port of Long Beach seemingly wants nothing to do with James Eleopoulaus or
any of his companies, Chris Cannon and Mike Dibernardo and POLA staff continue to
bend over backwards to do favors by providing leases, agreements and bemponary
assignments for James Ekopoulous and his varies companies Green Port Solutians,
AMGAGRE and JEMNA Development,

# The Port of Los Angeles made pizta shop owner lames Elecpoulows an overnight
rriflionaire with declarathon of the Gibson Avenwe as “surplus’ land. This would have
never happened withaut the cooperating efforts of port senior staff and the councd
office,
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s larmes Eleopoulous is/was a major fundraiser and donar to Tim McOsker and foe
Buscaind.

There are many more details imobed here. | would be happy to share what | kniow with L
enforcement agencies, ar any harbor commissioners interested in getting to the bottom of the

stuation. The simple goal here is the restoration of honesty &nd intagrity at the Port of LA,
Mpthing mare....nathing less,

lllegal backroom activities have long been associated with the history of the Port of Los
Angeles, An LA Times artiche just a few months ago outlned past problems. We ask that this
reconfigured Harbor Commission, and our rew Mayor, take a deep dive into the port’s dealing
with Eleopoulous, GRS, the practices being engaged in POLA keasing policies, and the impacts of
these “special deals” that avoid envirenmental review and effects the community®s health and
guality of life.

Finally, 35 2 continuwm to the “backroom deals” at the Port; we were wery necently told that
there is an “emergency appaintment” to be made soon for a position i the marketing
department. |t does not appear shat there is, in fact, any real “emergency”. However, calling it
an “ernergency” allows the port to circumsent narmal hiring procedure while repaying political
favors and rewarding unethscal behavior, | hope this infformation i5 insccurste. Howewer,
inwestigation is warraned if the port has any interest in awoiding ancther POLA scandad.

We apprectate any action taken by this Board o promote 4 maoee honest and transparent
BgEncy.

Cincerely,

lanet Gunier

i

Board of Harbor Commissioners
Office of Los Angeles Mayaor Karen Bass
Los Angeles FE Field Office

Los Angeles Times

Craily Srpapa

Random Lengths Mews
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EALITHON: Extemal email

FY1, We're not processing for payment any of your billings. They include invoice #'s: 30220301388
Gl and GL

TH

[Fram: Timiothy Howard <thoward @hipreonets

Sents Thursday, May 5, 2003 9:43 A6

Tos iifke Tunmey witunngyehipre, nets; NErclso@portla.org; Cannan, Chris
<CCanran@pona. g fordan, Derek <Dlordan@@portfa.ongs; Keenan, Michaed
<hikesnani@portln.org>; Michael Tyre cmbyred hipre,nais; ana DRAGIN <ana dragini@&city.ofgs;
Nmamy E <ellade@yahoa.com?; [acab hakElacity ong

Subject: Re: lohn 5 Glbson - Update Call

flis, how dapd the revmoval prociss work? I it a Boaard action? Public notioe requited?

TH.

From: Mike Tuneeey <miunne® hipoe ngl-

Stz Thursclay, May 5, 2022 5:37-27 AM

To: MEnrisod@Poorila org <NEncisoi@parla gegs; Carnon, Chits SL0EHR0RIT GoiTla orgs-: fordan,
Derek <Qlprdan@aola pege-: Keenan, Michael <pkpenan@porila org>; Timathy Haward
<Rhond Ehinee sate: Michas Tyne cmnre@nioee rets; ana DRAGIN <ana. dragini st GrE=!
Ty E <pllsde@sabon soms; ook haikBladn o <acns halki@iaciby ong

Subjact: Re; kohr S Gibson - Update Call

Hi Hicade,

Can you plegas st up & follow up ca8 with our point of contact at the City of LA that is Rully Infoemsesd
about our project and understands whiat nesds 1o get dore 0 & ety manner? Assuming [E s the
dirertor af planning? Whoever that s we need an 2l hands mesting Smmedsaiely 19 discuss now 1o
el thas done,

Also, what is the amaunt of time it would take for you to vpdate your Port #aster Plan Lo remove
our proparty from yowr bowsnczry and remone the open LpEne creetay?
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TIME LIMIT FILES -
Mayor's Time Stamp ORDINANCES City Clerk's Time Stamg

R WDEC 13 PH I+ OW '
. FORTHWITH MIGOEC 13 PH s 18
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B :
Ty

FOUMCIL FILE NUMBER 161371 COUNCE DISTRT a8

COUNCIL APPROVAL DATE _December 13, 2016 LAST DAY FORMavorTo AT DEC 23 206

ORDINAMCE TYPE:  Ovcofindent __ Zoning . Posonnal _ % Genensl

_ improvesnent LAMC _ LAAC _ Clor Ve Appeals - CPC Ng.

SUBJECT MATTER:  SALE OF LOS ANGELES HARBOR DEFARTMENT SURPLUS ROAL PROFERTY, THRDUGH AN DRAL BIO
ALICTION, FOR LAND LOCATED ON JOMN 5, GIBSON DOULEVARD

FLAMMENG COMMESS 0N
HRECTOR OF PLANMING

CITY ATTORMEY

CITY ADMPMISTRATIE OFFICER
OTHER

|1|~1|§
|

L DEC 1 4 2015
DATE OF I.lj.‘:'ﬁ‘ DEEMED APPROVED OR "VETO.
i"..l'El' Emmmmmmmmc#nmﬁﬂ.ﬂﬁ=mr

[CITY CLERK USE OMLY PLEASE DO NOT WRITE BELOW THIS LINE)

DATE RECEVED FROM LY CR CHHHANCE ML
DATE PUBLISHED DATEPOSTEL. EFFECTIVE DATE
ORD OF INTEMT: HEARING DATE ASSESSMENT COMFIRMATION

ORCINANCE FOR RS TRIBUTION: YES & [—
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ORDINANCE MNO.

An ordinanca authorizing the sale by acction of cerain surplus real propey
{Property] located in the Harbor District owned by the City of Los Angales, cescribgd in
Exhitil A attached hereto, pursuant to Division T, Chapber 1, Article 4, Section 7.24 of
the Los Angeles Adminigsiralive Codéa

THE PECFLE OF THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES
DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1.  The action of the Board of Harbor Commissioners of tha City of Los
Angeles on the 24th day of Oclober, 2016, approving the sale of the Property
[Reasolution 16-8010) detemmined 1o beé surplus because the Property is no longer
reequired for the use of the City and the public interest and necessity require that the
Property be sokd (pursuant to Resolution 15-T876 of lhe Board of Harbor
Comemissioners of Movemnber 10, 2015) is herely ratified, confinmed and approved.

it ts hareby ordered that the Property be sold by orad bids pursuant to the
provisions of Seclion 385 of the City Charter, and Division 7, Chapler 1, Article 4 of the
Los Angelss Administralive Code, for cash, Io the highest responsible biddes in
accordance with the provisions of Section 7.24 of the Code on of alter January 28, 2017
at 2:30 p.m. at 100 E. Water Street, Wininglon, California 80731,

Sec. 2. The City Councll of the City of Los Angoles hereby finds and
datarmines thal the Propedy is no longer requined for the use of the City and the pubils
interest and necesaity require, and it s hereby ordered, that the Propery be sold
purseant to the provisions of Section 385 of the Gity Gharter, and Division 7, Chapter 1,
Article 4 of the Los Angeles Administrative Code, Section 7.24 by auclion by oral bids
for cash to the highest responsible bidder to be conducted in acoordance wilh the
previzions of Section 724 of sakd Code. The minimurm peice, which will be accepted for
thir Propety is: 51,218,000, The General Manager of the Harbor Depariment and tha
Board of Harbor Commissioners resene the right 1o adjust the minimum bid for the
Property at any tima wp to the date of aucion.

e, 3, The Cily Clerk shall cause the Nofice of Sake 10 be published for
threa {3) days in a newspaper of general circulation, printed and publshed in the Cily.
The Dwector of Real Estate—Cango and Indusirial—of e Harbor Deparment shall post
said Motice of Sale in a prominent and visible lecation on the Property no bess than thirty
{30} days prior o the sale af o before the tme specified in the Motice of Sale by the
Director of Real Estate—Cargo and Indusirial

Sec, 4, Any person wishing to be designated as a qualified bidder must
deposit a cashier's check or cortified check made payabda to the City of Los Angeles in
an amoaunt not less than $10.000 as a guarantes that the person making such bid wil
parchase and pay lor the Propery upon the terms and conditions specifred i the Notice
of Sale, and ad the opening of escrow, it shall be wlllized as a part of the purchase prica.
Show'd the high bidder nol complate the pufchage, the depaslt shall be retained by (e

13.42
Cond.
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City of Los Angeles as Bquidatod damages suflered by the Gity for the Railure 1o
camplete sald purchasa; provided, however, hat the City Councll by a two-thinds vole of
al jts membears and for good cause shown may order B refund of all ar any portion of

the deposit of a person Tailing 1o complete the purchasa, bul the Exscutive Direclor of
the Harbor Depariment or the Board of Harbor Commissioners must first approve such

refund. Tha depasits made by all unswccessful bidders shall be refurned to such bidders
at the comgpletion of the auction.

Sec. 5. The Board of Harbor Commissionars s hereby awthorized and
emprwerad to confirm the sale to the highes! responsible badder i an amount nol kess
than the minimum bid specified.  The Board of Harbor Commissioners may reject any
and all bids and the Board of Hasbor Commissionens or Executive Director of the Harbor
Department may withdraw the Property from sale until such time as the sale is
confimmied,

Sac. 4. Resolution 16-8010 of the Board of Harbor Commissioners feund
that the actlon & exampd from the requirements of the Califoméa Environmental Chaafty
Act (CEQA) under Aricle |I, Section 2{f) of the Los Angeles Cay CEQA Guidelines as
detemmined by the Director of Environmenial Mansgement of the Los Angeles Harbor

Department.

Bec. 7. Tha Dwectsr of Real Estate-Cango and Idustrial-of tha Harbor
Department is authorized and smpowened o open tithe and escrow, issee Bhe transfer
instruchonsfescrow, and or defiver the grnt deed and otherwise complabe the
transaction. The Mayor i authorized to execute a dewd following the confirmation of
the sale. The City Clork is audhorized to attest thereto and o affix the City Seal. The
Harbor Department Direcior of Real Estale--Cargo and Industrial— is authorized ko opan
tithe and escrow, issue titke ransfer instruclionslescrow, andior daliver the grant deed,

and olhiraise complele the ransaction.

Sec. B. The sale of said Property shall excepl and reserve to the Cily of
Los Amgeles all oil, gas, water, and minaral rights now westad i the City of Los Angeles
without, however, the fght to use the surface of said land or any portion thereof 0 a
depth of 500 fecl bolow the surface, for the extraction of such oil, gas, water and
minerals. The sale will further axcept and fesendse bo the City of Los Angeles any
interesl in the fee of any adiacent stroet which would otherwise pass with the
conveyance and shall be subject o covenants, conditions, resirictions, reservations,
pasaments, encroachments, rights, and rights of way of record or which are apparend
from a visual inspecton of the Property, and subject lo such other covenants,
condifions, resiriclions, easemeants, reservations, ancroachments, rights, and rights-of-
way which are more parficulady el forth in the MNolice of Sale. The Propery shall be
subject to a covenant that the property be restricled to State Tidelands Trust uses and
the unbuildable areas of the Property be preserved as “open space” for native plant
spicies of habital areas

Saec. 8. The Proparty offered for sale in this ordinance is offered in an A3
I5* condition, and all bidders, by bidding on the Propaerdy, ane, by such act, expressly

2
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agreeing 1o purchase the Property in an “AS |5” condition and without any warrenty as
to finass for use, fitness fof a particular use, or condilion of the Praperty, and that the
sefler (City) has no obligation to comect any condition of the Property, whather known
before or after Bw date of iha auction,

Sec. 10, The successful bidder shall pay for one-hall of all escrow fees and
shall pay for recording fees, documentary transfer tawes, policy of e insurance,
mssanger service fees, broker's commassion, 0 any, other real estabe transaction
taxas, feas or appication, and personal propery taxes where applicable,  Should the
swccossful bidder desine a survey of the property, termite inspection and any othar Byjses
of imapections, this may be ascomplished by an independant surveyor and inspectors at
the bidder's expense. The Bie company and oscrow company selected for the sale of
all these properties shall be at the sole discraBon of the Gity of Los Angaliss, Hasdbor

Deparirment.

Sec. 11. Should no acceplable bids be recahed or should (he sale not be
completed for the Propedy described in this ordinance for any meascn, the General
Manager of the Harbor Departirment of the City of Los Angeles or his designes is hereby
athonzod bo:

{a) re-offer said Property for sale pursuant to this Crdinance to the second
highest bidder, and # the second highest bidder fails to complate the
sale andior comply with the conditions of the sale, to the third then
fourth highest bidders, upon the sama tems and condilions spaecified
in the Molice of Sake withoul further ordar or permission of the Councit;

or
ib] declre the present Nolice of Sake immediaicly imabd and, pursuant to
Division 7, Chapier .1, Aricle 4, Section 7.32 of the Los Angeles
Adminisirative Code, cauge one or more other Molice of Sele to be
published and o conduel one of more other sale swction under the
terms and condiions of the new HNolice of Sale wunkil the Property
authorized for sale undar this crdinance is sodd or otherwise disposed,

Th: provisions of (his section shall be effeciwe until the date that is five (5) yaars
frormn the effective date of this ordinanca.

13.42
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See, 12 The City Chark shall carlify to the passage of this ordinance and
hawe il published in asccordance wilh Councll policy, aither in a daily newspapar
cinculated in the Cily of Los Angeles or by posting for ten days in three public places In
the City of Los Angeles; one copy on the balletin board located al the Main Stresl
enirance fo the Los Angeles City Hall; one copy on the bulletin board located at the
Main Straet entrance 1o Los Angeles City Hall East and one copy on the bulletin board
loeated at the Tample Stroet entrances to the Los Angales County Hall of Reconds.

I heraby cedify that this ordinance was passed by the Council of the City of
Los Angeles, al its mesfiing of

HOLLY L WOLCOTT, Gily Cladk

oSBT

G .

Approved as to Form and Logality
MICHAEL N. FEUER, City Attorney

oy Laf conf’

a{mm. Braal r'l
puty City Adbormey N
Date "MV e 1216
mie No._Wo- 1577 |
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Response to Letter 13: Janet Shaaf-Gunter, dated January 31, 2025

Comment I3.1: This comment states that the Proposed Project is part of a backroom deal from public officials
that would result in additional traffic, health consequences, industrial blight, and air pollution.

Response 13.1: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental impact
not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. CEQA is an
environmental protection statute that is concerned with physical changes to the environment (State CEQA
Guidelines Section 15358(b)). The environment includes land, air, water, minerals, flora, fauna, ambient
noise, and objects of historic or aesthetic significance (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15360). (State CEQA
Guidelines Sections 15064(e) and 15131(a)). Section 15204(c) of the State CEQA Guidelines advises that
comments should be accompanied by factual support, stating “[rleviewers should explain the basis for their
comments and should submit data or references offering facts, reasonable assumptions based on facts, or
expert opinion supported by facts in support of the comments. Pursuant to Section 15064, an effect shall not
be considered significant in the absence of substantial evidence.” Where comments provide no facts or other
substantial evidence to support an assertion, or where comments do not explain why the evidence supporting
a conclusion in the Draft EIR is not substantial evidence, the Final EIR is not required to alter a significance
determination of the Draft EIR. The commenters’ concerns about the Project will be provided to the Board of
Harbor Commissioners for consideration.

Comment 13.2: This comment states that the Proposed Project is just a reintroduction of the same project from
three years ago to bypass public scrutiny. The comment states that the commenter wishes to bring forward
the entire history of the Proposed Project.

Response 13.2: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental impact
not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. CEQA is an
environmental protection statute that is concerned with physical changes to the environment (State CEQA
Guidelines Section 15358(b)). The environment includes land, air, water, minerals, flora, fauna, ambient
noise, and objects of historic or aesthetic significance (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15360). The asserted
impacts related to the Port’s decision to reintroduce the Proposed Project are not considered effects on the
environment (State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15064(e) and 15131(a).

In addition, the Proposed Project’s CEQA process restarted from the beginning and included opportunities
for public input during the circulation of the Initial Study and Notice of Preparation (October 26, 2023
through December 11, 2023), the public scoping meeting (November 14, 2023), and the public circulation
of the Draft EIR (November 15, 2024 through January 10, 2025). The Lead Agency required the preparation
of an EIR due to the controversial nature of the Proposed Project and the potential for significant
environmental impacts as recommended in the State CEQA Guidelines Section 15064. The commenters’
concerns about the Project will be provided to the Board of Harbor Commissioners for consideration.

Comment 13.3: This comment states that the commenter would like to resubmit a comment letter on the
previous Negative Declaration from the San Pedro Homeowners United. The comment further states that
there are several comment letters missing from the Draft EIR.

Response 13.3: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental impact
not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. As stated previously
in Response 13.2, the Negative Declaration CEQA process for this Proposed Project was abandoned and
restarted from the beginning, thus comment letters on the previous Negative Declaration are not
automatically included in this document. As previously mentioned, opportunities were provided throughout
the CEQA process for public comment. All comment letters received during the circulation of the Initial
Study /Notice of Preparation (October 26, 2023, through December 11, 2023) were included in Appendix
A to the Draft EIR. Included in Appendix A are letters from the Wilmington Neighborhood Council, Raymond
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Regaldo of the Northwest San Pedro Neighborhood Council, Coalition for a Safe Environment, Central San
Pedro Neighborhood Council, and several individual community members. The commenters’ concerns about
the Project will be provided to the Board of Harbor Commissioners for consideration.

Comment 13.4: This comment states that the Draft EIR failed to adequately analyze impacts related to traffic
congestion. The comment further states that photos of the traffic conditions on nearby roadways are included
in the letter as comment 13.8. The comment states that the photos provide evidence of a chronic traffic
condition that will only be worsened by the Proposed Project.

Response 13.4: (also see Response 03.5 & 03.6). The congestion cited with photos taken on December 17,
2024 is not a daily occurrence. This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant
environmental impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally
inadequate. As part of the 2019 amendments to the State CEQA Guidelines, SB 743 directed that the
revised State CEQA Guidelines “shall promote the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions, the development
of multimodal transportation networks, and a diversity of land uses” (Pub. Resources Code Section
21099[b][1]); and that “automobile delay, as described solely by level of service or similar measures of
vehicular capacity or traffic congestion, shall not be considered a significant impact on the environment”
(Pub. Resources Code Section 21099[b][2]). As such, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21099(b)(2),
the Draft EIR is not required to analyze impacts related to traffic congestion as it shall not be considered an
impact on the environment. Moreover, the LADOT threshold for LOS analyses was not met. However, a site
ingress/egress and LOS analysis was conducted at three locations. This was determined given the estimated
number of hourly and peak hour trips to be generated at the site in which many are existing trips in motion,
moving to/from the adjacent TraPac and WBCT terminals in the POLA. Further, the analysis assumes that
trucks accessing Terminal Island would utilize 1-110 and SR 47. As stated in Response O3.5 and the Draft
EIR, the Proposed Project does not generate new trips within the Port complex. It is expected that most or all
inbound, diverted existing trucks trips from the north via 1-110 would be use the Harry Bridges Boulevard
interchange and not Channel Street. This interchange (and associated signalized intersection of Harry Bridges
Boulevard/John S. Gibson Boulevard) currently operates at a LOS B, which is an acceptable LOS per City
Guidelines. As reported in Caltrans’ VTB Replacement Project Draft Environmental Impact
Report/Environmental Assessment, the intersection of John S. Gibson/Channel is currently operating at a LOS
E only during the afternoon commute peak hour, but LOS D during the morning peak hour. The LAHD is
currently constructing major improvements to the Harbor Boulevard /VTB-SR 47 interchange, which will yield
good LOS D or better upon completion in 2027. Given the estimated number of hourly project site trips, the
LOS of all adjacent intersections cited in the comment will be minimally degraded.

Comment 13.5: The comment states that the letter also includes communication regarding the Proposed
Project obtained through a public records request which reference issues with the Proposed Project. The
comment states that the communication shows the corrupt policies of the Port throughout the process of the
Proposed Project and its previous proposal.

Response 13.5: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental impact
not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. CEQA is an
environmental protection statute that is concerned with physical changes to the environment (State CEQA
Guidelines Section 15358(b)). The environment includes land, air, water, minerals, flora, fauna, ambient
noise, and obijects of historic or aesthetic significance (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15360). As the
comment does not provide any specific comments related to Proposed Project impacts or issues with the Draft
EIR, no further response is warranted.

Comment 13.6: This comment states that there is no need for the Proposed Project as there is currently plenty
of land available for truck and chassis parking within the Port. The comment provides examples of areas in
the Port of Los Angeles and Port of Long Beach that are currently underutilized. The comment further states
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the community has been successful in court against similar Port expansion projects, which supports their
position.

Response 13.6: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence that the Proposed Project would
result in a significant environmental impact. As discussed in Draft EIR Section 7.0, Alternatives, an Alternative
Site Alternative was explored but ultimately dismissed due to the lack of suitable sites in areas that are
zoned for the proposed uses, would meet the Proposed Project objectives, and would lessen any significant
impacts from the Proposed Project. Further, there are no suitable sites within the control of the Project
Applicant One of the Proposed Project objectives is to provide off-terminal support for Port activities that
are located near the I-110 freeway. In addition, construction at the proposed alternative sites would require
similar mitigation measures related to cultural and paleontological resources.

While the Proposed Project would require a PMP amendment to change the open space land use designation
for APNs 7440-016-002_and 7440-016-003, end—7412-024-007; the Proposed Project would be
consistent with the City of Los Angeles’s General Plan land use designation and zoning for the site. Thus, the
proposed PMP amendment is necessary in order to render the PMP land use consistent with City of Los
Angeles land use and zoning designations. As evidenced by the site’s current land use and zoning
designations, urbanization of the site has been anticipated and accounted for since the adoption of the City
of Los Angeles General Plan.

Comment 13.7: This comment states that the letter includes a 2005 LA Times article about the Port’s
operations. This comment concludes by stating that a more thorough investigation must take place on this
Proposed Project.

Response 13.7: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence that the Project would result in a
new significant environmental impact. As substantiated by the responses above and below, none of the
conditions arise that would require recirculation of the Draft EIR pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section
15088.5. The commenters’ concerns about the Project will be provided to the Board of Harbor Commissioners
for consideration.

Comment 13.8: This comment provides photos of truck traffic on the roadways around the Port including near
the TraPac Terminal and the Carson Container Storage Yard.

Response 13.8: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental impact
not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. As part of the
2019 amendments to the State CEQA Guidelines, SB 743 directed that the revised State CEQA Guidelines
“shall promote the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions, the development of multimodal transportation
networks, and a diversity of land uses” (Pub. Resources Code Section 21099[b][1]); and that “automobile
delay, as described solely by level of service or similar measures of vehicular capacity or traffic congestion,
shall not be considered a significant impact on the environment” (Pub. Resources Code Section 21099[b][2]).
As such, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21099(b)(2), the Draft EIR is not required to analyze
impacts related to traffic congestion as it shall not be considered an impact on the environment.

As stated above in Response O3.5, the LADOT threshold for transportation assessment under CEQA was not
met. However, pursuant to LADOT’s Transportation Assessment Guidelines’ project access, safety, and
circulation evaluation non-CEQA transportation analysis requirement, a site ingress/egress and LOS analysis
was conducted at three locations (Appendix J to the Draft EIR). The LOS Analysis was based on the estimated
number of hourly and peak hour trips to be generated at the site, in which many are existing trips in motion,
moving to/from the adjacent TraPac and WBCT terminals in the POLA. As stated in Response O3.5 and the
Draft EIR, the Proposed Project does not generate new trips within the Port complex. It is expected that most
or all inbound, diverted existing trucks trips from the north via I-110 would use the Harry Bridges Boulevard
interchange and not Channel Street. This interchange (and associated signalized intersection of Harry Bridges
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Boulevard/John S. Gibson Boulevard) currently operates at LOS B, which is an acceptable LOS. As reported
in Caltrans’ VTB Deck Replacement Project Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment
[DEIR/EA], the intersection of John S. Gibson/Channel is currently operating at LOS E only during the
afternoon commute peak hour, but LOS D during the morning peak hour. The LAHD is currently constructing
major improvements to the Harbor Boulevard /VTB-SR 47 interchange, which should result in LOS D or better
upon completion in 2027, which is considered an acceptable LOS. Given the estimated number of hourly
Project site trips, as provided in Appendix D to the Traffic Impact Analysis, the LOS of all adjacent
intersections cited in the comment will be minimally degraded.

Comment 13.9: This comment includes the previous comment letter from the San Pedro Peninsula Homeowners
United, Inc. sent pertaining to the previous Negative Declaration prepared for the Project site. The comment
states that the Port sold the property on the Project site to a predetermined owner with a predetermined
project.

Response 13.9: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental impact
not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. The sale of the
parcels by the POLA is not related to the Proposed Project and the sale was not tied to the proposed truck
and chassis parking lot as the Proposed Project was not yet conceptualized. Regarding existing views of the
Port, as discussed in Draft EIR Section 5.1, Aesthetics, views of Port activities would still be available from
the 1-110, as seen in Draft EIR Figures 5.1-1a and 5.1-1d (pages 5.1-7 through 5.1-13) as the proposed
grade of the truck parking lot would be lower than the elevation of I1-110. In addition, as shown on Draft
EIR Figure 5.1-1b, views from John S. Gibson Boulevard looking towards the site would be improved from a
vacant hillside with scattered litter into a landscaped and manicured hillside with lush vegetation and trees.

Comment 13.10: This comment states that the Negative Declaration previously prepared for the Proposed
Project did not adequately discuss the potential impacts of the Proposed Project. The letter lists specific points
that were missing from the Negative Declaration including specificity of soil cut/fill volumes, grading plans
or elevations, discussion of seismic impacts, and contractor /applicant information.

Response 13.10: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. A Draft EIR
was prepared for the Proposed Project and was released for public review from November 24, 2024,
through February 4, 2025. The Draft EIR discussed all the potential environmental impacts from the Proposed
Project consistent with CEQA Guidelines. Pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15124, the Project
Description “should not supply extensive detail beyond that needed for the evaluation and review of the
environmental impact.” The Proposed Project is thoroughly described within Draft EIR Section 3.0, Project
Description. In addition, a Conceptual Site Plan, Project Renderings, and Slope and Grading Cross Sections
are provided as Draft EIR Figures 3-5, 5.1-1a through 5.1-1d and Initial Study Figures 2-1a through 2-8f
(included as Appendix A to the Draft EIR). Analysis under the Draft EIR have all utilized these same graphics
and plans. As such, the level of detail needed for the evaluation of the Project by the public and decision
makers and for the review of the Project’s environmental impacts is adequate within the Project Description,
and extensively detailed figures or plans are not needed. As demonstrated by Citizens for a Sustainable
Treasure Island v. City & County of San Francisco (2014) 227 CA4th 1036, 1053, the EIR’s description of the
Proposed Project should identify the Project’s main features and other information needed for an analysis
of the Project’s environmental impacts. As long as the requirements set forth in State CEQA Guidelines Section
15124 are met, the Project Description may allow for the flexibility needed to respond to changing
conditions that could impact the Project’s final design. As such, detailed grading plans for all buildings are
not required to be included in the Draft EIR’s Project Description and a general description of the Project
and conceptual plans are allowed. As discussed in Section 3.0, Project Description, of the Draft EIR, grading
of the Proposed Project site would result in approximately 3,433 cubic yards of soil import, which is included
in the Project analysis. In addition, the Air Quality Analysis (Appendix B to the Draft EIR) assumes a soil
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export of approximately 500 cubic yards of contaminated soils to a landfill approximately 117 miles from
the Project site. Should the Project be approved, design-level civil engineering plans would be prepared
and reviewed by the appropriate City departments prior to any construction on the Project site.

In regard to relying on laws and regulations without evidence and enforcement, all rules and regulations
would be enforced by City of Los Angeles Code Enforcement and the City of Los Angeles Police Department.

In addition, the Project sponsor/applicant, Howard Industrial Partners, is listed on page 42 of the IS/NOP
(Appendix A to the Draft EIR), which was released for public review on October 26, 2023. Future Project
contractors are currently not known.

Regarding seismic impacts, as discussed in Initial Study Section 4.7 Geology and Soils (included as Appendix
A to the Draft EIR), the Project site is located in a seismically active region with several nearby active faults,
with the nearest being the Palos Verdes Fault Zone. The Proposed Project would construct structures including
retaining walls, and an occupiable prefabricated guard booth and restrooms onsite. The retaining walls and
the guard booth and restroom structures and foundations constructed on the site would be designed and
constructed according to the recommendations from the required geotechnical studies and pursuant to the
CBC and City of Los Angeles grading requirements. The Geotechnical Investigation for the Project site slope
stability analyses indicated adequate static and seismic factors of safety (Appendix F to the Draft EIR).
While there is a historical landslide located within the central portion of the site, potential impacts related
to landslides would be reduced through the proposed grading, addition of retaining walls, and adherence
to CBC standards and City of Los Angeles grading regulations.

Comment 13.11: This comment includes additional concerns about the project including aesthetic impacts,
seismic impacts, the potential “pay to play” tactics used to acquire this development, and the potential for
the Project to be substituted for another use such as a hotel.

Response 13.11: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. In regard
to the aesthetic impacts of the Proposed Project, as discussed in Draft EIR Section 5.1, Aesthetics, views of
Port activities would still be available from the 1-110, as seen in Draft EIR Figures 5.1-1a, 5.1-1¢, and 5.1-
1d as the proposed truck parking lot would be lower in elevation than the 1-110 freeway. Further, the
Proposed Project does not propose container stacking; therefore, there would be no potential “container
wall.” In addition, as shown on Draft EIR Figure 5.1-1b, views from John S. Gibson Boulevard looking towards
the site would be improved from a vacant hillside with scattered litter into a landscaped and manicured
hillside with lush vegetation and trees.

Regarding seismic impacts, as discussed in Initial Study Section 4.7 Geology and Soils (included as Appendix
A to the Draft EIR), the Project site is in a seismically active region with several nearby active faults, with the
nearest being the Palos Verdes Fault Zone. The Proposed Project would construct structures including retaining
walls, and an occupiable prefabricated guard booth and restrooms onsite. However, the retaining walls and
the guard booth and restroom structures and foundations constructed on the site would be designed and
constructed according to the required geotechnical studies and pursuant to the California Building Code and
City of Los Angeles grading requirements. The Geotechnical Investigation for the Project site slope stability
analyses indicated adequate static and seismic factors of safety (Appendix F to the Draft EIR). While there
is a historical landslide located within the central portion of the site, potential impacts related to landslides
would be reduced through the proposed grading, addition of retaining walls, and adherence to CBC
standards and City of Los Angeles grading regulations.

CEQA is an environmental protection statute that is concerned with physical changes to the environment (State
CEQA Guidelines Section 15358(b)). The environment includes land, air, water, minerals, flora, fauna,
ambient noise, and obijects of historic or aesthetic significance (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15360). The
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asserted impacts related to the Port’s “pay to play” tactics or future hotel project are not considered effects
on the environment (State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15064(e) and 15131 (a)). A hotel project alternative
was discussed in Section 7.0, Alternatives, but was dismissed as it was found to be infeasible due to existing
site conditions. In addition, the introduction of a new project such as a hotel would be required to be
evaluated under CEQA and a new environmental document would be prepared. The commenters’ concerns
about the Project will be provided to the Board of Harbor Commissioners for consideration.

Comment 13.12: This comment concludes the letter, stating that the Port has continued to dismiss the community
and continues to ignore concerns and fails to honor transparency.

Response 13.12: The comment does not provide any substantial evidence that the Proposed Project would
result in a new significant environmental impact. As substantiated by the responses above and below, none
of the conditions arise that would require recirculation of the Draft EIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section
15088.5.

CEQA is an environmental protection statute that is concerned with physical changes to the environment (State
CEQA Guidelines Section 15358(b)). The environment includes land, air, water, minerals, flora, fauna,
ambient noise, and obijects of historic or aesthetic significance (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15360). The
asserted impacts related to the Port’s “pay to play” tactics or future hotel project are not considered effects
on the environment (State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15064(e) and 15131(a)). The commenters’ concerns
about the Project will be provided to the Board of Harbor Commissioners for consideration.

Comment 13.13: This comment states that the Coalition for a Safe Environment (CFASE) provided this letter
in regard to the Negative Declaration prepared for the Proposed Project. The comment further states that
the property developer, AIGGRE San Pedro Industrial Owner LLC (AIGGRE), has never worked within the
Port or the City of Los Angeles and does not have experience in managing a container lot. The comment
states that the claim that the Proposed Project would only require two employees is ridiculous. The comment
states that the developer has no intention of paying for mitigation measures to reduce impacts.

Response 13.13: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. CEQA is an
environmental protection statute that is concerned with physical changes to the environment (State CEQA
Guidelines Section 15358(b)). The environment includes land, air, water, minerals, flora, fauna, ambient
noise, and objects of historic or aesthetic significance (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15360). The asserted
impacts related to the Port’s “pay to play” tactics, future hotel project, or the history of the developer are
not considered effects on the environment (State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15064(e) and 15131(a)). In
addition, the introduction of a new project such as a hotel would be required to be evaluated under CEQA
and a new environmental document would be prepared.

As shown in-Exhibit>ox-Draft EIR Figure 3-7 (included in Chapter 3.0, Modifications to the Draft EIR), three
inbound processing gates would be operated with the sufficient number of workers.

As discussed above and within the Draft EIR, there are no significant and unavoidable impacts related to air
quality or GHG emissions, and impacts were found to be less than significant with the implementation of
existing regulatory requirements. Thus, there is no need for additional measures such as requiring zero-
emission on-road haul trucks.

Comment 13.14: This comment states that the Proposed Project is not consistent with the previously proposed
project on the site from 2016.

Response 13.14: While the Proposed Project would require a PMP amendment to change the open space
land use designation for APNs 7440-016-002_and 7440-016-003, end—7412-024-007; the Proposed
Project would be consistent with the City of Los Angeles’s General Plan land use designation and zoning for
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the site. Thus, the proposed PMP amendment is necessary to render the PMP land use consistent with City of
Los Angeles land use and zoning designations. As evidenced by the site’s current land use and zoning
designations, urbanization of the site has been anticipated and accounted for since the adoption of the City
of Los Angeles General Plan.

As stated previously in Response 13.2, the CEQA process from 2016 was abandoned and restarted from the
beginning based on a new development project and the prior CEQA analysis was not relied upon. The
commenters’ concerns about the Project will be provided to the Board of Harbor Commissioners for
consideration.

Comment 13.15: This comment states that the previous Negative Declaration failed to be transparent about
the scope of the Proposed Project including how the parking lot would operate including whether containers
would be full or if any loading and unloading would occur onsite as well as the sale of the property and the
qualifications of the lease or buyer. The comment states that the LAHD did not allow a 90-day public
comment period as requested by community members.

Response 13.15: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. CEQA is an
environmental protection statute that is concerned with physical changes to the environment (State CEQA
Guidelines Section 15358(b)). The environment includes land, air, water, minerals, flora, fauna, ambient
noise, and objects of historic or aesthetic significance (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15360). The asserted
impacts related to the backrooms deal involving the sale of the parcels, or the experience of the lease or
buyer are not considered effects on the environment (State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15064(e) and
15131(a)). Any substantial change in site use would be required to be evaluated under CEQA in a separate
environmental document.

Draft EIR Section 3.0, Project Description, describes the operations of the Proposed Project as involving a to-
be-determined company that would operate the site as a parking lot for the parking of trucks and loaded
and unloaded chassis. The parking lot would have approximately 393 spaces accommodating chassis with
shipping containers up to 40 feet long. The shipping containers would not be loaded or unloaded at the site.
Full or empty containers will be brought to the site, parked in a space, and eventually picked up again.
During Proposed Project operations, trucks would travel to and from the Project site to pick up or drop off
chassis, and shipping containers would be “parked” on top of the chassis. The Proposed Project is anticipated
to be used for short-term parking, as chassis and containers are not anticipated to be parked on site for
longer than 24 hours. No fueling, maintenance, loading, or other industrial activity would occur on the Project
site.

Regarding the 90-day public comment period, this comment was on the original Negative Declaration for
the Project site, and no comments requesting a 90-day public review period were received during any of
the public review periods for this Draft EIR. According to State CEQA Guidelines Section 21091, the Draft
EIR is required to be circulated for a minimum of 45 days. The public review period for the Draft EIR was
November 15, 2024 through January 10, 2025, which is a 56-day review period. The public review period
was then extended to February 42025, at the request of the Wilmington Neighborhood Council. Therefore,
ample public review time was provided for the Draft EIR.

Comment 13.16: This comment states that the previous Negative Declaration failed to analyze all of the
potential impacts from the Proposed Project and requests that an EIR be written for the Proposed Project.

Response 13.16: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. A public
review draft EIR was prepared for the Proposed Project and circulated for public review in accordance with
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State CEQA Guidelines. The commenters’ concerns about the Project will be provided to the Board of Harbor
Commissioners for consideration.

Comment 13.17: This comment states that the Proposed Project would fail to meet its own objective of
providing off-terminal maritime support as the site is too small and would constantly be at capacity. The
comment further states that while the Project claims to relieve truck traffic congestion, there is no evidence to
support the claim, and it would likely result in increased congestion. The comment states that the Port has
failed to designate appropriate land for Port-supporting activities. The comment also requests assessments
for truck-driver needs, zero-emission truck needs, and chassis needs.

Response 13.17: (Also see Responses 03.5 and 03.6). This comment does not provide any substantial
evidence of a significant environmental impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is
fundamentally inadequate. In regards to traffic congestion, as part of the 2019 amendments to the CEQA
Guidelines, SB 743 directed that the revised CEQA Guidelines “shall promote the reduction of greenhouse
gas emissions, the development of multimodal transportation networks, and a diversity of land uses” (Pub.
Resources Code Section 21099[b][1]); and that “automobile delay, as described solely by level of service
or similar measures of vehicular capacity or traffic congestion, shall not be considered a significant impact
on the environment” (Pub. Resources Code Section 21099[b][2]). As such, pursuant to Public Resources Code
Section 21099(b)(2), the Draft EIR is not required to analyze impacts related to traffic congestion as it shall
not be considered an impact on the environment.

As discussed in Draft EIR Section 5.9, Land Use and Planning, the Proposed Project would result in a truck and
chassis parking lot which would serve Port activities. The Proposed Project would not result in additional
cargo trips to the area but would be utilized to facilitate existing movement of goods throughout the Port.
With approval of the PMP amendment to Maritime Support, the site would support the surrounding industrial
and cargo-handling uses.

Regarding the assessments proposed in the comment, as discussed in Response 13.12 and within the Draft
EIR, there are no significant and unavoidable impacts related to air quality or GHG emissions. Impacts were
found to be less than significant with the implementation of existing regulatory requirements. Thus, there is
no need for additional measures or assessments.

Comment 13.18: This comment states that the presence of contaminated soils is sufficient to justify an EIR to
evaluate the potential impacts of the Proposed Project. The comment states that the previous Negative
Declaration states that a site investigation found soils impacts with total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH) and
volatile organic compounds (VOC). The comment further states that a Land & Groundwater Contamination
Assessment and Remediation Plan should be prepared for the Project.

Response 13.18: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. As discussed
in Draft EIR Section 5.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, the Phase | and Phase Il ESAs detail releases of
TPH and VOCs within site soils at levels exceeding the DTSC human health risk criteria and estimated that
the area of contaminated soil is approximately 1,200 square feet, with an average depth of approximately
10 feet bgs (estimated 12,000 cubic feet). Therefore, implementation of SCAQMD Rule 1166, as described
in Section 3.0 of this Final EIR, related to excavating or grading soil containing VOC materials would be
required along with the CalOSHA hazardous waste materials handling regulations and the sections of the
California Health and Safety Code discussed in Draft EIR Section 5.8.3.2, State Regulations, in Section 5.8
Hazards and Hazardous Materials. In addition, a SMP would be prepared for the proper management and
disposal of waste in accordance with all applicable laws and regulations. The SMP would provide a protocol
for ensuring the proper handling and disposal of contaminated soils that could be encountered during
development, in a manner that is protective of human health and compliant with applicable laws and
regulations. The SMP would be submitted to the LADBS prior to the issuance of a grading permit and
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implemented during grading/development activities. In addition, a Health and Safety Plan (HSP) would be
required to be approved by the LADBS prior to the issuance of a grading permit and implemented pursuant
to OSHA Safety and Health Standards (29 Code of Federal Regulations 1910.120). The HSP would outline
health and safety requirements to minimize worker and public exposure to hazardous materials during
construction, including vapor, water, and soil contamination. The HSP shall provide compliance with OSHA
Safety and Health Standards and provide procedures in the event of release or human contact with
hazardous materials during all construction activities. Therefore, with compliance with SCAQMD Rule 1166,
OSHA Safety and Health Standards (29 Code of Federal Regulations 1910.120), and Cal/OSHA
requirements (CCR Title 8, General Industry Safety Orders and California Labor Code, Division 5, Part 1,
Sections 6300-6719) and the implementation of a SMP, impacts related to transport, use, or disposal of
contaminated materials during construction would be less than significant, and no further measures such as a
Land & Groundwater Contamination Assessment and Remediation Plan are necessary to further reduce
impacts.

Comment 13.19: This comment states that the POLA failed to attach a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan
(SWPPP) and the Protocol Plan for Unknown Hazardous Materials to the Negative Declaration.

Response 13.19: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. A SWPPP
was prepared for the Proposed Project and was included as Appendix C to the Initial Study (included as
Appendix A to the Draft EIR). The NOP/IS was published for public review for 45 days from October 26,
2023, to December 11, 2023. As discussed in Draft EIR Section 5.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, the
Proposed Project would prepare a SMP for the proper management and disposal of waste in accordance
with all applicable laws and regulations. The SMP would provide a protocol for ensuring the proper handling
and disposal of contaminated soils that could be encountered during development, in a manner that is
protective of human health and compliant with applicable laws and regulations. The SMP would be submitted
to the LADBS prior to the issuance of a grading permit and implemented during grading/development
activities.

Comment 13.20: This comment states that the SCAB is in nonattainment of the NAAQS and any net increase
in emissions from the Proposed Project would cause the SCAB to continue to be in nonattainment. The comment
further states that the Port has never prepared a Health Impact Assessment or a Public Health Survey for
the Proposed Project, which would increase local mobile and stationary truck air pollution. The comment
recommends additional mitigation including zero-emission off-road and on-road trucks, cargo handling
equipment, and construction equipment.

Response 13.20: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. As discussed
in Section 5.2, Air Quality, localized impacts were found to be less than significant. The Draft EIR analyzed
localized impacts to residents located approximately 1,366 feet southwest of the Project site along N
Gaffey Street. Therefore, since the exposure at the nearest sensitive receptor was found to be less than
significant, impacts related to any other potential receptor would be less than significant as impacts are
expected to decrease as they are further away. This similarly applies to the Project’s health risk impacts
from construction and operation. Both the construction and operational HRA (Appendix B to the Draft EIR)
utilized a sensitive receptor distance of 1,589 feet. Although this location is not the nearest receptor to the
Project site, it is the location that would experience the highest concentrations of DPM during Proposed Project
operation due to meteorological conditions at the site. All other receptors would experience lower
concentrations of DPM and thus less risk during operation of the Proposed Project. Thus, impacts would
continue to be less than significant. Draft EIR Table 5.2-6 shows that construction emissions would not exceed
SCAQMD regional thresholds and Table 5.2-9 shows that construction emissions would not exceed localized
significance thresholds, and air quality impacts would be less than significant during the Project construction.
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In addition, the Proposed Project would utilize zero-emission cargo handling equipment during operation. As
shown in Draft EIR Tables 5.2-7 and 5.2-10, regional and localized operational emissions would be below
SCAQMD thresholds and impacts related to operational air quality would be less than significant. Thus, there
is no nexus to provide operational mitigation. Further, in regard to zero-emission heavy-duty truck feasibility,
the commenter is referred to Response A3.3.

Comment 13.21: This comment states that the Proposed Project would result in a net increase in GHG
emissions during construction and operation of the Proposed Project which would be inconsistent with
California state law AB 32 and provides recommended mitigation measures to reduce impacts.

Response 13.21: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. The
Proposed Project is located within the jurisdiction of the SCAQMD and was evaluated against SCAQMD’s
thresholds and supported by substantial evidence. As discussed on page 5.7-11 of the Draft EIR, the
Proposed Project would result in approximately 4,914.3 MTCO2e/yr, which would be below the SCAQMD
Threshold of 10,000 MT CO2e/yr. Therefore, operation of the Proposed Project would not generate
substantial GHG emissions that would have a significant effect on the environment, and no mitigation is
required. Additionally, the 2022 CARB Scoping Plan (AB 32) includes overall state goals, therefore the
referenced goal is not a Project-specific goal. As discussed in Draft EIR Section 5.5 Energy, the Proposed
Project would provide contemporary, energy-efficient/energy-conserving design features and operational
procedures. The Proposed Project would not interfere with the State’s implementation of AB 1279’s target
of 85% below 1990 levels and carbon neutrality by 2045, because it does not interfere with implementation
of the GHG reduction measures listed in CARB’s Updated Scoping Plan (2022), as discussed in Section 5.7,
Greenhouse Gas Emissions, in Table 5.7-2 in the Draft EIR. CARB’s 2022 Scoping Plan reflects the 2045 target
of an 85% reduction below 1990 levels, set by Executive Order B-55-18 and codified by AB 1279.
Therefore, the Proposed Project does not conflict with the GHG significance threshold, or any plan, policy,
or goal related to GHG.

Comment 13.22: This comment states that the Port has a history of allowing unpermitted activities within
container storage yards. The comment provides measures to ensure no unpermitted activities occur onsite.

Response 13.22: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. This comment
is no longer applicable as the Proposed Project no longer includes a container storage yard. Some of the
measures provided are already included as part of the Project Description. For example, in regard to Project
lighting, as discussed on page 58 of the NOP/IS (Appendix A to the Draft EIR), the Proposed Project would
install pole- mounted LED fixtures in the parking lot and driveway to provide illumination during evening and
overnight operations. The 19-foot-high LED fixtures are designed to face downward directly onto the
parking lot and driveway, minimizing spillover and avoiding glare to surrounding areas.

During Proposed Project operations, trucks would travel to and from the Project site to pick up or drop off
chassis, and shipping containers would be “parked” on top of the chassis. The Proposed Project is anticipated
to be used for short-term parking, as chassis and containers are not anticipated to be parked on site for
longer than 24 hours. No fueling, maintenance, loading or unloading, or other industrial activity would occur
on the Project site.

Comment 13.23: This comment states that the Proposed Project fails to require zero-emission trucks, vehicles,
cargo handling equipment, and construction equipment accessing the site. The comment also requests
mitigation requiring zero emission power and backup power.

Response 13.23: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. Neither the
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Project Applicant nor the POLA has the authority to require all heavy-duty trucks entering or on the Project
site to be of a certain model year or engine type or require future tenants and vendors to utilize heavy-
duty vehicles for trips to and from the site that are zero-emissions. The future operational permitting
requirements may include provision of trucking fleet incentives. However, the Project Applicant and the City
do not have the authority to require future tenants and vendors to enroll in incentive programs; and fleet
upgrades are generally driven by existing SCAG and CARB emissions requirements. Thus, any measures that
require zero-emission heavy-duty trucks are infeasible, as further discussed in Response A3.3. However, as
discussed in Draft EIR Section 3.0, Project Description, the Proposed Project would utilize zero-emission cargo
handling equipment.

In regard to zero-emission power and back-up power, as shown in Draft EIR Tables 5.2-7 and 5.2-10,
regional and localized operational emissions would be below SCAQMD thresholds and impacts related to
operational air quality would be less than significant. Thus, there is no nexus to provide operational mitigation
requiring zero-emission power or back-up power.

Comment 13.24: The comment states that many pedestrians and bikers utilize John S. Gibson Boulevard on
their route, and the long line of trucks accessing the SR-47 block intersections makes it difficult and sometimes
dangerous for pedestrians and bikers to cross the street. The comment further states that the trucks burn
diesel fuel on the roadway which would increase toxic emissions. The comment includes a list of suggested
mitigation measures in order to reduce impacts from diesel trucks and improve pedestrian safety.

Response 13.24: (Also see Response 03.6 and 03.11) This comment does not provide any substantial
evidence of a significant environmental impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is
fundamentally inadequate. As part of the 2019 amendments to the State CEQA Guidelines, SB 743 directed
that the revised State CEQA Guidelines “shall promote the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions, the
development of multimodal transportation networks, and a diversity of land uses” (Pub. Resources Code
Section 21099[b][1]); and that “automobile delay, as described solely by level of service or similar measures
of vehicular capacity or traffic congestion, shall not be considered a significant impact on the environment”
(Pub. Resources Code Section 21099[b][2]). As such, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21099(b)(2),
the Draft EIR is not required to analyze impacts related to traffic congestion as it shall not be considered an
impact on the environment.

In regard to pedestrian safety, construction of the proposed driveway would not interfere with pedestrian
access/safety as there is no sidewalk on the northwestern side of John S. Gibson Boulevard, only on the
southeastern side of the roadway, where no construction or operational activity would occur. Additionally,
the traffic signal installation and turning geometry would aid in reducing speeds for inbound southbound
right-turning trucks that will cross a striped bike lane on John S. Gibson Boulevard. The traffic signal would
also provide safety for southbound bicyclists as they must obey the vehicle code and thus traffic signal
red/yellow phases (for northbound left-turns and outbound driveway vehicles). It should be noted that no
bikes were recorded in the recent traffic counts. Thus, the Proposed Project would not result in safety impacts
to pedestrians and there is no need to include the mitigation measures proposed in the comment.

Based on the comment, LAHD prepared a queuing analysis, as included in Response O1.3. As discussed in
Response O3.1, a driveway length of approximately 362 feet would be required for peak hour operations.
Since the Proposed Project would provide an on-site queue length of approximately 850 feet, the queue
would not spill onto John S. Gibson Boulevard. As such, an overflow of trucks onto John S. Gibson Boulevard
would not occur and there would be no increased hazard for pedestrians or bikers on John S. Gibson
Boulevard.

Regarding the assessments proposed in the comment, as discussed in Response 13.12, and within the Draft
EIR, there are no significant and unavoidable impacts related to air quality or GHG emissions. Impacts were
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found to be less than significant with the implementation of existing regulatory requirements. Thus, there is
no need for additional measures such as requiring zero-emission vehicles.

Comment 13.25: This comment states that trucks lining up to turn into the Project site would create additional
traffic congestion on John S. Gibson Boulevard. The comment further states that there is inadequate turning
space for multiple trucks to turn within the facility. The comment concludes with suggested mitigation measures
including a Traffic Congestion Impact Assessment, prohibiting trucks from using non-truck routes, and a
minimum entry staging area for 10 trucks with up to 53-foot containers.

Response 13.25: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. As part of
the 2019 amendments to the State CEQA Guidelines, SB 743 directed that the revised State CEQA
Guidelines “shall promote the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions, the development of multimodal
transportation networks, and a diversity of land uses” (Pub. Resources Code Section 21099[b][1]); and that
“automobile delay, as described solely by level of service or similar measures of vehicular capacity or traffic
congestion, shall not be considered a significant impact on the environment” (Pub. Resources Code Section
21099[b][2]). As such, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21099(b)(2), the Draft EIR is not required
to analyze impacts related to traffic congestion as it shall not be considered an impact on the environment.
Nevertheless, a Traffic Impact Analysis was prepared for the Project and is publicly available on the Port’s
website as Appendix J to the Draft EIR. As explained in Response O3.6, the Proposed Project is not expected
to measurably degrade traffic operating conditions along John S. Gibson Boulevard, Pacific Avenue, and
Front Street. In addition, as shown in Figure 5 in Response 02.8, the Proposed Project would construct a new
northbound left turn pocket on John S. Gibson Boulevard, which would allow sufficient turning radius for
trucks to access the Proposed Project driveway safely. Further, the parking spaces are oriented and the
parking lot is wide enough in order for trucks to reverse into each space. Thus, the mitigation measures
mentioned in the comment are not required to reduce impacts.

In regard to truck turning and accessibility, as discussed in Draft EIR Section 5.11, Transportation, the
Proposed Project would construct a new 40-foot-wide access road and driveway off John S. Gibson
Boulevard to allow vehicles to access the Project site. The Proposed Project would connect to the existing
curb lines and circulation system and would implement the City’s traffic engineering design standards. The
driveway would be signal-controlled at John S. Gibson Boulevard and would allow for all turning movements
with right on red restrictions from the Proposed Project driveway onto John S. Gibson Boulevard. In addition,
the Proposed Project would include three inbound gate lanes and two queuing lanes between these gates
and John S. Gibson Boulevard to ensure trucks do not queue onto Gibson Boulevard, as further discussed in
Response O3.1. Trucks turning left into the site would have adequate sight distance and would not result in
unsafe turning movements.

Comment 13.26: This comment states that Harry Bridges Boulevard and John S. Gibson Boulevard were not
designed to handle the Proposed Project and may require increased maintenance and repair costs due to
the Project. The comment suggests that a Public Transportation Infrastructure Damage Assessment should be
provided as well as contributing fees for the additional maintenance required.

Response 13.26: Most or all of the trips to the Project site would be existing truck trips and thus would not
generate additional traffic loads on the pavement. It should also be noted that the adjacent roadways are
the responsibility of the COLA Public Works Department. Nonetheless, the LAHD has spent $207 million since
2012 on roadway projects in the vicinity of the Project site (including the on-going SR 47 /Harbor Boulevard
project). Additionally, the COLA Public Works Department will be reconstructing Harry Bridges/Alameda
Street, between Quay Avenue and Anaheim Street, starting in 2028, in which the LAHD contributed $8.6
million in 201 3. This Public Works project is being deferred until after the Caltrans VTB deck replacement
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project is completed. However, Caltrans will be repaving Harry Bridges Boulevard between John S. Gibson
Boulevard and Anaheim Street in 2026, in advance of the Vincent Thomas Bridge project.

Finally, this comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental impact not
disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. As part of the
2019 amendments to the State CEQA Guidelines, SB 743 directed that the revised State CEQA Guidelines
“shall promote the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions, the development of multimodal transportation
networks, and a diversity of land uses” (Pub. Resources Code Section 21099[b][1]); and that “automobile
delay, as described solely by level of service or similar measures of vehicular capacity or traffic congestion,
shall not be considered a significant impact on the environment” (Pub. Resources Code Section 21099[b][2]).
As such, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21099(b)(2), the Draft EIR is not required to analyze
impacts related to traffic congestion as it is not considered an impact on the environment.

Comment 13.27: This comment states that there would be an increase in public safety risks due to the increase
of hazardous cargo traveling through the areq, as increased oil leaks and fluids cause soil and rainwater
runoff contamination. The comment suggests that the Port and tenants must notice the public 60 days prior to
the transport of hazardous materials, inspect trucks for fuel leakage, and only allow zero-emission trucks to
enter the site.

Response 13.27: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. As discussed
in Draft EIR Section 5.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, should any future business that occupies the Project
site handle acutely hazardous materials (as defined in Section 25500 of California Health and Safety Code,
Division 20, Chapter 6.95) the business would require a permit from the Los Angeles Fire Department (LAFD)
Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA). Such businesses are also required to comply with California’s
Hazardous Materials Release Response Plans and Inventory Law, which requires immediate reporting to the
LAFD CUPA and the State Office of Emergency Services regarding any release or threatened release of a
hazardous material, regardless of the amount handled by the business. With compliance with the above-
mentioned regulations regarding the transport of hazardous materials, impacts would be less than significant
and there is no nexus to require additional mitigation such as those mentioned in the comment.

In regard to polluted runoff and ground contamination, as discussed in Initial Study Section 4.10 Hydrology
and Water Quality, (Appendix A to the Draft EIR), a SWPPP was prepared and was included as Appendix
C to the Initial Study (included as Appendix A to the Draft EIR). The SWPPP includes temporary non-
stormwater best management practices (BMPs) to control sediment from entering non-stormwater discharges
into storm drainage systems and waterways during construction activities. Drip pans or absorbent pads would
be used for vehicles and activities that involve grease, oil, solvents, or other vehicle fluids. All vehicle
maintenance and fueling operations would be conducted at least 50 feet away from inlets and drainage
facilities on a level-graded area.

During operation, no fueling, maintenance, or other industrial activity would occur on site. However, the
Proposed Project could generate pollutants including trash, debris, oil residue, and other residue that could
be deposited on driveways, paved areas, and other surfaces and wash into receiving waters. The Proposed
Project would implement a Project-specific Low Impact Development (LID) Plan including BMPs to be used in
Project design and operation as required by the City’s LID Ordinance. The Proposed Project is designed to
include on-site structural source control BMPs which consist of 10 capture and use cisterns and pervious
landscaped areas that would be sized to retain and reuse the storm capture volume. In addition, operational
source control LID BMPs would be implemented, including but not limited to, the installation of water-efficient
landscape irrigation systems, storm drain system stenciling and signage, catch basin filtration inserts, and
implementation of a trash and waste storage area. With the implementation of the SWPPP and Water
Quality Management Plan, impacts related to stormwater runoff would be less than significant and there is
no nexus for additional mitigation measures mentioned in the comment.
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As discussed in Response 13.12, and within the Draft EIR, there are no significant and unavoidable impacts
related to air quality or GHG emissions. Impacts were found to be less than significant with the
implementation of existing regulatory requirements. Thus, there is no need for additional measures such as
requiring the assessments mentioned in the comment.

Comment 13.28: This comment states that both construction and operation of the Proposed Project would
result in a net increase in the ambient noise levels in an area where noise is not excessive. The comment
suggests that zero-emission trucks and equipment during construction and operation be required to access
the site in order to reduce noise impacts.

Response 13.28: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant noise impact not
disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. This comment is in
regard to the previously circulated Negative Declaration prepared in 2021 and is not applicable to the
Proposed Project. As shown in Draft EIR Table 5.10-7, construction composite noise levels at the nearest
sensitive receiver were estimated to be approximately 60 dBA Leq, which is below the 75 dBA Leq threshold.
Thus, impacts would be less than significant and there is no nexus for the implementation of the mitigation
measures listed in the comment such as only allowing zero-emission vehicles onsite.

As discussed in the revised Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis, included as Appendix B to this Final EIR, at
an average distance of 2,800 feet from the center of the site to the nearest sensitive uses to the west, noise
levels would approach 41.4 dBA Leq during operation of the Proposed Project. The City has a residential
daytime standard of 50 dBA Leq and a nighttime standard of 40 dBA Leq. While this level would exceed the
nighttime standard of 40 dBA Leq, existing ambient noise levels in the project area exceed 53 dBA Leq during
nighttime hours, therefore the Proposed Project operations would not create a perceptible noise increase at
the nearest sensitive receptors. All other receptors would experience lower levels of noise increase and
would therefore remain within the City’s noise standards. Table 5.10-8 of the Draft EIR shows that the
Proposed Project off-site traffic noise level increase would be approximately 1.3 dBA CNEL. Based on the
significance criteria for off-site traffic noise presented in Section 5.10.4 of the Draft EIR, land uses adjacent
to the study area roadway segments would experience less-than-significant noise level impacts due to
Project-related traffic noise levels. Thus, there is no nexus for the implementation of the mitigation measures
listed in the comment such as only allowing zero-emission vehicles onsite and no further response is warranted.

Comment 13.29: The comment states that the increased truck traffic along John S. Gibson Boulevard and
Harry Bridges Boulevard would block police and emergency response vehicles that use those roadways.

Response 13.29: (Also see Response 03.6). This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a
significant environmental impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally
inadequate. As part of the 2019 amendments to the State CEQA Guidelines, SB 743 directed that the
revised State CEQA Guidelines “shall promote the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions, the development
of multimodal transportation networks, and a diversity of land uses” (Pub. Resources Code Section
21099[b][1]); and that “automobile delay, as described solely by level of service or similar measures of
vehicular capacity or traffic congestion, shall not be considered a significant impact on the environment”
(Pub. Resources Code Section 21099[b][2]). As such, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21099(b)(2),
the Draft EIR is not required to analyze impacts related to traffic congestion as it shall not be considered an
impact on the environment.

Based on the comment, LAHD prepared a queueing analysis, as included in Response O3.1. As discussed in
Response O3.1, a driveway length of approximately 362 feet would be required for peak hour operations.
Since the Proposed Project would provide an onsite queue length of approximately 850 feet, the queue
would not spill onto John S. Gibson Boulevard.
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In regard to emergency access, the driveway is projected to operate at a LOS B and thus queues would be
minimal and would not spill onto John S. Gibson Boulevard (See Response O1.3), and would not worsen
existing emergency vehicle movement. Moreover, the proposed traffic signal at the driveway would have
the following benefits to emergency vehicle movement:

e reduce overall speeds;

e stop John S. Gibson Boulevard vehicles on the red phase thereby improving emergency vehicle

movement; and
e provide traffic gaps to improve and egress to LAPD Harbor Community Police Station.

Comment 13.30: This comment states that container storage yards typically become trash magnets that affect
the aesthetics of the surrounding community. The comment suggests that no trash or graffiti be allowed within
100 feet of the site, and any found must be removed within 24 hours.

Response 13.30: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. As shown
in Draft Figure 3-4, Existing Site Photos, the Project site is currently littered with trash and debris due to
existing on-site encampments. Implementation of the Proposed Project would clean up the site and upgrade
it with landscaping and vegetation along the street frontage. The Proposed Project would include installation
of a prefabricated guard booth and restroom for use by truck drivers and Proposed Project employees.
Additionally, the Proposed Project would include approximately 316,373 square feet of drought tolerant
ornamental landscaping that would cover approximately 39 percent of the site. As shown in Draft EIR Figures
5.1-1a through 5.1-1d, public views from I-110 and John S. Gibson Boulevard would be altered with
implementation of the Proposed Project. The Proposed Project would include landscaping that would enhance
the existing views of the Proposed Project by including trees, shrubs, and wall-covering vines to enhance the
scenic quality of the Project site from John S. Gibson Boulevard. The chassis temporarily parked at the
Proposed Project would be visible to the public on the I-110. However, the trucks and chassis on site would
be similar to the views of the shipping containers within the POLA. Additionally, the layering of landscaping
between the Proposed Project and the surrounding roadways would provide visual depth and distance
between the roadways and trucks and chassis parked on site, while functioning as a screen to parked trucks
and chassis. Additionally, two employees would be onsite for checking in trucks as well as security, which
would deter graffiti onsite. In addition, the proposed walls would have landscaping covering a majority of
the surface.

Comment 13.31: This comment states that container storage yards are magnets for vectors such as rats,
racoons, possums, and mosquitoes. The comment suggests mitigation including not allowing containers to be
opened at the facility, mosquito traps, removing water puddles, and not cleaning open containers onsite.

Response 13.31: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. This comment
is no longer applicable as the Proposed Project would not include any container stacking, long-term container
storage, or cleaning of containers. The Proposed Project would implement a Project-specific LID Plan including
BMPs to be used in Project design and operation as required by the City’s LID Ordinance. The Proposed
Project is designed to include on-site structural source control BMPs which consist of 10 capture and use
cisterns and pervious landscaped areas that would be sized to retain and reuse the captured stormwater
volume. In addition, operational source control LID BMPs would be implemented, including but not limited to,
the installation of water-efficient landscape irrigation systems, storm drain system stenciling and signage,
catch basin filtration inserts, and implementation of a trash and waste storage area. This would avoid any
pooling of rain water which could attract vectors to the area.

Comment 13.32: This comment introduces a comment letter from Dr. Tom Willaims of the Citizens Coalition
for a Safe Community on the previous Negative Declaration. This comment states that the Negative
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Declaration was inadequate in its assessment of the Proposed Project’s potential impacts. The comment
further states that the Project description does not provide information regarding cut/fill volumes, grading
details, elevations, as well as the placement of retaining walls, paving, and runoff conveyance.

Response 13.32: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. A Draft EIR
was prepared for the Proposed Project and was released for public review from November 24, 2024,
through February 4t, 2025. The Draft EIR discussed all the potential environmental impacts from the
Proposed Project consistent with State CEQA Guidelines. Section 3.4.3 Construction, within Chapter 3.0,
Project Description, states that grading of the Proposed Project site would result in approximately 3,433
cubic yards of soil import. In addition, the Air Quality Analysis (Appendix B to the Draft EIR) assumes a soil
export of approximately 500 cubic yards of contaminated soils to a landfill approximately 117 miles from
the Project site. Should the Project be approved, design-level civil engineering plans would be prepared
and reviewed by the appropriate City departments prior to any construction on the Project site.

Comment 13.33: This comment states that the Project site has potential for archeological and paleontological
resources to be discovered during grading activities. The comment further states the Project site is located
within a surface fault zone, and the Negative Declaration failed to evaluate the potential impacts related
to slope instability.

Response 13.33: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. As described
in Section 5.4, Cultural Resources, an archaeological survey was conducted in March 2023, and a subsurface
investigation was conducted on July 6, 2023. Based on the archaeological and historic records search, field
surveys, and significance testing, the Project site was assessed for archaeological sensitivity and the potential
for the Proposed Project to impact historical or archaeological resources and human remains. Although the
Phase | and Il Cultural Resources Assessment determined that no significant subsurface intact resources exist,
there is a potential for previously unknown archaeological resources to be below the soil surface. The
potential exists that grading of the site could encounter archaeologic deposits not encountered during testing.
Therefore, monitoring during ground-disturbing activities, such as grading or trenching, by a qualified
archaeologist is included as Mitigation Measure CUL-1 to ensure that if buried archaeological deposits are
unearthed, they will be handled in a timely and proper manner. As described in Section 5.6, Geology and
Soils, a paleontological survey was conducted in March 2023. Although unique paleontological resources
are not anticipated to be found within any fossils found on site, Mitigation Measure PAL-1 is included to
require preparation of a Paleontological Resources Impact Mitigation Plan (PRIMP) and that ground
disturbing activities be monitored by a qualified paleontologist to identify, salvage, and recover any
potential paleontological resources, such as significant fossil remains.

Regarding seismic impacts, as discussed in Initial Study Section 4.7 Geology and Soils (included as Appendix
A to the Draft EIR), the Project site is located in a seismically active region with several nearby active faults,
with the nearest being the Palos Verdes Fault Zone. The Proposed Project would construct structures including
retaining walls, and an occupiable prefabricated guard booth and restrooms onsite. However, the retaining
walls and the guard booth and restroom structures and foundations constructed on the site would be designed
and constructed according to the required geotechnical studies and pursuant to the California Building Code
and City of Los Angeles grading requirements. The Geotechnical Investigation for the Project site slope
stability analyses indicated adequate static and seismic factors of safety (Appendix F to the Draft EIR).
While there is a historical landslide located within the central portion of the site, potential impacts related
to landslides would be reduced through the proposed grading, addition of retaining walls, and adherence
to CBC standards and City of Los Angeles grading regulations.

Comment 13.34: The comment states that the Negative Declaration did not properly address the
hydrological impacts of the Proposed Project and did not discuss how the Proposed Project would collect or
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infiltrate water onsite. The comment further requests that all reference documents, grading plans, drawings,
and required mitigation measures be included as appendices for public review and comments. The comment
concludes by stating that the Proposed Project is the initial step of a larger project in order to avoid complete
CEQA review and mitigation implementation. The comment concludes the letter by stating that the Negative
Declaration be withdrawn, and a Mitigated Negative Declaration or EIR should be prepared.

Response 13.34: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. As discussed
in Initial Study Section 4.10 Hydrology and Water Quality, (included as Appendix A to the Draft EIR), a
SWPPP was prepared and was included as Appendix C to the Initial Study (included as Appendix A to the
Draft EIR). The SWPPP includes temporary non-stormwater BMPs to control sediment from entering non-
stormwater discharges into storm drainage systems and waterways during construction activities. During
operation, the Proposed Project would implement a Project-specific LID Plan including BMPs to be used in
Project design and operation as required by the City’s LID Ordinance. The Proposed Project is designed to
include on-site structural source control BMPs which consist of 10 capture and use cisterns and pervious
landscaped areas that would be sized fo retain and reuse the captured stormwater volume. In addition,
operational source control LID BMPs would be implemented, including but not limited to, the installation of
water-efficient landscape irrigation systems, storm drain system stenciling and signage, catch basin filtration
inserts, and implementation of a trash and waste storage area. With the implementation of the SWPPP and
Water Quality Management Plan, impacts related to stormwater runoff would be less than significant.

Regarding references utilized in the Draft EIR, all referenced documents are either provided as appendices
or are available online through the links included within the document.

Pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15124, the Project Description “should not supply extensive detail
beyond that needed for the evaluation and review of the environmental impact.” The Proposed Project is
thoroughly described within Draft EIR Section 3.0, Project Description. In addition, a Conceptual Site Plan,
Project Renderings, and Slope and Grading Cross Sections are provided as Draft EIR Figures 3-5, 5.1-1a
through 5.1-1d and Initial Study Figures 2-1a through 2-8f (included as Appendix A to the Draft EIR).
Analysis under the Draft EIR have all utilized these same graphics and plans. As such, the level of detail
needed for the evaluation of the Project by the public and decision makers and for the review of the Project’s
environmental impacts is adequate within the Project Description, and extensively detailed figures or plans
are not needed. As demonstrated by Citizens for a Sustainable Treasure Island v. City & County of San
Francisco (2014) 227 CA4th 1036, 1053, the EIR’s description of the Proposed Project should identify the
Project’s main features and other information needed for an analysis of the Project’s environmental impacts.
As long as the requirements set forth in CEQA Guidelines Section 15124 are met, the Project Description
may allow for the flexibility needed to respond to changing conditions that could impact the Project’s final
design. As such, detailed grading plans for all buildings are not required to be included in the Draft EIR’s
Project Description and a general description of the Project and conceptual plans are allowed. As discussed
in Draft EIR Section 3.0, Project Description, grading of the Proposed Project site would result in
approximately 3,433 cubic yards of soil import, which is included in the Projects’ analysis. Should the Project
be approved, design-level civil engineering plans would be prepared and reviewed by the appropriate
City departments prior to any construction on the Project site.

The Project description accurately describes the entire Project, and the comment regarding the Proposed
Project being a phase in a “greater development of the Project site” is based on speculation and not
supported by fact. Section 15204(c) of the State CEQA Guidelines advises that comments should be
accompanied by factual support, stating “[rleviewers should explain the basis for their comments and should
submit data or references offering facts, reasonable assumptions based on facts, or expert opinion
supported by facts in support of the comments. Pursuant to Section 15064, an effect shall not be considered
significant in the absence of substantial evidence.” Where comments provide no facts or other substantial
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evidence to support an assertion, or where comments do not explain why the evidence supporting a conclusion
in the Draft EIR is not substantial evidence, the Final EIR is not required to alter a significance determination
of the Draft EIR.

In regard to providing an EIR or MND with a mitigation monitoring and reporting plan, an EIR was prepared
for the Proposed Project and this Final EIR includes a mitigation monitoring plan and reporting plan within
Section 4.0.

In addition, implementation of a future hotel would not be allowed under the proposed PMP amendment. A
hotel project alternative was discussed in Section 7.0, Alternatives, but was dismissed as it was found to be
infeasible due to existing site conditions. In addition, the introduction of a new project such as a hotel would
be required to be evaluated though CEQA and a new environmental document would be prepared.

Comment 13.35: This comment states that the Negative Declaration is inadequate as no Project plan
drawings are provided. The comment further states that the objectives of the Proposed Project should be
properly defined and supported with evidence. The comment also states that the proposed conditions called
out in the Negative Declaration such as preconstruction surveys, nesting bird surveys, worker environmental
awareness program, the discovery of cultural resources and human remains, implementation of a soil
management plan, and noise barriers should be revised to be requirements using the terms “shall” and “must”
as opposed to conditional language. The comment provides several examples from within the Negative
Declaration where conditions are provided without any support or evidence as to how they would be
implemented.

Response 13.35: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. A Draft EIR
was prepared for the Proposed Project and was released for public review from November 24, 2024,
through February 4%, 2025. The Draft EIR discusses all the potential environmental impacts from the Proposed
Project consistent with State CEQA Guidelines. Pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15124, the project
description “should not supply extensive detail beyond that needed for the evaluation and review of the
environmental impact.” The Proposed Project is thoroughly described within Draft EIR Section 3.0, Project
Description. In addition, a Conceptual Site Plan, Building Elevations, a Conceptual Landscape Plan, and
Project Renderings are provided as Draft EIR Figures 3-5 and 5.1-1a through 5.1-1d, in Section 3.0, Project
Description and Section 5.1, Aesthetics respectively. Analyses within the Draft EIR have all utilized these same
graphics and plans. As such, the level of detail needed for the evaluation of the Proposed Project by the
public and decision makers and for the review of the Proposed Project’s environmental impacts is adequate
within the Project description, and extensively detailed figures are not needed. The Project description
describes the operations of the Proposed Project as involving a to-be-determined company that would
operate the site as a parking lot for the parking of trucks and loaded and unloaded chassis. The parking lot
would have approximately 393 spaces accommodating chassis with shipping containers up to 40 feet long.
During Proposed Project operations, trucks would travel to and from the Project site to pick up or drop off
chassis, and shipping containers would be “parked” on top of the chassis. The Proposed Project is anticipated
to be used for short-term parking, as chassis and containers are not anticipated to be parked on site for
longer than 24 hours. No fueling, maintenance, or other industrial activity would occur on the Project site.
However, charging for electric on-site equipment would occur during Proposed Project operations. The
Project description also describes that retaining wall structures would be installed on site, which would include
six mechanically stabilized earth (MSE) retaining walls up to approximately 30 feet in height. These walls
would be installed along a portion of the northern property line adjacent to 1-110, within the landscaped
areas west and east of and generally bordering the proposed driveway, and along the southern property
line adjacent to John S. Gibson Boulevard east of the proposed driveway. The retaining walls would be
mostly in the ground, with the tops of the walls being level to the grade of the I-110 freeway, as shown in
Draft EIR Figure 5.1-1a.
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The Project description also accurately describes the existing land use and zoning of the site, stating that the
Proposed Project would require a POLA Master Plan Amendment to change the land use designation from
Open Space to Maritime Support for APNs 7440-016-002_and 7440-016-003, end-7Z41+2-024-007; APNs
7440-016-001, 7440-016-002, and 7440-016-003 have a City of Los Angeles General Plan designation
of General/Bulk Cargo — Non-Hazardous Industrial and Commercial and are zoned Heavy Industrial [Q]M3-

1VL._APN 7412-024-007 has been excluded from the Project site. ;end-APN-Z412-024-007 hasa-Cityof

Anaoe . =~ =~ nate o =~

end—is—zoned-tLight-Industrie {QIM2-1VL Rega
page 1-2 of the Draft EIR.

rding Proposed Project objectives, these are provided on

Regarding references utilized in the Draft EIR, all referenced documents are either provided as appendices
or are available online through the links included within the document. The technical reports that were
mentioned in the comment have been included as appendices to both the Initial Study (included as Appendix
A to the Draft EIR) and to the Draft EIR itself. The Initial Study includes appendices for the Preliminary
Geotechnical Investigation, Phase | ESA, and the SWPPP. The Draft EIR includes appendices for the Air
Quality Impact Analysis, Biological Assessment, Cultural Resources Assessment, Paleontological Resources
Assessment, Geotechnical Investigation, and both Phase | and Phase Il ESAs.

Regarding the proposed conditions within the Negative Declaration, the Draft EIR includes mitigation
measures that would reduce impacts on biological resources, cultural resources, and paleontological
resources. The mitigation measures include language such as “shall” or “must” and are included within Chapter
4, Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Program (MMRP), of this Final EIR, which will ensure that the proposed
mitigation measures are implemented, and compliance monitored. The MMRP includes a section detailing the
timing of the proposed measures, the department responsible for confirming compliance, and an area for
the responsible department(s) to sign and date when the mitigation measure is carried out.

Comment 13.36: This comment states that the Negative Declaration does not include sufficient evidence to
support its conclusions of less-than-significant impacts related to paleontological, cultural, historic, and tribal
resources. The comment requests that the proper evidence including geotechnical and archeological reports
be provided. The comment also requests that a draft lease agreement be provided and that the lease
require the continued use of a container parking lot for at least 10 years or fines imposed.

Response 13.36: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. As described
in Section 5.4, Cultural Resources, an archaeological survey was conducted in March 2023, and a subsurface
investigation was conducted on July 6, 2023. Based on the archaeological and historic records search, field
surveys, and significance testing, the Project site was assessed for archaeological sensitivity and the potential
for the Proposed Project to impact historical or archaeological resources and human remains. Although the
Phase | and Il Cultural Resources Assessment determined that no significant subsurface intact resources exist,
there is a potential for previously unknown archaeological resources to be below the soil surface. The
potential exists that grading of the site could encounter archaeologic deposits not encountered during testing.
Therefore, monitoring during ground-disturbing activities, such as grading or trenching, by a qualified
archaeologist is included as Mitigation Measure CUL-1 to ensure that if buried archaeological deposits are
unearthed, they will be handled in a timely and proper manner. As described in Section 5.6, Geology and
Soils, a paleontological survey was conducted in March 2023. Although unique paleontological resources
are not anticipated to be found within any fossils found on site, Mitigation Measure PAL-1 is included to
require preparation of a Paleontological Resources Impact Mitigation Plan (PRIMP) and that ground
disturbing activities be monitored by a qualified paleontologist to identify, salvage, and recover any
potential paleontological resources, such as significant fossil remains. As discussed in Section 4.18, Tribal
Cultural Resources, of the Initial Study (Appendix A to the Draft EIR) the LAHD did not receive any requests
for consultation under Assembly Bill 52 from any of the seven tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated
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with the Project vicinity. LAHD received a request for information from Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians
- Kizh Nation; however, the Tribe did not request additional consultation. A Sacred Lands File search of the
Project site yielded negative results.

Comment 13.37: This comment includes a public records request for the documents related to the Proposed
Project and the permit for the retaining walls. The comment then provides a case law example of a CEQA
document that was overturned for a project in Port. The EIR was overturned as it was found to only analyzed
one phase of a Project that included three total phases.

Response 13.37: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. All phases
of the Project have been considered and evaluated in the Draft EIR. The commenters’ concerns about the
Project will be provided to the Board of Harbor Commissioners for consideration.

Comment 13.38: This comment includes email communication between the commenter and the Deputy
Executive Director for the POLA regarding implementation of the STAX Emission Capture System and the
Project property related to the Negative Declaration.

Response 13.38: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. The
commenters’ concerns about the Project will be provided to the Board of Harbor Commissioners for
consideration.

Comment 13.39: This comment includes email communication between the commenter and Chris Cannon of
the POLA regarding the John S. Gibson Negative Declaration and Howard Industrial Partners.

Response 13.39: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. The
commenters’ concerns about the Project will be provided to the Board of Harbor Commissioners for
consideration.

Comment 13.40: This comment includes a letter written by the commenter to the Board of Harbor
Commissioners regarding the John S. Gibson Project. The letter discusses that the sale of the property was
done in a way to avoid full environmental review as a similar project was already rejected by the community.

Response 13.40: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. The sale of
the parcels by the POLA is not related to the Proposed Project impact analysis and the sale was not tied to
the proposed truck and chassis parking lot as the Proposed Project was not yet conceptualized. As the sale
of the parcels was to a private entity, the sale was not considered a project under CEQA and a Class 12
Surplus Land Exemption was used for the sale of the Project site. No CEQA review was necessary as there
were no potential direct or indirect impacts to the environment resulting from the sale itself.

Comment 13.41: This comment includes email communication between Howard Industrial Partners and POLA
staff.

Response 13.41: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. The
commenters’ concerns about the Project will be provided to the Board of Harbor Commissioners for
consideration.

Comment 13.42: This comment provides the City of Los Angeles ordinance which approves the sale of the
property on John S. Gibson Boulevard.
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Response 13.42: This comment does not provide any substantial evidence of a significant environmental
impact not disclosed in the Draft EIR or evidence that the Draft EIR is fundamentally inadequate. The
commenters’ concerns about the Project will be provided to the Board of Harbor Commissioners for
consideration.
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Letter 14-155: Various Residents (53 pages)

Fobrrunry 2, 2025
Port of Loz Angeles
Re: John 5 Gibaon Contafner/Chessis! Truck Facility

Thix Lstter b it opposion in the Ditson Project. The project proposed 10 biskd & 30-foit conehsbewstl, & 50-
fest pobantial contuinar wall thet would Biook views of tha Harbor foen the fesvery, gk £00 truek nightly
with iciling emissions juss o few hundned fesd fierm an sbemantinyg sehssd, & Uite lsague feld, doeens of
business and a police station and creste & marming fmaiMic ightrnans by scding & truck to the nosd every 30
saoond during mocning rush hotr of orss of tha San Pedro main insswTy entmncess.

Cumrenithy, svery Saey Pedns Bay port Tarmersl had &40e3s Space for rucka and containers. The kst theng the
EOMMUrESy of T port neacs @8 anather iruck sndior stomge fecility. Thees will revar bo ancther supgiy chin
mmhhmmmﬂmmﬁhﬂ@wmhwﬁﬂmnhnmm
plans and sre able o gueckly diverbesd Ehodn Uha San Peces By Pt our tha pon snd you will ses space
everywhers. Proof of this is & yard on My 'Way that is basically smpiy; winy not malks this the seea fof the
mmmuim.wnnmsmu-w.mmuhﬂmﬂmﬂmmm
Eroiact. Ths are ok bkl o bl Somen oier sies within the Poet Tidelancs mors natable for pon sxpanscn
thian i Sy of LA cpen apacs on Gibson Ao, This propeny wealid D mors sultabis kas o paricor culbuml
cantes fll the Mative American Cultunsd Corfor that the developer originally promised and is not in the
proposed project). | am unging pou for the saks of cur qualsy-oflife: KEEP POAT ASSERS OM POAT PROPERTY
afdl DUT OF THE COMMUMNTY
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Fabrssry 2, X025
Portof Los Angeles
Re: kotn 5 Gibson Container/Chasaie/ Truck Facilty

This lettor is in opposition o1 Gibson Project, The peoject proposed (o bulld a 30-foof concrobe wall, s 50-
fosyt pobentiol container wail that would Block v of the Harbes from the freeway, park 400 truck rightty
wizh idiing smissiona st @ faew hundred fest from on slementary schoal, o Uetls leag field, dagena ol
pusiness and apolic s EAion and ErE8 s 5 mormang Traific rghimane by 3cding @ TRk i dweics mery 30
gacond Gurirg moaning rnush hour ot one of the San Pedio mmsn iy Smronces.

Camranitly, every 5an Pecio By port [ecmirsd hes escass 5pecs fod trucks and containars. The last thing the
‘commasnity of the port nesds is another Muck andior sionge facility. There will never be arother sipply chaen
Criais liks i Th pasl Depuss beneliciol congo owners (alka BCO o port Impaiterns] now all heve conbingenoy
s mr] e s b0 gty (st from Ehe San Ped po B Jott 1o the poi snd oo whl ses space
mvaryatsere. Proot of this ks o ymand on Bley Wy thit is basieslly smphy: wiv nod minke this tha ansa foe the
Givacen Bndact. Thene is 100 scras of Pise 5 that is senpiy, wivy ot ol 18 sores snd maks thot 1he Gikscn
Froject. There are at least a hatl doben cthar sites within the Port Tidelands mone suitable for port eparsion
1Fan tha City of LA apan space on Gibson fse. This property vwould be mos suitabis had s park oF cuZural
ennbsr ik this Mutive Amenican Cultirm| Ganter thst tha develaper origirally promised and is natin the
propotsd profect]. | pm weghng you for the seios of oo qusity-of-lile: XEEP PDAT ASSETS D& FORT PROPEATY
and OUT OF THE COMMLNITY]

sqpanre__ ol Mgpiae
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Fabmeary 2, 2025
Port of Los Angeles
Re: lohn S Gibzon ConteinarChassis! Truck Facility

This latter s in opposition 1o e Gion Project, The project propossed ba buld & J0-foot onerata wall, o 50-
foeot ptential cortainer wall tha would biock views of the Harbod faim the fraasay, park 400 iruck righily
with helling aimtEing st @ few hundred feat from an elemsstary sehool. o Bts league Tietd, dozens of
Buitiness 0rd a police staton and oreats a mairing tradfic nightmaee by odding a truck to the road avesy M
sRcond during moening rush hour a1 one of 1P Sen Pedno msn frecwry entrances.

Cuwrenithy, every Son Petng By podt befrmine] hee mcoss space for bucks snd containeds. Tha Lost thing the
ComIminity o thes post pesscts b anecher tnock andior stoge focitity. Thene will naves be snoibes supply chan
e (i in e poss becyuss benalicial camgn awreds (dkn BCO oF pedt Insporiars) now all havwe comtingancy
phais and are able to quickly diveried from the San Pedro By, Just tour the portand you will ses space
everyatas. Prool of 1P B oo yerd on Mewy Wy thot is basically empty; winy nol meake this (he s for the
Gibaon Project, Trare i 100 acres ot Pier 5 that |3 smply, wiy not taks 18 8cnea and malks thit the Gibscn
Froject, Thars are & beast o haoll dooen ot gites within the Pon Tideands mors sultable for port expansion
thin the City ol LA open space an Gibson Ave. This propsty would ba mone suttabis has o park o cultural
cansor (likes the Motive Ameccsn Culnuml Canter thst the dessioper ceigmnally promised and & net in ke
propoasd project], | 4 Leging yoi far the saks of our quatty-of-life: KEEP PORT ASSETS QN PORT PROFERTY
ard QLT OF THE COMMUNITY!

ﬂ;ﬂutum_f‘q? f::u_.
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Febmuany 2, 2025
Part of Los Angalas
Re: John S Gibson ContsnenChasalsd Truck Facility

This letter is in oppoaition to the Gibson Project. The project proposed fo budd s M-faof conciebs wadl, & 50-
Pt peobertial comtoiner wall thad windd Black viswa of the Harbor from the fremeay, park S00 trutk rightly
veith idling aimbsshons st & b hunsdred feet from on slemantaly achool, o Utis leagoe field, dozena of
buminass are g ol otk oo create & morning traihc nightmase by sding o ek B the oo sy 5
sacand dusring morning rush hour ot cne of the San Pedio irin frsrsaey enirances.

Currantly, svang San Pedvo Bay port Wnminal has s specs fov irucks pnd containers. The st Ehing tha 151
EHTMURIEy Of Eha port neads ks another fuck andts storsgs tocitity. Tham will never ba anttbes supply chein
i sk ke iin the past hocacss barsdicisd congo cwners [oka BOD of por Enpomen] now ol hove congingenoy
i arrct e ke by ey Smrtad Tom the San Dedeo Sy het Do ik o s yean will ser space
evnrywhaen, Proot of this s o yard on Mawy Wy that s basiceslly smpey; wity not make this the ansa fof the
Gikson Project. Thero is 100 acres ot Pier 5 thisl is ety wity not toke 18 acrea snd maks that the Giteon
Froject. Thens ane ot lonst a falf dosen othar aites vithén the Port Tidelands more suitabde for por expansion
than tha City of LA opan spieon on Gibson fve This property would b mans suitabis R & park of culiumn
casrring Jilos i Matha Americon Cuttussl Conbes thak the dessiaper o ginadty promised and Bnat inthe
Blopeed prhect). | m Lmging you bor e sake of cur queslity-of-lte: KEEP PORE ASSETS (b SONT BROPEATY
mnd QT OF THE COMMLUNITY

smre LN N

NarmelPrinted) .&r&i*—ir\] B. ( havira
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Los Angeles Harbor Department 2-214
Final EIR
May 2026



John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project

2.0 Response to Comments

February 2, 2025

Port of Los Angeles

Ra: John 5 Gibson Container/Chassis/ Truck Facility

This letter b b cppeaition b B Gibsor Project. The propect proposed e busld & $0-6at codeiute wall, b 50-
fesail potanisl cosvtalnes woll tht would ook views of the Maiar feam tha fressry, ik 000 tnack ndghtly
wath idling esmissiors just a few hundead foat from an slementany schood, & e lesgues feld, dorena of
business and @ police salion snd cieabs § IMormEng Irafc nighimans Dy soding & truck to Ehe mad every 30
sa0ond duing mcning fush hous &t ong of 1h San Pedno masn freewny enbrnoes.

Coutrenify, svety Sar Pedro By port Wsrwningl has seress spoce for trucks and containers. The last thing the
COMITRINITY af F port Pasids 8 another truck ardior stomge facilite Thers will rever be ancther supgly chain
erisin ks in the past Becouss benaficial catpo owmess (Akn RO0D or podt imporiees) rosw oll Fave conbingancy
plara and ars abis o puickly dirisd Meom U San Pednd Bay. Just bour the pon! and you will ses space
evarywheen. Proal of this o yerd on My Wiy that is basicelly empty; wiy not make Ehis e acaa for the
ﬂmnﬁm.mu1mm|tﬁuam:ummmmmﬂm-ﬂmmmw
Project. Thmee s @ bagd & Pl Sorsn oter sses within the Port Tedslands more sutabie bof port sspanaen
thmn the City of LA open space on Gibaon A, This property woidd Ba mons suitable hos o paricor cultural
canber fliks the Hotive Amedcan Cullutal Centar thin 1k smiopsr ariginatly promised and (s not in the
propossd praject). | am ungieg you for i sk of our quality-of dle:; KEEP POST ASSETS O PORT PROPEATY
sl QLT OF THE COMMLNITY

mmnm:mﬁu.;k_‘jﬂsyxf
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Fabfuary 2, 2025

Por of Los Angeles

Re: John S Gibson Contalnar/Chasalal Truck Facilty

This lstter is in opposition to the Gibson Project. The peoject propeasd ta buld & 30-foot concrebe wall, o 50-
fioent potenbal contalned wall that woul Block s of TP Hadbor from th froewary, park 400 ruck nightly
with idling emissiora just & few hundeed Teal from an slementary school, o litie league field, dozens of
Eeuisiitess ared & potics slaton and create o moimeng traffic nightmaee by adding 2 ruck b the foad avey 30
sucond durieg maming nesh hour 31 one of tha Son Pedno msin froewry sniiances,

Cunrontly, avery Son Pedro Bay port terming| Fas aacess Bpece fr ucks and contaneds, The last thing the
commuanity of the port nesds is anothar beck andior siosege facility. Thane will nover be anatber supply chain
i llon 7 1P puivet Bspruse barmficinl camgn ceamers (aikm 8C0 or port impartere] now sll hinse comtingancy
plans and are abls io quickly diveried fram the San Pedro By, Just bour this o &nd you will see spacy
wvarywhain, Prool of thés ks o yerdon RNavy Wy thal is basically amply; wity nod meke this th ama 5o e
Gitson Project. Thers ks 100 acres at Pier 5 that is amply. wivy not bk 18 e and maks that 1he Gibson
Frojoct. There are ot besst o half doden ot sives within the Pon Tidelands mone suitable for por expansion
than tha City of LA opan space on Gison Ase, This property would be more suitabis has a park of culhual
canbed [l the Mative American Cuttural Center that the developer originety promissd snd is ot in the
proposed peojisct], | am urging you for the saks of our quality-of-life: KEEP PORT ASSETS QN PORT PROPERTY
and 0T OF THE COMMUNITY
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project

2.0 Response to Comments

Fabrusry 2, 2024
Port of Lo Angeles

Re: John § Gibeor ContainerfChaseisd’ Truck Facility

This lsthar b sy oppeaition by Bhe Sikaor Drojeer. T ot prapnssd o b o 340 fosk conorebe weil, x 50-
fesat pofenial container vwall that weould block views of tha Habor feom tha tressy, park 400 truck nightly
with idling emissions just o few hundred feet from an elementany sohood, o e leagoe feld, dogons of
Businsas and @ podics stilien snd craite & maoaming raffic nightomese by scding @ 1Rick © the i sy 20
wisEan duling mairing nesh howr ot one af the San Pedr manin i SREmE .

Carirgntty, avery Sar Pacden Soy pot tsrninol hes swees space for trueks ond corininars. The lesk thing the
cormmunity of the port needs |s ancthee truck sndior slanmgn fseling. Thers will resar ba ancthar supply chain
crisis Lk i tha past becaiss Banafesial cogo senen (ake BOO or port impostes] now all B contngenty
m.ﬂmmummmmeMnﬂmhmmﬂmﬂmm
ervarywisime, Proof of thisia o yard on Mewy Wy that is basically emgily; wisy ral maka this the ama for the
Gitaom Project. Thaae & 100 acres ot Ples 5 thak i@ ermpty, wihy fod take 18 ncres and malke that the Gibsan
Project Theew i it lanst 8 it doren other stes wethie the B Tidolaneds maerne sesinble far oort esparsion
thimn the City af LA opsn space an Gibasn M, This property woutd bo mors suitobls hos 8 parkor colturs
canboi [Like Fhe katka Amaienn Clituml Cemiar that tha developar onginally prormised ard s motin the
pregesad prajest) | A LREIRE Yo for the anke of pew Quality-of-lifs: KIECE PORT ASSETS OM POWRT PROFERTY
ndl QLT OF THE COMMILINITY!

conmmen ALFNE Do VEXE B9
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project

2.0 Response to Comments

February 2, 2025
Port of Los Angeles

Re:; Johm 5 Gibson ContainerAChassis) Truwck Facitity

This lttor i in opposition o the Gibson Project. The project propaded ta build & 30-Toot concrete wall, o 50-
Tt pobanhinl container wall that would ook wimwes OF Ui Hs B from S tredwirg, park 400 tnach nightly
with dling emissions fust & few Fumdred feat Teom an slemeniany schood, a iittie league field, dosens o
bursiresa and @ police station and cieatt & MMOMInE Bt rightmens by sdding 2 neck o the roed every 30
paoond curing medrirg nush howe ot ona of the Sen Pedro main feevwry entranoss.

Currertly, sviry 280 Pedno By port termanal has escess spoace for ucks snd ohlaneis, The Las thing the
GofmmLEiTy of the pedt nesds is onoshar truck ancior stosags facilite. Ther will e ba anothar suppty chain
crisis ke in the past becauss bensficiol carpo cwners (aim BRSO or port imporiens) nosw sl have contingency
plars anet are sbie o quickiy divertad from the Sam Pedor By Just towr the port and you veill soe spsce
overywives, Praal of tisis a yand on Moy 'Way that is basically smpty; wihy nolmaks this the afa for tha
Gibaon Project, Thene ts 100 noros ot Ples 5 that s empty, winy not 1ake 18 scris and sk that the Gibson
Pregect. Thise ane &f [ssat & hall dozen oihes sibes within the Por? Ticelinds more SLinebla i podt aspanson
ik thie City of L open spaca on Gibson A, This propsrty woldd e mors sultabile has o patcor sulbunsl
canter {liks the Mative Amancsn Culium] Contar fhit the developer originally promised and s nod in e
penpce panjact), | s wping wou b Hher sake of our quslity-of-life: KEZP PORT ARSETS QN PORT PROFERTY
and DUT OF THE COMMILNITY
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

February 2, 2025

Fart of Los Angales

Ra: Mvhn 5 Géibson Contriner/Chassisl Treck Facility

MImhhwmhmmmmm“wlwwlem
ool potaniisd conlsires wall that would bock views of the Horbor B e fressary, pak 400 truck nightly
waith kling esmismsicans jusl o few hundead fesd froem an sbermentany school, o Uttle leagpes field, dosens of
irsensss sng B DoHCE SEAHON 0r GRS [ FIRning Ereflhe WHMIMﬁI‘Imm“
secornsd durmng morning rush Pir gt orss ¢! tha San Pedro main fressay snirances

Custreniy, vy San Paceo Bay podt terminal hos socess space for trucks and containers. The Ws! thing the i
MMHMMMEIIWME-WM%MEHHWHWWMM
crisis Lien im tha past bacouss banaficiol conto owern (el BOD of port enporters) now all hoes contngency’
pinns ang e pbis b cuickly Shadmed 1o (e San Pedno Bar. hust tou te pot omd yow will see space
maryevhnna. Prood of this in e yard an Miney Wy that s basically empty; wity not make Dhis the anes for the
Gibson Projgect. Thar i 100 pcnea &t Plar S thot is ampty, wivy not tokos 18 scres ard make thit tha Gibaon
Project. Thaes &ni &7 l6asd & hall cdoeen other stas within e Port Tidelands oo swaabie for pon gparalon
Ehanthe: City of LA open space on Gibeon A, This prapety would e mons suitable has a park or cultues]
centar flike the Nabkn Amaricon Cultural Cestar thal tFa developar onigiraily promissd and is not iniths
punpsome Brosstt ). | s uiitg v o B Sl Ol ous gualing-of-ie KECR POAT ASSETS Ok 20AT PROPMERTY
ared OUT OF THE COMMURITY!
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Fabruany 2, 225
Fort of Los Angeles
Re: john S Gloson ContaineriChos s/ Truok Faciling

This it i in oppoEzion 1o ths Ribson Project. The project proposed to build a 30-feot corcrobe wall, o 50-
fool potential comtainar wll that would Hock views of the Harbor feom tha fidwiny, par SO0 nsck nightly
wizh befting emissions fust & few Pundred teal from an lemantsny schood, o it leagus feld, sorens of
Eersirsssn mnd & podice mhation and craete & e tafle mghbmonre by acdding a nec i e posc svery 30
Be0ond dunng mcmirg ol kol ot one ol 1he San Pedno main fnessay entaross.

Curmanily, svery San Pedro Bay po vminal hes ecoss space for trucks @nd containers, The Last thing the
COMmLSTY oo [h pedl Paisds i3 another tnuck ancléor slomps fecility, Thers will rever be another supply choin nz
ertals Lo in e past beonuss benoficial cago cwisdn (ks BOO o ot importers) now oll Fave con tirge fcy
il ared are atble tos quitidy dhaertes from T S Padre Bag Just oo the port ord you wil see spece
everywhems. Proofl of bhis s 8 yard an Seey Way that s basically empty; whey not ke 1Rs the area for tha
Gibon Project, Thons is 100 Soms o Pier 5 that is empty, why ot taks 18 acres and maks that the Gitson
Froject. Thare ane &f bt & hall fonen otfr sibes within the Port Tedelands mors Siitable for o expansion
tfhan the City of L& open space on Gibaon Ave. This propeny weuld be more suitsble hos o park or culbursl
canber [Like the Mathes Smecican Cultuml Coenser thit the developsr onginally promised and is net in the
propoaed profect], | mm unsing you fof the salss of our guality-of it KEER PORT ASSETS 08 PORT PROPERTY
und CUT OF THE COEPLINITY!

&
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

February 2, 2025
Port of Los Angeles
Re: John 5 Gibson ContainarfChassisd Truck Facility

Thies hasktas iy b Cppecsaition 5o the Gibeor Project. The profect prapoded o b » 30-4oot concrate wall, o 50-
ol pataniisl codvtained wall that would ook views of the Harbor feoen th Treewsry, pork 300 truck mghtty
waith dling emissions just a S himsiied st froem an slementary school, a Uttle isages feld, dopsns of
business and a podics slation and cresto & moming bmitc nightmares by sdding a tiuck i the roed every 30
sacond chifing maiming nush Four ot ons of the San Pedro main frossay entrances,

Curranthy, swery Sar P By Do tnamirak ke eooess specs for Irecks and coraingrs. The lost thing the HED
cesmnaunity of the port needs s arothes truck sndior sionige Meisty, Thisn vwill i bs anotts sopply chain
crisks i in the post becawss baneficial caige e (als BCO of port importers] now all hine continganiy
plans and ars able to g uickly divertad from the San Peceo Bay. Juss fowr the port and you will 308 Space
menryitsane, Proof of this s ayard on Novy Way that is basically smpty; wity fol rake this the anss for tha
Chilton Frogect, This is 100 porea ot Pier 5 thed i empty, winy ot e 18 scres and make that the Gibson
Propsct. Tise e ot laast B instl dozen other aites within the Bt Tidebands mone saeinble fos port expansion
than the City of LA opsesn spdos o6 Gikoon S, The praparty would be mone surtnbls hos a park o cutluesl
cenar flike the Mative Amancan Ciultursl Catas that the developer originally promissd and B not in the
peopossd projact], | s wiging pou tor tha sake of our guality-of-life: KEEP PORT ASSETS Ok PORT PRCPERTY
ard CILIT OF THE COMMLURNTY
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Fabraany 2, 2025

Peart of Lo Argalas

Re: lohn 8 Gibton Containes/ChaseisS Treck Facilitg

This lsttnr bs i opposition tn the Gibson Dreject. The profect proposed to bl & W-fest caesrabs wall, 8 /50-
ook potential container wel that would biock viess of e Fad o Trom DB feeiraay park A00 bnack nightly
with g amissions [n & fow Bundeed loet from an slementany schook, @ Wibe league field, dozens of
Buisirsegs @ng @ polos stEtion and cresls o morning broffs sightmane by eoding o bk to ife rood svery 30
socend duFing morming rush hour & cne of the San Pedeo main freoway erimncoes.

14

Curmeily, ey San Pedro Bey port bermined e secess spoce ‘or tnecis and centeirees. Thee Lot thing Uee
cmamunity or the port needs ks snothar treck andior sSorage acilitg. Tham will never be another supply chan
i Likes in the past baciuis barmlicial cargs ownars {akn B0 of port imgarters] now o hinss comtingency
plans aned aee sbile A0 GiRckRy diveeras Doen the San Peovo By Ause Lo thi pon! ong youl vwill ses spene
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Fabruary 2, 2025
Port of Loz Angsles
Ra: fohn § Gibson Containes/Chassdsd Truck Facility

Tt dirtmr b i oppoerior b B eibean Drepies Thirpretant mnpased S bt g 3-foaf corcoars sl g 50
foat pobnntial containsr wll Ehat wesild blo sk whirss of 1he Haebeor from tha freewary, pok 400 Buck nightly
with sdling amisaions e & few Fundrod fest from an elementary schocl, & Ble leagus feld, cozens o
s @ @ polics StEtion and crepte o monning Eraffic nighe mere &y B0GINE B ok o the roed every 30
ssscanid during morming rush hour ot one of the San Pacne misn feeewsy anbmnces.

Ins
Currently avery Ban Dedre Sy pot berrrens] hes sty apacd for thecin snd canfoiners The it Heing the
COMITLNITY o the port nesds is ahother ik A stoangs Rcilibg, Thene wil never be ancths suppty chaing
crisis Lika in the past Bacaiss benaficinl carpo owners (ain DO or port importere) row ol Fuve conBngancy
plars mod sre bl to quikekiy dbeeried from iFe Sen Sedno Bmy. o Dol the pa? s Yo sl see apece
avaryatusrn. Proat of this b o yard on My Wy 1t s basically amgiy: winy ned make this the oo for the
Gikson Project. Tharo s 100 acres ot Prer 5 that i ey, winy not fnke 18 ocres snd mako that the Gibsan
Peoject. Thers tem 5 enat = bl doren ot sites within the Paet Tadainnds mose austabie for port sepiosan
than the Gity of Lk open spacs on Gibson A This proper ty would be more suitabli Ris 8 pari or cutfural
canter fLike the Maths Amsdicam Cultuml Center that the developar a Aginelly promissd and ia pot in the
promesd presiesd). | s urging you for the sobe of oo quality-of-lile: KEEP POST ASSETE OM PORT PROPERTY
and DUT OF THE GOMMLUINITY]
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Part of Los Angeles
A Jahn S Gloson Container/Chassial Truck Facllity

This ietter ia in oppoaition to the Gibeon Project. The project proposed 1o bulld & 30-foof concretn wall, 2 50-
fnot petentinl containes wall that would Bleck views of tha Horbor from the fressviry, park 300 truck nightly
weith |gling ssmisnsions just a e hundied fesd fream an elemantary School, i Ui Leagus feld, domens ol
business and a polios station and eranta s morning teaffia rightimaes By adding & truck to the road ey 30
gz during mamiEg iEh Four ot cne of the San Pedno main frameay ertances.

n
Currentty, &vary San Padeo Bay port terminal has sxcaas speos for trucks and containars. Tha Las: thing the "

COmURIEY 0 Bl pOrt nends ks snathar truck ardior 3tmge facility, Tras will rarar be another supply chain
erigis oy in the past becauss bensficisl cango owners (aka BCO of port imporers] now oll have cortingency
pl.lrunmmMmMMMMMMﬂMJMMﬂMMIﬂMHUmm
mearewhare. Proed of this s ayard on Mavy Way that |8 Besically empty: wivy nol mals this the area for the
Sibean Projeet. Thare s 100 oones &t Par 5 (h? B empty, why not taks 18 s2fes nnd make thot the Gitson
mmntlmnMdmmmmnMMummhmm
mmmdummnnmumhmmummﬂuthHmm
ErTe- iz S cleslopear ol piradiy prceTised s nog inths
Jlife: KEEP PORT ASSETS OM PORT PROPEATY
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Part of Los Angeles

Re: John 5 Gibson Containes/Chassias Truck Facility

ThuLﬂnrHnwhnmhﬂmﬁ:ﬁu.ﬂnwﬁnﬁnﬂpﬂﬂmm-w-MWHMtﬂ-
nuutp-n'rmlr.mﬂnumummﬂmmﬂmﬂumnmmm.pukﬂuwtnm
Wit iling semiasions just & few hundred fest from an elementary school, & Ltke Lesgus fisld, dopens of
numm-mm-mmllmmmwmﬂdu-u#mmmmm
pecnd during moming nugh kour 8f cne of the San Pedrd msin fressay sntanded.

Currently, evary San Padro Bay port terminal has excess space Sof rucks and containers. The Les Ening the nz
oMLty of thi mmhammmwmmmmmmmqmwm:n
el ke in the past beciss benaficiol caepo cwnees (akn BOD or port imporiers) now all have contingency
pin|MMuuwmymmm5mHﬂu!q.mmnupmwmwmm
mu.wﬁqhﬁu.mmumwlymluhninﬂr-m:ﬂr.-muuh:hllmaﬁuwm
Gingan Project, Tham is 100 scies §° Py S Mot iz empty wity ot ke 18 oones and make il the Gioson
Pmlut.m-mumnmlrmmm#mmmwammmmmm
N e City of LA opan spoce on Gibson Ave. This progpety wousd be mons suitable has a park of culbural
cardar (s the bt Amarican Cultunl Canter that the devmiopes afginatly promised and i nod iR e
-:mpn—dpfm:tj.Jmnmmmmmwmmm.nﬂh:mwmmmﬂwmmmm
wnd DUT OF THE COMBILINITYY
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Port of Los Angeles

Fe: John 5 Glbson GontainernChassisd Truck Faciity

mhmumwmmmm.mmem;mqumaﬂ
ool potantial contninar well that wousid lock views af thie Harbcs fresmy ths raesay, park 400 truck nightly
mmmm.mmutmmmm-mmm.ma
pusiress ond a polics siation and creabe o mosning traffic nighiman by adding & truck bo thi iodd ey 30
sacors] durirg meeming nush howr at ane of 1 San Pedro main freevway antrances,

MmmanmmmIMmummmﬂm.munmw
mwuhmm-uumm:mummmmwmmmmﬁm
erisis B in tho past becauss banaficial cargo owrsns (i BCO or port imrporters) i # have contingency
pinna ard aee &bla 10 guickly diverted from the San Podro Bay. hust fouf thi S0 End you wil sss space
mwmMIIIFMMMWMhmmm;wMtMMHMMM
Gibson Profect. Thana s 100 atres 81 Pk 5 that |s empty, wity net take 16 acres and maks that the G ibsan
Pregact, Thads ane at least 8 kel dozen other sfes within the Pt Tedalonds mors suitalsde 1of pOri exponson
1ham tha City of L open Specn on Gibson S, THE proparty would be moee suitsbie has 8 park or cufursl
conier ks 1hs Nathm Amenican Cubtursd Carter that the developer orginally promised and is not in the
proposed praject). | amunging you for tha sk of our quallty-of-iifs: KEEP POAT ASSETS On POAT PROPERTY
and QUT OF THE COMMUNITY
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project

2.0 Response to Comments

Fabruary 2, 2025

Port of Los Angales

R John 5 Gibson Container/Chassis/ Truck Facility

-

This Isiter s i appcsition fo the Gibson Project. The project proposed bo buld & 30-inod concrete wall, & 50-
fesat pabaniial conbane wall that would block views of 1 Harbor froim the fremsay, park 400 truck nighhy
with idling ermissicons just & faw Fundesd Seat irom onalemsentary school, o Bte leagus fheid, dozens of
Eusiress s @ policn sation and crests & mosnieg traffic nightrmans by sdding ek 10 The nosd every 30
pEoond duling Moening rush howr ot one of the San Pedro main freesiny anitances,

Casranily, svary Sam Pecleo Bury port bermingd has excess sjace L Datks b oo tarssr. The lnst thing the
caenirEiTy of the port neads is another tnack andss sinemps Tacility Thers will never ba another supply chain
crisis e in the past becauss Banaficinl carpo ownars [okn BOO or port imporiers) nos sl kine contingency
plans ard sem sbie to Guickhy Shested froem the San Pedeo Bay. ust tour Fha DO ffd o Wil See spece
wmrywheim, Preal of this s o yard on My Wy thot is basically emgtys wity not malke this the area for te
Gibean Project, Thers ks 100 sores ot Ples 5 that is eenpty, winy rot inke 18 nores and misko that the Gibson
mt.mnum-mmmmmmmmmmﬂnummhmmim
than the City of LA apen space o Gibaon Ave. This propss iy wouid be mons suitalie M o gl of culiuml
carger flike tha Mt Amarican Culbun Canber that ths developss onginally promised snd isnod in the
proposst propect). | S erging you for the sake of our guatity-of-lie: KEEP PORT ASSETS OM PORT PROPERTY
arsd OUT OF THEE COMMILNITY]
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Final EIR
May 2026

2-227



John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project

2.0 Response to Comments

Februsnyr 2, 2025

Part of Los Angeles

Ae: lohn § Gibson Containen Chessis/ Trock Facility

Thin better i= in oppasition to the Gitson Praject. The project preposied (6 Buid a 30-foot concrete wall, 8 50-
Eoot potential coniainer wisll Tt would Biock views of the Harbor from the freewary, park $00 truck nightiy
wiilh iddling ernissions just a few hundea feal from sn elementany schocd, & S leagus fsld, Soarens of
buisimeas sewl @ police stafior and creste s maTEng tralfic mghtmare by adding & tack b the rosd overy 30
sacond cunng marming fush howr ot one of the Sam Pedro missh Soevwry snbranoss,

Mmm%ﬂ&mmﬁﬂmwwhmﬂ:wm&ﬂﬁh[m
mhwmﬂﬂhmhmmm%m“ﬂmummam
Hﬂlﬂhﬂﬂﬂmmﬂﬁml[ﬂ}mﬂmwmnhmmm
pang wrd arer akdbo b quitidy dheered froe the Soen Pace By st e the poe sed yo wil ses space

v ywharn. Prood of this is.a yand on Mey Winy that is basically smety; winy not maks this the arsa for the
Gibaon Project. Thare i 100 seres it Pier 5 that s enpby, wity not take 18 acres and makes that the Gibson
Progect. Fhiniﬂﬂﬁ”dﬂaﬂwﬂ.%ﬂimm“mwmw
Ehan the City af LA open space on Gitscn &, This property would be mes suitablo has o park or culiurs
center Lk tha Mathen Ammsrican Guitural Carsor thit (ke developer onginally peomissd and is not in the
piopossd promaetl. | o wging pou for the soke of o qrafity-of-life- KEEP POST ASSFTS Ok BORT BOOBERTY
A QLT OF THE COMMUMITY
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Port of Los Angales
Ae: bohn 5 Gibson Container/Chaszslsl Truck Faciliny

This bisttess i in exppoaition bo the Giksor Project. The project proposed 1o bufld o 30-foot concrete wall, 8 50-
foo pateetial conbeines wall thad windd Block views of the Harbor froem tha Tresswy, jparic 400 truck nightly
with icling amissions |Usl 4 few hirdned feet Irom an slsmeniary $chool, o ifile lsague fieldl, dozana of
businass and a polics siation and cragte o morning trafc rightmase by ad ding o trudk 1o the roead svery 30
socond during moening rush hour af one of the San Padero main freewey srirsnces,

ity ey Sen Pedrc Bay post T RS (ooss Space Sof Uk snd contairers. The tae thing tha
oIty of thies port rescs i BNOThar truck andfor storags facilite Thire will never ba another supply chae
crisia ke i he Bt Eecnuss beneficial Crgn cwrsss (aim BOOD of port impofiers) now # have comtingancy
phans ard gre ablo to quickly diverted feam the San Pedra Say. fust bouf the Dort ond You wil s58 Bpace
mﬂnnMﬂﬂh.ﬂm“hﬂhhuﬁhmﬂmﬂnﬁmﬂﬁl“ﬁuwn
Gilvgon Project. Thero is 100 Scros 8t Per S that s emply, wity not take 18 acnes and imakn That the Gibson
Project. Thars ase @1 Lesst & halfl dozanotber sites within thi Port Ticelands mMoes SGEtaSHE fr poTt expansson
<han the City af LA 6pan apace on Gibson A, This propery woud be mone sutebie has o park of cultursl
cesrini flike tha Matise Amarioan Cultural Cantar that the developes ariginally promised and is Aot A thi
ropnied project]. | i wrging yeal for th sake of our guality-of ife: KEEP PORT ASSETS ON PORT FROPERTY
wng QUT OF THE COMMLIMNTYE
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Fabruary 2, 2025

Fort of Loz Angalis
Fe: Johin S Gibson Conteiner/Chassis’ Truck Facility

nmmﬂnlnwnmmmm.Thpuj-ctpmmdmmﬂtiﬂ-rmmmn%
font potantal container woll that would Bock viewa of the i bacer Froams (v Py, park 00 truck mightly
with igling emissions just o faw buncmd feat from an elementary schocl. § 5 league field, dopens of
Erusdrvesa ard o polics G0N AN Creste 3 marming traffic nightman by acding a truck bo the ioad sy 30
sacord durirg modning naah howr ot cne of the 5sn Pedio main Seewry anironcss.

Curtentty, ewbry San Pedro Bay port teiminal has exceas space Tor trucks and containers. The last thing tha
ORI O1 e port needs is anothes Truck srdior stomgn fscility. Thees will péver b ancthar supply chain
crials ke in the past becaiss barsdiciel cango owmers (ake BOO of por imparien| now oll haw cantingancy
plans and ste abis 1 quickly dharied from the San Pecio Bay lust 100 the port and you will S0 $pade
mmm.mwtnulu-.uuunmwmurulmnwymwmmhmmmruh
Gibson Project. Thone ia 100 ocres o1 Pler 5 thad ks empty, why rat toke 10 s<ees ard make thet the Gibison
Project. Thire are ot inast o batf dozen othar sitea within tha Port Tidelards mons suitable for port exparsion
than the City of LA open sgoce on Gibson Ave. This property would e mone suitobbs has a park of culbutal
cenes (il tie Nathe Amarican Cuthan] Sented that Bha divslopar originally promissd and ia natin s
propoasd BroMset). | Bm unging you for the seke of o quality-of-ife; KEEP PORT ASSETS ON PORT PROPERTY
a3 OUT OF THE COMMUNITY
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

February 2, 2025
Port of Los Angeles
Ra: John S Gibson ContainestChasslsd Treck Facility

Thils better is in apposition ko the Gibson Project, The prefect proposed 1o balld a 30-foot concrese vall, o 50-
food pobertiol Sontaired wall that would Bock Wews of the Harbor from the fresvway, park S00 truck nightiy
with [lirg emissicns justa fw hundred fest from an etementary school, o ite b fnld, dagens of
businas &nd o police station and create o moming baffc nightrmans by ding & tneck 10 ks rosd ssry 30
sacond during monming rush bour ot one of the San Pedeo main inessy sninences.

Currergly, ewery San Pedeo Day port taminal has s apets fod trucks ond contoiners. The Last thing the
cofmemurity of tha porl heads i anather ifuek sndior siomge isciity. Thome will neser be ancther supply chain
ciighs liks in the post becouss beneficisl congs owners (aka BOC 6F DO ENETEE] now all i congingency
plana and are oble fo quickly diserbed from the Sam Padeo Bay Must Tour the poit ond you will See space
mverywhers. Prood of this 18 & yard on Mavy Way that is basically smpty; wity not male this the anes for the
Gibsor Praject. Thans is 100 scréa &1 Pier 5 thad i empty, why not take 18 scies and make (he? e Gibdsn
Progect, Thains aid o laast o kal? dozen ofher sitos wathin the Port Tidalarsde mars sustably (0F BOM sparsion
1 Ehia City of LA open space on Gibison dve. This property would be meie sulable has o park of cufunal
cRnber (i the Native American Cultural Certec Bhal (he Sesslopar originelly promisad ond |s pot in the
propossd project). | sm urging you for the sske of our gualite-of-te: KEEP POST ASSETS ON POAT PROPERTY
and QLT OF THE COMMLIRTYY
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Fabuany 2, 2025

Port of Los Angates

Re: John S Gibaon Containor Chassis! Truek Facility

This letter iz in oppostion (o e Gison Progect. The project propaasd o buikd & 30-foot concrate wall, 8 50-
fosat potentisl cont ainar wal that would block vews af The Ha# b Troims Hhe freeway, park 400 (ruck nightly
with iefling esnisaions just a few bundied feel from an alemsntany school, o Lt lague fisid, dopsns of
Exisinass and & pobice station and cleste § Maming ethic nightmans by adding & truck to the rad sveny 30
ancerd during meeming rush hows @t ofs of the San Pedro main freevwry aRtEnces.

124
Currently, every San Pedro Bay port tenminal has excess apace for trucks and containers. The Laat thing the
mdﬂmhmmhmmhmmuhﬁﬂ.ﬂmnﬂmhmamﬂmﬂ
crigis Lk in the past becawss bensficinl cargn swnir (ks BCO or port imporbera) fow ol Rivg contingsncy
plina gnd ane oble to quickhy diveibed fraim the Sam Pecro Bay bust (out the poet and you will 3o spacs
wwarywihane. Proof of this is ayard an Navy Way that is basically emply wivy not male this the anes fo the
Gibson Project Thens is 100 scres ot Pier 5 thet is empty, wity not take 18 acres ond make that the Giksen
Progect, Thons ore ot loast o half dozen othar sites within the Port Tidelands more suitable Tor pon espanaion
theie thia Sty of LA open spsos on Gibeon A, This property would be maie suflable has o park or cudiueal
mmmmmmmwmummwwmummm
proposed project). | URgng o for the: seie of our quality-of-lite: KEEP POAT ASSETS O PORT PROPERTY
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Fabruarny 2, 2025

Pas of Los Angelas

Reg: lohn S Gibson Conteiner Chaazis) Trock FecHity

Thia letter i in opposition ta the Gibson Prajact, Thi project proposed 1o buld a 30-foot corcrabe wadl, s 50-
font potential containss wall that would Bioek visws of the Harbor from the fressay, par SO0 fuck nightiy
writh idling esmigsioe just n hew hundred feet froem an elementsny schaal, @ Httle beiges fold, dorens of
DunEEs an b pOcE SCEton Brd credte o morHng traffic nphbmace by sddang o ineck 10 e road svery 30
ancced] during nronnang rush Bour ot one of the San Pedes main freseay enirances.

Currently, evnny San Pedro Say port tarrninal has excess space for trucks ond containers. The laat thing th
eommntty or the por needs (8 arlbed Fuck Shilor a0anmge fecdity. Thers will never B ancthar supply chan
crizis ks in the paet bacouse benaficiol comgo owners (ake B0 or port Empoiteds) Row oll hv conBngency
Do s he sbbe 10 gueidy dhaerhed from the Sen Pedno By, lust 1our tha pof snd you sl e spece
wwmrywhane. Frood of fis s e yeed on Moy Wy that is bascally smpty; wity not maks this the orea for the
Gibzon Project. Thers is 100 acres ot Pier 5 that s amgity, wiy not tele 18 sones and moke that the Gibeen
Project. There e ot benst a hadf dozen other ited within the Port Tidelonds more suitable for por? s rsion
Ehan thes City of LA opsn apess on Gibaon & This proparty would be mahe suitables has & pank or cufiuen]
cacdar ik the Hatia Amaican Cuttursd Canber that the develoger origirelly (rommssd and i3 rot in the
preE it profect). | am ungieg you for the salke of our quality-cf-§e: KEEP POSIT ASSETS O8N POST PROPEATY
and OUT OF THE COMMUMNITYT
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Port of Los Angeles
Re: John S Gibson Gontainar/Chassis! Truck Facility

This lasiar i i cpposition 1o the Gibson Project. The poject propossd to bufid o 30-foot GoRcT a0 wa'k, 8 50-
foal potaniiel comtmines will that would blook views of P Harksr from the freewary, pafk S00 treci nightty
with | dting amissions just & few hundned feet from sn elementany school, & littie lesgue field, dozens of
mmunﬂhﬁnﬁnﬂm;mﬂmmmmwmlmmhmm-mrﬂ
second dusging monming nush hour ot one of thie San Pedro main freswiy §Rtarde.

cm-rummmma—;mmmnunmmmmlmmmmmmmm 126
Wwﬂummﬂdmmmmmmmwmmnm-mm
criai lils in e pest becauss beredicial casge twnian (aka SC0 of porlimparten| now all heve coRtingancy
plars and G 154 1o guickly diartad from the Sen Pedro Beg Just tour the part and Yo will #98 5pace
m.mmmh-wummm1muhﬁ:ﬂymmmmm1un—nu
s.nmnmm.muim“mmsmnltmwmmmmmmuum
Prq-ﬂ.nmmnhm-mmmmﬁmmnmmu-mmmmmmw
thain tha City of LA opan spece an Gibsor A, This property would Be mons sultatie has & padk of Ul
canéat (ks tha Native American Cultural Cander that the dessiopss criginally promised and @ nod inthe
propaasd progec). |nmmmm“ummmmspmmmmqumm FROPERTY
arsdl QUT OF THE COM=LINITY!
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Port of Los Angeles
Re- John 5 Glbson Sontainer/Chassisd Truck Facllity

1111:uuulnnwummﬂ-mm.mmwmm-mmmmﬂum
hmmmmmummmmumﬂmﬂmmmmwnmmmmw
wizh bdling nenisatons [ust o few hundred feet from an slementary schocl, & Uit league field, dobens of
pusiress and a police station and craate o moming tratfic nkghtrman by adding a truck b the fead meely 30
snnond during modming fush hour &1 one of the Sen Pednd misn freeway entronces.

Currantiy, avary San Prdro Bay port termingl hae ssceas apace for nacks and containorg, The last theng 1he
coenmrminity oF e port reseds (s anothes Truck andior storage facility. Thees will rever be another SURRy chein
rtads Bim i the past because Bonaficial cagn ownors (aka BOO o pon bm potbess] now @l R Sontingenay
giana and ae abls 0 quickdy diverted from The Sam Pedrn Bay. busd four the [t G you Wil seo space
wvmnywhans, Peood of this b o yard on Mevy Way that is basically amgtly; why not males this the arss for the
Sibean Profect. Thene is 100 aones &2 Pier 5 (hat b empty, why not taks 18 pcens ond maie 1hat the Gicson
m.mn:mg-wmmmmmmmmmﬂtmmm
tham tha City of L\ open spaces on CEson sve. This propary would be mors suftalile has o park or cufuns
paaryter (i the Mative Araeicon Gultural Center it tha desmloper ofginally promised and |s not in the
nropossd profst. | Bm Lrging you for the ke of our quality-of-Jile: EEEP POAT ASSETS ON POAT PROPERTY
and DT OF THE COMMUMTY

— nf; @Lvl(ﬁﬁl (;
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project

2.0 Response to Comments

February 2, 2025
Part of Los Angeles
R John & Gibson ComainarChansisd Truck Facility

Tris letier is in oppoaition 1o the Gibsan Project. The profect proposed 1o busd o 30-fool concrebs wal, & 50-
fosoit pabanbial contniner vesll that would block views of the Harbor from tha freevary, park £00 tnuck nightly
with idting ernissiors jusl & lew hundeed Teet from an slementsy schood, a it besgus field, dagens of
bumsireas and & pOUGE SLEon and creats @ monning tmific nightrmans by sdding & tneck T ths Foad every 30
mecond during moming rush howr ot one of the San Pedro main nessny srinancn.

Crenenily, iy San Pedro Bay poet berminal has enceas apace Tor trucks and containens. The lest thing the
COMITLENITY of th port ressds s onother truck sndir slomps feciity. Thees will rever be another supply chain
Grists ke in the pest Becauss Banaficinl corgo owrers (aim BO0 or porf imporbers) R 88 Fuse oo irgency
s mre s sl 10 ekl diverted Brom the San Pedio Bay: ust Tou The podt afad you Wil See space
avaryatsare. Procf of this ls o yard on Bavy Wy that is basically amply; wiy not mal this the area for the
Cibacn Propect. There is 100 aoms ot Pier 5 et B ampty, wity Bot taks 18 acres and minke thot the Gibeon
Projact. Thers s ot beast @ half dozen olfar S8 within the Port Tedalonds moee swesble for porf expanaisn
tinan tha City of LA open space an Gibaon A, This propory wousd be moss suitabile fisa park of cuiunsl
canter [like th Mative Smankcan Cultuml Centor St the develops arginally promissd and is not in the
RO propsi, | s urging you for e seke of our gustity-of-lie: KEEP PORT ASSETS/0ON PORT PRCPERTY
mnd OUT OF THE COMMLINITY!

Signatura rml'l-' .‘m\
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project

2.0 Response to Comments

Februenry 2, 2025

Port of Les Angeles

Re: John 5 Gibson ContasinersChassiss Truck Facdliy

Ty letier s mn opposition bo he Giban Pregset, Th geopie] pooposed io bt & 30-foot corcrete wall, & 50-
{oot pobential container ward hirt wold brlock s of this Haebear from the freewery, pek $00 tnack nightly
with sRing srmistions jus & few Fundied foot from an eiementany school, & Uthe e iald, dooans of
business and § poice Sation and create o morming traffic nightrmases by acddng & truck 1 the oad svery 30
smcani (aring moeming rush hour et ono of e S P maen fremwin arirance,

Cusrertly, evesy San Pedro By post bemranal hus mcess Spice bor uths sed eontsiners. The i thng the
commuUrdty of the port needs is anothar Mk andir sloekgs eiling Thone will never ba another supply chain
crisis Hom in e pasl Batauss Banalicinl carpo cwners (aim BOO or post immoriare] nov 5 Fave conlingancy
plans snd e abe 1o gukcly ciwarmod from the Sen Pedno By, Just tour e por &nd pou will s apece
evanywhaee, Prood of this i o yaed on Mavy Wy thot is basically emigty; win ned maka this tFe area far e
@ibsan Project. Thers i 100 ocres ot Plar 5 thot is amgbe wity nol teke 18 eonea and maks that tha Gebson
Project. Thars s o least o hall dooon ot sibes within 1he Pori Telsisnds morr sussbie for port espansson
than Bha City of LA Span spata &n Sibaon A This propssty would e mons suitabils ke a gtk of culbunml
cantet flik tha Mitive Amancen Cuttumil Cenber thet the devsloper onginglly promiaed and is ned i the
iip: KEEP PORT ASSETS OM POAT PROPEATY
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Fabruary 2, 2025

Portof Los Angales

Re: John 5 Gibson Container/Chessis! Truck Fagility

This better i in OREoaitie i e Dibson Projoct. The projesrct proposed b b & 30-foo! conchede vwall, & 50-
foot potentisl conlairss wall that would Biock views of the Harbor from the freseay, park 00 truck rghtly
et lirgg fivdashons just o bew hundred Mest from on stemantany ScHool, o Ut lengue feld, doTers of
EaiaiTics And @ polics Stackon and create @ monming baffic nightenans by sdding @ bruck i the raed svery 30
second dunng moming nush hour ot one of the San Pedeo main insssay snirences.

Currentty, ewmry San Badeo Gy podt terrmivoel o secess spaes foo itucks aod containers. The st thing the
cosmimunity of the pof nieds |5 Rk truck sndior stomgs fscility, Ther will near bs anotbes supply chain
iy Gilow 37 tha past becaiss bonaficksl oomgo ownens: (ke BCO or por mpodies] i oll hirvs cConTingency
plane and arg abla o quickly diverted from the San Pecro Bay, st tous The port and you will 300 Space
averywhone. Prood of this s ayard on Moy Way that is besieally amply, wity not rmisie this the amea for the
Gitron Profect. Thars is 100 stoos &f Pl 5 thel i empty, wihy not toke 18 acres and make that the Gibsan
Fropecy. Thone ars ot lnesta Fell dabem other sites within the Port Tidetands mons suitabbe for porl sxpadriion
Ehai R Ciry of LA opsn apdos on Gibaon e, This proparty would ba mors suftakia has a park or cuural
cariinr [Lim The Nathme Amarican Gultural Ceartar that the dowalopar origirally promised ard i8 not inthe
prOpscdaird project). | am ceging you for the sake of oul grsisg-of-Ufe: KEEP PORT ASSETS ON PORT PROPERTY
oned CUT OF THE COMSLINITY!
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Fobruary 2, 2025

Port of Los Angeles

B John 5 Gibson ContainarfChasaiel Truck Fociity

Teeta lisiner is in opposition to the Gibson Project, Thi prsject proposed to bulld a 30-foot concrate wall. o 50-
e prbental cortaingr wakl Ehirt weuld block viswes of thi Harbor from the treeswary, park S00 tock nightly
with kfling srnissions jizst & Tew Fundeed feet Tiom an elementary school, & ithe wagus Tld, doeens of
birireess arwd & police AL Arg CHED O IOmng braffc rphtmans by stding @ thack w0 thee rosd sy 30
seoond cufirg maming fush how ot one of tha Son Pedno main inesery artrances.

. 131
Currently, guedy San Pedro Boy port beminal has axcess apace for trucks and containers. The laal thing b

cornmanity or the pot nesds i3 ancthed (ruck srdior stampn fecility. Thers will never be ancther supgty chain
crismis Like in the past Becauss Baneliciol copo oarers (in BOO or port imporbers) Ao ol fete Ccontirganoy
plars prd s able 1o Guickly tharhed from the San Pedro Ry, Jus) 1608 e port ond you'sill see spoce
averywhinne. Prood of thisis n yand on Navy Way that is basically smpty; wivy not matoe this the ama for tha
Gibacn Progect, Thene is 100 sones of Pher 5 1kt B ampty, why not taks 18 acres ard moke that the Gikon
Project. Thare ses ot beast @ half coren ol Sitas within the Port Tidolands more suitabls fof Bt eganan
than the City of LA open £pacs on Gibscn A, Thia property would ba more sutabie has & park or cuifuras
panbar (lika Ehi Mithss Smesonn Cuttural Center that tha dewloper originally promised and i rat in the
EenEoied plesect). | s umging you for the sshe of our quality-cf-Ble: KEEP POAT ASSETS Of POST PROPERTY
and OUT OF THE COMSLINITY!
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

February 2, 2025
Port of Los Angeles
Re: John S Gibson Containen/Chassis/ Treck Facility

mmummhhmmmmmuhw-m“mﬂiﬂ-
et paleiie) SONLEnET Wl that woidd block vises of 1he Horbor froem the fooeey, park 400 iruck mightly
with ifing smidssions just o few hundned fest fnom an elomsntory school, o #ibe lnague field, dorens of

el s s @nd 8 mmm:mr:mmwwm-mmmm.—wm
sacond during moming rush haur b ¢ of the Sam Pedio main fressay entrances.

Currertly, svary San Pecec By port 1ermin has mcess spesce by trucks ared conbmress. Ehe lost thing the
ExemenuRity of th Bort needs i snather truck andis storage faciity. Them will neves ba snotbet supply chain| 132
7 zis 1k in the past bacauss barsficisl cangs ownirs [nka BCO o port mpoiten] now il hive contingency
plans and ave abdn o quckly diverted fiom he San Pedio Gy st [our The port ond you will Soa apace

everywhors. Proof of this (5 & vand an Niney Wayr thet i3 hasically empty; wity not makes ihis the omea for the
Gitrson Propect, Thine is 100 scma af Pler 5 that B empty, wity not take 18 acres ond make thel the Gibaon

Profect. Thew it o loast & Bl dozan other sites within the Port Tidelands mone suitable for port sepansion
uunﬂ-cu-,-qrmmmmﬂhmﬁw.lhmmmuhnmmwﬂHlpﬂﬁ:wnﬂm
carier (ks the Hathe Amancan Culfiursl Carled that thi deslapar origirally promises and & not inthe
proposed projact]. | am wiging pou tor the aake of our guality-of:life: KEEF PORT ASSETS ON PORT FROPERTY
ifed LT OF THE COSMMLNTY!
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Fabrumry 2, 2025
Port of Los Angeles
Re: fohin 5 Gibson Container/Chassisd Truck Facillty

This [9i=ne b i apEoeaion e/ Hee Gitvson Smject. The opect prepassd by bnild & ¥-foot corcrate sell, 8 50-
ot pobental contninsr wall thatwould biock views af 1 Haeber from the freeway, park 400 bruck nightty
with bciling emissions just & fiw Fandeed Teat from an elememtany school. & Btle lsague Tield, dopens of
Dusiness and o police stotion ard Eraote o MOENiNG traftfo nightrmars by adding b ik 1o the road svery 30
sacond during moening Fush hour & ana of the San Pedno madn oy erimnces.

Cumrsntiy gy Spe Dedro By port bemmingl has seceas spoce bor tnatie s cantsiners. The Lot Hing e
Gommimianity of the podT Pasds is another truck ancdior sicengs lacility. Thers wil never be another supply chain
eriia likn in the past becauss banaficial Capo cwners [aln BCO o port importers) iow ol Fovs contingancy
plana and are obie o guickly diveried from th Sen Pedno By, fust Do thi ot aad yow sl see space
everywhesn, Prool of ik i @ yord on My Wy thot is basically emgty; winy net make this the area for the
Gibson Project, Thess i 100 acres at Pier S that s ermpby, winy not inks 18 scres and makn that the Gibéoh
Brgject. Thars s m loast s haif dorer otfier siftes within e Pedt Tidalnnds mare auitnhls iof port smpansson
tihan this City of L& opan spaco an Gikaon Ay, This progarty woutd be mone suitabio Rus 8 pari or cutbural
contar [Like the Mathe Armarican Cuttursl Certnr that the deselopar anginally promesed and ia not in the
proposed project). | am urging you for the sake of owr quality-of-life; KFEP POAT ASSETE ON POAT PROPEATY
andd DUT OF THE COMMUNITY
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Februany 2, 2025

Port of Los Angabes

Re: John 5 Gibson Container/Chesstal Truck Facility

Thiiss befitar i3 in ogrpoaision 1o the Gitaen Project. T peoject proposed bo buikd & 30-fost contiets wall, s 50-
tovat peotmevtinl contaire wall thet woudd Biock views of th Harbor from the fromey. park 400 truck rightty
with ioling emissiomns jat o S hurdned feet from an olementary school, o 6%l league fieid, dosens of
brusimessa snd @ police SLAton and create s monning Erafis raghtimane By sdding 8 tnuck bo the road every 30
ancond during maming rush hour ot ore of the San Pecio imain frsrsay snirances.

Curmaely, ivery S Pedro Bay port teemin bas sete S 807 ucks s contsmen, The st thieg e 134
aifmurEty oF tha port neads B enother uck shider saonmge Teciliy. T il nerves ba Snother supply chain
corimis ks in the past e Bermlicisl congo owners (aka BOO of port impanan) novw ol have contingancy
pilans and @ sbls 16 quickly grharted from the San Pedio Bay, Jusl o e ot and you will see spoce
evnrywhaea, Procd of thia i o yard on Mavy Wy the! i basically smpey, wity nof make this the area fof the
Gitrean Project. There is 100 pores ot Per & that s amgiy, why not toke 18 scies sod make thit U i
Progect. There wre ok lesat o hall doosn ol 5ités within 1 Port Tisssnds more sitahle fof port expansson
than tha City of LA opan spoca &n Gibaon e This property would b mans suilakls P s or culbuml
oantes flils e Mt Amarcan Cutiuml Cenbes that the developes originally promised and |s not in the
propossd profct], | sm urging you for the sske of our quality-of-lts: KEEP POAT ASSETS ON POHT PROPERTY
nd OUT OF THE COMMUNITY
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Fabrumry 2, 2025
Paort of Los Angoles
Re: John 5 Gibson Contatner'Chassisl Truck Facibty

Thibs betted i8I0 opEasion 10 1P Cilson Project. The peoject proposed o build @ J0-feed concreti wall, & 50-
foat potential container el thit would Dinck wiews of the Harbaor fnom the freewsy, Btk $00 tnack nightty
with halang armtssions just a few hundred beet from an alemsnary school, & Wile league field, dooens of
Eeriness ard B police Station mnd Crewbe @ moreang TaiTie: Mghimane by sdding o iruck i the rost ey 30
second during mosning nesh howr 91 ane of the San Pedio msn freewoy enbmnces.

Currendly, svery San Pedno By port teeminal has mecass space for bracks and cohtaineds. The las! thing (ke
muqhmmummmmmmm"ﬂmhmnmm 135
mmnmmmmwwmmﬁmmmrmnmmﬁm
Pl and abe bl io quickly diverted from the Son Pedro Baey Just tour the por and you vl seo Spor
mvanyatess. Proal of thisis o yard on My Wiy that is basically emgty wiy not maks this the ssaa for the
Gibson Project. Theds i3 100 s2mms ot Pier S that (s empty, why not 1ake 18 acres and msks et the Gibson
Progect. Thets ans & ladat a hall doben cther altes within the Port Tidelands mong sultabdi 7 POt aupBnaicn
thn v Gty of LA opon space on Gibson Ave. This propssrty woids b mong suitabila hes o parkor cutbural
canter fiks tha Mative Amaricsn Cultuml Genber that The dewlopss ariginally promised and is not i the
propoaes project]. | am aging you b (b stk of our qraliy-of-life: KEEP PORT ASSETS OM PORT PROPERTY
and G OF THE GOMMLUNITY
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Port of Las Angeles

Fe: john § Gibson ContalnerChazslsl Truck Facility

ThhllﬂlrIlmwpudﬂunm'ﬂ'-Bhnnﬁm.mnnh:tprmmmtw-mufﬂmmuﬂ-
Pescit pobmntial contoiner wall thit weuld Hock viess af the Masbar from the freswey, park 400 truck nighty
with bdling emissions juist & fw Pundred feat from 80 slementasy schood, o IRte (sague fisld, dobans of
brsiness ard & polios station and creste o maimicg teatfic tghtrmnne by adding o fruck b the s mery 30
gacond duing maiming nesh howr ot ons of 18 S50 Pedno main freessny antiances,

Cumantly, svery San Pedn Bay Rt beming had oeoeas space fof tucks and container, The last thing the 136
ErenmrInity or e poit resects 1 anathar tuck andior stosage faciling Thans will never be snothal SUpply chain
crisss likn i B pas! becouse benaficial caga cwres (ks BCO or port imporbsds] Rc G P contingancy
plans ard are abio to quickly diverted o the San Podeo Bay. bust kadr the DO ENT you Wil S6e space
I, Erool of this is o yard of By Wiy that is basicaly emgty; wity not make this the amea fof the
Gilmon Progect, Theda s 100 8e:we of Pier 5 that s emply, winy not take 18 acres and maks that the Gibean
Project. Thars aen 1 besst & half Sozen other sites within th Port Tidaiands more susttds for pom sgpansion
than e City of LA 0psa space on Gitsson A, This propany wouid be mone sidtsbls has o parc or cuifural
csrinr (Ll Tha Mative &mesican Cultursl Caniar that tha developer onginally promisad and |s not in tha
plopngsd progect]. Imuﬂrﬂ.m*ﬂrmmﬂmrmﬂmﬂwﬂt:ﬁﬁpﬂm&mﬂﬂmmm
mand OUT OF THE COMMUMNT
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Port of Los Angalas
Ra: Jotn S Gibson ContaineriChassks/ Truck Fagility

This laftar i im copoaltion to the Gibeon Drogsct. Tha profect proposed bo Bulld 8 30-foot conomete wail, 8 50-
Tmmmnmm:mmummmummmmm.mmmm
WTH [ dling eenissions just o few Pnemd feet fom en elementay schood, & Uttie League field, dozens of
business and a polioe station and craste @ moming taific fightrmans by adding a tneck 1o/1h raed every 30
spcond during moming rush hour ot ons of the San Pedro main ineeswry entmnced.

Currentiy, mmmmmmmmmmmaummmummm
Eomemunity o Bha port nesds i anothar iFuck andion starags faciay. Thes will rmver be andthed sLDpiy chain
criais lile in the past becauss baraticlal cango owners (ake BCO of port importen| now sl heve contingsnoy
plapes and ate able te quickly diverted fram (e 5an Pedro Bay. Just toul th po] ond you will see spoce
mmﬁﬁkh:pﬂmrﬁwmuﬂ-uﬂwmmmmmhmh 1P
Gikaor Project. Thara s 100 acees ot Pier § that ks empty, wity Hot teks 18 scres ond maks thal (e GRacn
Projuct. There ore at lsast & Bslf dopen other sites within the Port Tidelands mons suitabie fof port axpanaion
than tha City of LA oben spece on Giasan s, This property would be mdie suitat:ie had & park or qulhuml
panter (ke TF et Armaenican CuilLesl Cenber that the developar orginally promissd and i not inthe
proposed project). | Bm LEing you for the sake of our quality-of-life: KEEP POAT ASSETS ON PORT PROPERTY
and OUT OF THE COMMLUENITY]
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Port of Los Angelas
Re; John S Glbson Container/Chassia/ Truck Fagility

11-.-mhmmmmmmmmpwmmqmmmamum—
food polertis] cansir wall that would Block views of the Marbor feom thi freeway, park 00 ruck pightly
with g améasions just o few himdned fest from an slamanary school, a litte league field, doens of
bissinass and a polics stalicn amd create a momming raffie raghsmane by sdding o truck to the road avery 3
saoond during morning Fush hour at cne of the San Paceo maen Iremay Srlrence.

Canramtly, every San Pedio Bay post terming Pds aecess space fof rucks and containers, The (asthing the 138
COMImRInity of 1 podt restds is ancdhar truck andior stosage Racility. There will never be another supply chem
crita ks [ tho past becauss Benaficiol oemgo owrids (ks BOO or port inporier] o i Fave contingancy
mmmmummmmmmmaﬂmmmmmnmmu
mwmmu-mmmwmummmmtmﬁum“mm
Dibson Propes, Trene in TO0 acres a% P 5 that i3 emnpty, Wity fol ke 18 ocres and miks [haes she Qitson
Project, Tharn & ot beast a half dazen other sites within the Port Tidelands mors suiteble for porl expansian
mnmwummmmﬂm.mmmhﬂMMMIMNmﬁ
mmmmmmmummnmmmWNMMnm
Wm_lqummmmuwww:mpmmmmw
and Q4T OF THE COMMLUNITY
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Port of Los Angates
Be: john 5 Glbsen Container/Chassis! Truck Facllity

This Lst3ar I8 in oppasition to he Gibeon Project, Th project proposed to bulld & M-fool concrabe wal, 8 50-
fenit pocentinl container wall that would Block views of tha Harbor from the freessy, paek 400 truck nighity
with idling mmissions just a few bundeed feat from an alementary school. @ e league field, docsns of
usivess and o polics siaton and create o momirg treffic nightrans IR adding o truck to tha mad every 10
mecond duilpg Msming neah hoor st ane of the 520 Pedre main feewsy entmnces.

Curanily, fvely Sen Pedro Say port temans bas acess space for tnucks and containers, The last thing the
oMLY of this port reeds is arother Buck ancior atomge facility. Thers wii never b another supply chain
crisis likn in the past becayss baneficial corgo ownors (ol BOO o port importens] ron of Favs conbngerdy
pimna and are abile to quickly diverted from the Sar Paieo Baye bust tour the port and you wil see space
wnrypwbstn, Proal of this ls o yard on Sy Wy that s basically amgty: vity nal s this the area for the
Gibean Project, Thern is 100 scres a2 Pied 8 that 13 empey, winy not take 18 860 anil malko that the Gibson
Proj@ct. Thare are af Least a hall dagen atfer 3ites within the Port Tidelanda moes suitable for port expanson
than the ity of LA opan space on Gibson Ave. This praparty wousl be more suitable hos 8 park of culturel
serior (liks th Mtiva Amarican Cuiturl Center that the devlopsr orginally promissd and s ned in tha
propossd project], | om LTging you Sor the siks of our qunlity-of-lfe: KEEP PORT ASSETS ON PORT PRCPERTY
mnd QUT OF THE GOMMLINITYY
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Port of Los Angelas

Re: John 5 Gibson ContalnerChassis’ Truck Facility

This lettar it in opeasnion o tha Gimon Sroject. Tha project propased 10 bailld @ 30-foot concrebe wall, a 50-
fool pabeniial containar wal that would block views of the Hasber fram th fressmy, park 400 truck nightiy
with kiing amissions pust a few hundeed feat oM an elemseniary school, a litle teague fisld, docens of
Eaisirass nnd o police station and Greabe o modnirg tatfic nightman: by odding o truck to the read sveey 30
sooond during mcrring fush hows 81 one of The San Pedio main freewsry aniances,

Curanily, ivedy 580 Pedns By port terminal has cacess space Saf ffucks and containgrs. The last thing the
commisniy 6 the podt rescs is onother brack and'on Siors facilitg Thare il never be anolfsar supply chain
ertaia like in the pest becouss beneficinl caspo cvwmens [akm 800 or port imporiens) new all hinse coingancy
plans and ore able to quitkly divened from tha San Pedro Bay. Just bl th poit ard you #ill ses space
epryatece, Proaf of 1his i e yerd on Mavy Wary 1hat is basscally s ply: wity not make this the area for tha
iheca Peoject, Thees (3100 acres at Pier 5§ that & amgity, wiy not tuks 18 acres and make thal the Gitwecsh
Frnject. Thans arm a2 Least o half dozen other sites withdn the Port Tioslands mons suitable fof por axpansion
than tha City af LA opan spaca an Gibson Ava. This proparty wowld be mons Suilabie s & pak of culbuml
corder (lils the Mathes American Culbuml Canter that the desslopsr coigingthy proamised and & not inthe
penpossd peoject], | M UPEENg you for tha sake of cur qussity-of-life: KEEP PORT ASSETS ON PORT PROPERTY
and OUT OF THE COMBSLINITY!
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Port of Los Angeles

Re: John S Gibsan Containern'Chassiss Truck Fachity

Thiis 0t i8N oppasiticn tothe Gibson Project. This projec propossd 1o build o 30-100t conchets wall, & 50-
fexit patential conteinarwall that would Bhock views of the Harbor froe the fresway, park 400 wruck raghty
wath beling emisskons just & fi hurrdred Best from an clementary school, a iide ieague fed, dogera of
business and o police statich &0 crasts a morning trafic nightmaen by sddirg o treck (o the rood every a0
second dufing morning rush hour ot cne of the San Pedro imdin freeswsy snirances.

Ewtrently, svary San Pacen Bay port terminal has sxcess space for trucks and cortainers. The Lest ching tha M1
commuRity of the port neads i another fuck andior stomge tacility, Thade will rever Ba andher supply chain
crisis lilbxin the past becauss bareficial cango ownens |alka BCC of port Empormens| now all have contingancy
plarsand Bre 0ble to guickly diverted from the San Pedro B Just tour the port ard you will #68 2666
aprynnane, Prood of this [a @ yaed on Mavy Way that is besically empy; wivy nad mals il th anea bor thes
ikaon Project. Thare |s 100 aches &1 Plar 5 ket bs empty, why not take 18 scres and moke thal the Gibson
Froject. Thans ane ot least & hilf donsn othar sites wittin the Port Tidelands mone suitabls for port expansion
than tha City of LA sBon soece an Gibson Ave. This peogerty would be mone sultnbls has @ park of Gulliesl
coroed fliks 19 hehas Armaracen Cuthemi Cenler that tha developer originaily promissd and is notin ths
Eroposnd prOfECTL | am Lging you for th sk of our quality-of-lfe: KEEP PORT ASSETS ON PORT PROPERTY
and OUT OF THE COMMUNITY!
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Fabrusry 2, 2025
Pert of Los Angolns
Ra: lahn S Gibeon Containes'Chassds) Truck Facility

Thulmthhthﬂ.MWmﬂhmIWMﬂiﬂ-
Poot pobantial containar will Enat would biock views of ke Harbor from the vy, park 400 track nightly
mhﬂummpmmm&mnatMmummmm-mmnﬂ.mu
wmnmwﬂm-mmwwmnmﬁummmm
sBcong during maoming fuh howr ot one of the San Ped o misn freewry entrance,

Curmengty, swmny San Pedeo Bey port tenminst hes eesies Specs for trucks ard conimingemn. The st thing the
community of the pon needa la arcotks truck andior shompge faciity. Theia will niver be onothes sipply chain
£tinis Ll n tha past because barsdizial congn ownars (aka BCO of port importen] now ol hine contingency
mmnﬂnmmmn‘mmwmwu—mmmmmm
mmumhmnﬂunmmmuhﬂwmmﬁmmmmu—-_mh
Gitrson Project. Thars is 100 ocres at Her 5 that is amgty, why not take 15 cres and make that the Gibiin
Project. Thare abe & beisi & hall doren ot sibio witiin fhe Port Tedetandi froee Sebele for por sgansn
than th City of LA open space o Gibson A This proparty weld Be mone suitable hes & park of cullural
canber (1 the Mative Ammarein Cultuml Centor thad The dewsiopss anginally promized and is not o the
praposed proges|. | ungieg you for the ssie of our guating-of-e: KEEFR POHT ASSETS OM POAT PROPLATY
and QT OF THE COMMUINITY!
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Febremry 2, 125

Port of Los Angeles

R hohn 5 Gibson ContaimeriChassis! Truck Facility

This latter is in opoosition 1o the Gibeon Projecs. Tha project proposed to build @ S0-fool concrele wail, o 50-
fesal potential container woll that weould block siwws of tha Herbor from tha treewary, park 400 Back nightly
with idiling emissions st & few hunceed feet Trom an clementany school, & e lagus eld, dozens of
busiress and & police SLAS0N B creste § MOMng rifeo pightmans by stdimg & tnack o the rosd every 30
sacord durirg msrring nosh hour ot one of the San Pedro main fressay srtrandoes.

143
Casranily, oveey San Poedro Boy port arminal has aicess apaca for trucks and containens. Thae lag! thing the
LNty o U podt resesds i ancibes ruck areior siompe feclity. Thess will reyer be another supply chain
crizia Lien in the past becauss Bonaficial corgo cwners (s BOO ar pol imporisrs) mow ofl Reve oonbnperoy
pilans ard sse sl e o giacidy creerted trom U Som Pecire By, fust 1our e pot ard you el see space
e Proof of this is o yard an My Wy that is Baslenlly amnpoy, wivy not make this the sma fog the
Chibaan Project. There iz 100 nores o Pler 5§ ket i empty, why not tals 18 scroes and mike thit The Gitdes
Paoject Thero sve ot beast o hall dosen athed ses within tha Port Tidelands more suitabls for B spansion
than the City of LA open specs on Cikscn Ave. This property would be mod sistatilo fus o park or cosiues!
canssr fiike tha katha Amstican Cuoltund Cenier that the develoger orfginally promessed and ia not in the
piopossd project). | smuging you for the seie of o quatity-of-te: REEP POAT ASSEES 08 PORT PROPERTY
ared IOUT OF THE COMPMLUNITYY
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project

2.0 Response to Comments

Fabruary 2. 225
Port of Los Angales
Re: lohn 5 Glbzon ContatmentChessis! Treck Facilsty

This Listpad in i SppoEmian b (ks Gion Profece The project proposad b build s 30-fonf conmensde wall, n 50-
PHMMMMMMMHWWMmhmmHWMMH
ll.thHHMHHtmﬂhlﬂ'ﬂdhuthHHMHMﬂMImmm.dmﬂlﬂ
buisirsss ared @ police station and creste 3 moming eeifte nighimans by sdding @ ik bo e rosd sy 30
se00nd daning mormning fesh hous & one 00 1P San Pedi msen fredwmy sntmnces.

Currently, evary Sor Pecko Fay por! toemirud has eoess spats hor ks snd conbsiners. The lost (hing (P
omimirsty oF U porl s 5 anothar tuck andior storsgs Tecility. Thers will never s anolhaer supgly chain
enismis L in the past becsuss bensficisl carpo ownars (akn BCO & poat imporiens | naw all hine comtingnncy
pla=ts and are abie tn quickly divertec fmm the Sen Pedro Bay. ot toir e port end: yoo will ses spece:
averywhers. Proof of this i b i on My Wiy Tt B basically smeny; winy nol make this the area for the
Gibacn Project, Thees is 100 acres ot Pher S that is emphy, wivynot toke 18 ocres and maks that the Gibson
Progsct. Theste pdw o7 bansd @ P clogen other sites within the Port Tidelsnds mone saftnbis for porl enpansion
i this Tty of LA opon apisda on Gibson fye. This proparty would B mons suitabds has & park of ewtbunl
camber fike 1P Mathve Amancan Cultoes] Conted That B davelaper ediginalhy promissd snd Bnot inthe
propoaes prodect). | e argieg yon fof e mike of oor qualityenladite: KEEP PORT ASSETS OM BOST BROPEATY
End DUT DF THE COMMUMIT

somns WU (DTN Voneg
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Folerumry 2, 2025
Port of Log Angales
Re: Jobn 5 Gibson Contminer/Chessis! Truck Facility

This bedir o b opposibion Bo the Gibison Project. The profct praposed bo buld o 30-i008 concrste vall, & 50-
fiat pabential conbarer wall that would block views of the Harbor Trom tha fresway, park 400 truck nighily
with clang emisssens just o few hisdeed beat from on slementory school. o Bitle loagu field, dorens of
bussiness ard m peolios slaton snd Cheste & Mg et rightmmens by adding @ Truck &0 The oot every 30
ssoond during madning fush hour 81 one of The San Pedi main foedwry anomnces,

145

Currently, overy San Peckio Bay port tevminal b sxcess sguts far Ducks end containers. The Lo thing it
oty o ihe port neads ks another thuck ancls stossde facilite. Thare will neves ba snother supgly shain
erisis liks in the past bacsuse banelicinl capo ownens (akn BCO or podt imporiam) nis sl s coningency
Flans nrs aee mhde So quitly diverted broem the San Pedro Sy lust tour Thee por and o i s 3pace
everywians, Proal of thes & o yerd on By Way thot bs basicalty emgily; win rot maks this the ama for tha
Gibeaon Project, T is 100 scres ot Pier 5 that s emnpiy, winy rot take 18 ocres ond misks that the Gibaen
Progact, Theis are at least o half dosen other sites within the Mo Tedelands more suibabie for poet e
thn Ehe City of LA open space of Gibaen A This property would ba maoee suitsble b a park or cuifursl
centesr flike the Mative Assrcan Culbuml Conter that the developer ofiginally promised and is not in the
proposesd prepect], | s ueghng you for the sale of our quatity-of-life: KEEF PORT ASSETS OM PORT PROPTATY
and CUT OF THE COMMIUNITY
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Februsny 2. 2025

Port of Los Angabes

Ba: lohn S Gibson Containar/Chassisd Truck Facility

This ettt b i oppeaition io ths Ddbson Project. The project prop<ied bo Buid & 30-Iost concrete wall, o 50-
ool paberiin] somiainer wall that would block views of tha Harbor tnem the fearevay, park 400 truck nightly
weith |cing emissicns just o few hundred fest fram an eemantory school, o Sibe lsngue field, dozens of
Ealisareteas vl i oo mhmbhon i Crale & RN DT reghbmars by Doding 0 Ensck io he roed swery 0
secornd during memirg rush Feaur ot o of the San Pedeo maln freessy onironces.

Currently, mry San Padns By poft DEfrrnod P ece s Space for nacho snd oonteress, The laat thang tw
camemuRrity of the port needs i snother truck andior storage fooility. Thans will v B anaths sapply chsin
crisialilos in the past becawss barmficisl carge ownara (nkan BCO o port imporion) now all have cortingency
primns and som b b0 quickly divested from (he San Pecdie Bay lust o the povt ond you will ses iece
evarywhers. Prool of this I8 & yand on Neeey VWsy that (s basscally emply; wity nol makes s The aness for the
Gibson Project, Than is 100 pores ot Fier 5 thot i empty, why not teks 10 ctes ard make thit the Gatson
Srciect Thars sre ot ieest & half doren other sites itk the o Troetsrds more sisitess bor pedt s ansson
ghar the City of LA open spasos oo Gibson . This praperty would b mare sultabls has o park o oultural
center flike the Mathe Amacan Cullus] Conbes that this developer orginaity promissd snd i not in b
propossd projact]. | e woging you for the sake of owr quislity-of-ifec KEEF PORT ARSETS O PORT PROPERTY
and OUT OF THE COSSIUNTYY
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Falrusry 2, 2025

Part of Los Angeles

Ra: John 5 Gibson ContainenChassis/ Truck Facility

This butber is i opposition o 1 Gilion Progect, Th project propossd 1 build & 30-oot concrete wall, 8 50-
it pobentiol contniner wasl Bt wedld ok wiews of the Harbor from D fedwey, park 400 teck nightly
with kefling amissions just & fow hundred feet from am elemsetary school, & e league field, dorens of
busirsss &0t & pobion stetion and creste 8 morming ffic ngtmare by addieg o teck o the road sy 30
sacomd durirg momeng nesh hows ot one of the San Pedio main Sreswiny enrsod.

Cusresnity, evey Son Sedro Sy port aimmingl has escess spoce for trucks ind Sonthines. The laat thang the
commamity or the podt reeds i ancthss truck andior stomgs faciivy, Thaen will rever be another supply chain
crisis likn in the paal Becnuss beneficiol cango gerees (aka BOO of port importers] nov o8 Pt SOnBnpency
plans and e wble 1o guecky drerted feom e 58 Pt B ust tour e port and o el ses space
m‘nl‘ll‘l.ﬁnntnlI1|l|:||.'|'|'rdnhfhﬁ\'hjuﬂllmmmmmmwﬂﬂmmmmh
Gibson Project. Thers is 100 acres ¢ Pler S that is empty, wiy not tels 16 eces ard maoke that the Gibech
Project. There aim ot ieast @ hall daper obhor sies within ihe Port Tkhlands mons sunnbie for porleepansion
than the Cigy of LA o apacs on Gibson Ave. This praparmy would be mone suitoble has & park o culiues]
cardnt [k 1he Natkhm Amsncan Cuftursd Cofiter that e developer o ginsily proemised e i not in the
preposnd penject). | am uRging you fos The aske of cuf quality-of-ite: KEEP PORT ASSETS ON POART PROPLATY
and OUT OF THE COMMUNITYY
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Fabrumny 2, 2025

Port of Los Angales

Ra: John 5 Gibsen Contsinen'Chessin' Track Fecility

This Letter is in opposition ko the Gikson Project. Thiprojsc proposed to bulld o 30-ool concrete wall, & 50-
foot pobentinl oontaines wall e wookd Block visws of the Harbor froam the fresaay, park 400 truck raghtly
weith il arriasEcns just n bew hundred fest from .an stementary schddd, o its agua feld, dozers of
D A @ podic ST MG CTRate & e trafhc nigh e Iy acdding m iruek tn the roed ey M0
sscand daring morning rush hour 28 ong of the Sam Padin main freawey anirences.

Cursantly, overy San Pedro ey port iermined has sxeess spacs for irucks ond containers. The Lest Ehing tha
comamuriEy of the porl needs & shothar sk andber siorage facility. There will never be analfan spply efon
i lilos in s past bacauss baredioini carpo ovwnens (oka BCO of port impimada] nisy all hive CONTINGERCY
[olere prd ew sibbi ho ey Sheeriec Fom the Sen Pednd By, st Hedr Bhe por and yoo will ses space
ewmrywhere. Proal of this s a yeid on by Wiy (het i3 beskeally empty; vity not make this the area bof the
Gibaon Project. There is 100 acees o P 5 that {5 empty, wity not toke 18 acnes and makes that the Gibson
Project. ihers are ot beast o haif dorern odher dites waihin the Por Tidelsnds more suilabie Iof por! Exparson
than Bha City of LA opan apecs on Gibson Ave This proparty would B mane suitabis has & park of oulien
caibnr fiikcs 9ve Matha Amarican Cuthuml Cenber that the devetoped origanatty prommised and i not inthe
propeand profect). | o unging you for e sake of gur guastitp-of-lite: KEEP POST ASEETS (i BOST PROPMERTY
and QLT OF THE COMMLUNITE
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Fabrumny 2, 2025

Part of Los Angeles

Fie: john S Gibson ContatrenChassia’ Treck Fecility

mwhmmmummmlmmwmw-mmml.-m
ot pabental contnmer wall Eal would block views of 1ha Higd Escar Triomy e Sraawary, gk 400 truck nightly
unuwmw-mwmnmmummmmmmm,dmu
Basimvess 3o g pailicn SEacion nnd Creste A mEdrsng traifh rightmare by sddinga iy e e ] ey 30
satord during memirg nash hour 1 ofs of tha Son Pedro main fneswiry ariranoes.

memmpmmmmmmmmmmwmm
mwhmﬂmnhhmﬂ-um.ﬂmm_mnmﬂmhmumm
crisis Likos i Ehe post BACHEE boreficisl CAngEs oW juks BCO or por Empsress) now ol heve contngency
mn“mmmﬂ;mmnhmmmmhpﬂﬂmﬂmw
wenrywivasn, Proof of this is o yard on Navy Wy that s basically empty; wiy not make this the srea tor the
Gibon Projact. There is 1600 geros ot Pier S that s empty, winy not tnke 18 acres and ik that the Gibeon
m.mmnmummmmmnmmmmmmmm
mmwduwmqnmmmmmmmwm.mmm
.canber {lile tha Mutive Amaniosn Cuttursl Canter that The developss ariginaily promised and i not in thh
paTposed Eriepret]. | amm erpang yoe boy B anke o cer qrastiy-of-lite KEEF PORT ASSSETS (b PORT PROPERTY

arl OUT OF THE SOMSMLINITY
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Frbruary 2, 2025

Port of Los Angeles

Re: kehn S Gibson ContainenChassle’ Truck Facility

This Lecher ks i oppasition te the Gibsar Project. The propect propossd 1 b o 30-foot concrste wll, & 50-
MMMMMMMHMH&HMNMWM“MMNMW
nnmqmmgmmmmmmmnmumm.mu
Mﬂ-mﬁn#&nﬂm.mﬂmﬂ:#ﬂmﬁdﬂﬂihﬂbmmﬂmaﬂ
peoond during medming rush howr ot ons of (he San Pedno main fresway snanoe.

Cuneraly, sy e Paden Bay port vl b s SHS00 S ks sre SOnEHTEL The Last thirg the 150
EaEMURITY Of the port nesds i3 anothar sk sndion storages facitty, Thams witl neven be anotfer suiply chadn)
xisis like in the past becaiss bersdicisl cango ownois |nks BCO o port importem| niw sl hins contingenoy
phans ored se able 1 quicidy divested from ife San Pecio By Just low the port i yeinii vl S SPBOG
mnwumuu-mmmvﬁrmuhmmﬂummmm-mhm
Gibean Project. Thene s 100 ncres ot Pher 5 thivt i emgty, wiy not take 10 stteq and make that the (layon
et Thses: 56 8k 22t o hatf doken o by sihes within the Boet Tecelandy meer suitshis for [T R
than tha City of LA opan 3peco on Gibson Ave. This peoparty wiesld s mone sulbabibe hat o gafk or culturel
cantesr {liion the Mathee Araerican Culburl Genger that the deveiopes orginally profmided and is not in tha
proposed projec ). | s unging you for the gake of 0w gualiby-of-lde: KEEF POAT ARSETS 0N POAT PAOPEATY
il QUT OF THE COMMUNIT
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Febmuany 2, 2025
Part of Los Angalas
Re: John S Gibson ContsnenChasalsd Truck Facility

This letter is in oppoaition to the Gibson Project. The project proposed fo budd s M-faof conciebs wadl, & 50-
Pt peobertial comtoiner wall thad windd Black viswa of the Harbor from the fremeay, park S00 trutk rightly
veith idling aimbsshons st & b hunsdred feet from on slemantaly achool, o Utis leagoe field, dozena of
buminass are g ol otk oo create & morning traihc nightmase by sding o ek B the oo sy 5
sacand dusring morning rush hour ot cne of the San Pedio irin frsrsaey enirances.

Currantly, svang San Pedvo Bay port Wnminal has s specs fov irucks pnd containers. The st Ehing tha 151
EHTMURIEy Of Eha port neads ks another fuck andts storsgs tocitity. Tham will never ba anttbes supply chein
i sk ke iin the past hocacss barsdicisd congo cwners [oka BOD of por Enpomen] now ol hove congingenoy
i arrct e ke by ey Smrtad Tom the San Dedeo Sy het Do ik o s yean will ser space
evnrywhaen, Proot of this s o yard on Mawy Wy that s basiceslly smpey; wity not make this the ansa fof the
Gikson Project. Thero is 100 acres ot Pier 5 thisl is ety wity not toke 18 acrea snd maks that the Giteon
Froject. Thens ane ot lonst a falf dosen othar aites vithén the Port Tidelands more suitabde for por expansion
than tha City of LA opan spieon on Gibson fve This property would b mans suitabis R & park of culiumn
casrring Jilos i Matha Americon Cuttussl Conbes thak the dessiaper o ginadty promised and Bnat inthe
Blopeed prhect). | m Lmging you bor e sake of cur queslity-of-lte: KEEP PORE ASSETS (b SONT BROPEATY
mnd QT OF THE COMMLUNITY
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

February 2, 2025

Port of Log Angeles
Re: John 5 Gibson ContainesChassiss Truck Facility

Thoim Lafte = e cprpoartaon B vl (280 PROPECE. Thas propsc? pressed o butd o H-ioot eonents woll, » 50
Mﬂmmmmmmmﬂmmwmmmmmmm
whﬂﬂmjmnmmhﬂlmmmmimmm.mﬂ
Easinssan and & polics SESEI0N and Crests & MOMING LAMC nHghtmane by scding & truck o the rosd swmeny 30
second during maming rush hour ot ore of tha San Pedeo main (reieiy srirances.

GLETesiy, myvery S Pedno Bay perk b hes mcezs spece bt Hosks s contsners. Tha bt theg the isz
GO ummmhmmmuwmummm nisset b anothor supply choin
mmmmmmmlmmm[ﬁmmmlmwm-mmm
mmnmmwymmmmmmmwmmwpuﬂ-—m
‘s, Presal of thits ks 0 ymnd on Mary Wy that is basically emgity: why not make this the efea for the
mm,mnmmﬁmau-mwmum:nma-rr:lmlhm-:mlﬂhum
W.Mw-m:ﬂmmmﬂhnmmﬂ-mmwm
mwmﬂumﬁqummhmmumnmmmthulnlrtnfmmﬂ
mmhmMnMﬂWMderummm-dnmmu—
punposed profect), |mmmhmmummﬂ:mﬂmﬁ£mmwm
ard QLT OF THE GOMMUNTYT
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Februsry 2, 2025

Port of Los Angales

He: iohn S Gibson Containes/Chassiss Truck Facility

mmnhMmﬂthpﬁ#Muhﬂ“Wmﬂﬁﬂ-
mwmmmnﬂMMMMﬂmmmhﬂmﬂ.WtMMm
with ling Bmissions just o few hundred fest froem on stementary school, o little league field, dozens of
busirssss and o polics station and crests & Neorming toffic nightrene by soding a Bk o th oed sy 30
sacond during momirg nush bour sl oev of the San Podro fiain fressay srtrances.

Cunremtly. sy San Pacdr Rary phet herming] hes mreas afice 0 farkm s containers. The last thimg the 153
mummmﬂthMMMﬂwmﬂw—ﬂmummﬁuwn
m._hmmmmmmwm&wmwmnmw
pmmmmummmmmmmm{wmwmmﬂmm
Everyrat, Preal of this s o yand on My Wy that is basically amgty; why not make this thi ssa for the
«Ebﬂ-nHmm-nmlﬂultﬂnsuuhmmmm“mﬂmﬂtmﬁhﬁn
Pt Thettitr re tm'mmmmmum1mmwnmw
chan thes ity of LA open space on Gibson &, This praparty would be e suftoble has @ park of cusursl
antar ks 1ha Mathm Americon Cultues] Centar that the developar originally promised snd B not inthe
proposed profect). | Bm weging you For Ch sake of our guality-of- e KEEP PORTASSETS ON PORT PROPERTY
ardl QUT OF THE COMMURITYE

Signature | ."'-l"xll"-nﬂ'tck«L-': ez =

Nams(Printsd) L\\ﬂ]'ﬁm{f,". \ .;:31 &L
(T R Svies p“i‘*?f],
Addemss M\‘-mtit‘gkéﬂ A qon

Los Angeles Harbor Department 2-261
Final EIR
May 2026



John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Fabruany 2, 2025
Port of Lon kngates
Re: John 5 Gibson ContainerfChassial’ Truck Facility

Thin Leftar i in oppeaition ko-the Gibsen Fraject. Tk propest phopesed i bidtd 5 30-n0* soncrate woll, 5 B0-
foot potential containse wall that would block vievws of tha Harbor feom the tressway, park S00 truock nightty
et jeling smissicn s jual o bevw hundred Teet from an sbemmantany school, o tte beagune feld, dozera. of
[ihinass and & poicE Bateon and creahn Immmh pokding @ Truck 1o She sk svady 20
#eC0ond Gunng moimeng nush howr ot ona of tha San Pedro main Ensewin antIare.

Cimanthy, swery San Paden Bay port terming! fae smeses apaee fof trucks and cortninars The etk thing the 154
cosmmeunity cf the port Pt b anethes tuek andior sbanmps fcilitg. There will never be anothars supiply chain
critia in in tha past bacause benaficiol cargo ownens (oka BC0.ar port importers) Dow all hiva oontnpency
plarm ang s abbe to guickly dheried from the San Podro Bay. Just tour the pORand you will S apacs
ivarnywhesn. Proof of this is.a yand on My Way that is basically amegaly; wity Pal make this the ama for the
Gibaon Project. There is 100 scros ot P S that is efmpoy, wity not take 18 pores and maks that the Gibson
Project. Thare are ot lagst o balf doren oifer g6 wizhin e Pon Todelands mone sednble for port spporsion
than the City &l LA opsn spacs on Gikaon Ave. This propaerty would be more suitabin hos o parkor culbunl
cunser [Liks thi Mativa American Cuttuml Cerdnr thot the developer arginally promined and is ot in the
proposed project). | am wging you for the ske of our qualitg-of-lite: KEEP PORT ASSETS OM POET PROPERTY
and OUT GF THIE COMMLANITY]
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 2.0 Response to Comments

Felrruary 2, 2025

Port of Los Angales
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Letters 14-155: Master Response to Comments, dated February 2, 2025

Comment 14.1: This comment describes that the Proposed Project would construct a 30-foot concrete wall
and 50-foot-tall "container wall” which would block views of the Port from the freeway as well as introduce
idling emissions near an elementary school, little league field, and police station as well as result in a large
increase in traffic.

Response 14.1: The comment expresses general opposition to the Proposed Project which will be provided
to the Board of Harbor Commissioners as part of this Final EIR for consideration prior to a decision on the
Project. For purposes of clarification, the 30-foot wall referenced in the comment would be required as a
retaining wall to support the site. The top of the wall would be level with the grade of the I-110 freeway
and therefore would not block views from the freeway. Moreover, although the trucks and chassis that would
be temporarily parked onsite would be visible to the public from the I1-110 freeway, the proposed use(s)
are similar to those in the existing surrounding environment and would therefore not result in a significant
adverse aesthetic impact under CEQA (See Draft EIR Figures 5.1-1a =5.1-1d). There would not be a 50-
foot-tall “container wall” as the Proposed Project does not propose container stacking.

The Project would not result in 400 trucks being parked onsite at night while idling. As discussed in Draft EIR
Section 5.7, Greenhouse Gases, construction contractors and truck operators would be required to comply
with applicable CARB idling regulations for on-road vehicles during Project construction and operation. With
that said, an operational diesel mobile source HRA was prepared and included as Appendix B to the Draft
EIR. The HRA evaluates the operational health risk impacts as a result of exposure to DPM from heavy-duty
diesel trucks traveling to and from the Project site, maneuvering onsite, and entering and leaving the site
during operation of the Proposed Project. The Draft EIR details on Table 5.2-12 that the results of the
operational health risk assessment identified that the maximum cancer risk would be 7.84 in one million for
the nearby residential land uses, which is below the SCAQMD threshold of 10 in one million. The worker
receptor risk would be lower at 5.08 in one million. Maximum non-cancer risks at this same location were
estimated to be 0.003, which would not exceed the applicable significance threshold of 1.0. In addition,
cancer burden is estimated to be 0.025 individuals that were estimated to have a cancer risk of 1 in one
million or more. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not exceed SCAQMD’s cancer burden significance
threshold of 0.5. Therefore, all health risk levels to nearby residents from construction and operation-related
emissions of TACs would be well below the SCAQMD’s HRA thresholds and impacts would be less than
significant. In addition, there are no elementary schools within a few hundred feet of the Project site. As
discussed in Response A1.7, the Volunteers of America Pre-School located on South Figueroa Street is the
nearest school to the Project site and is more than 1,600 feet away.

Comment 14.2: This comment states that the San Pedro Bay Port already has excess space for trucks and
containers, and a supply chain crisis that happened previously is unlikely to occur again. The comment also
names several locations within the Port that are underused and that would be a better location for the
Proposed Project. The comment concludes that the Project site is more suitable as a park or cultural center.

Response 14.2: As discussed in Draft EIR Section 7.0, Alternatives, an offsite Alternative Site was explored
but ultimately dismissed as infeasible due to the lack of suitable sites in areas that are zoned for the
proposed uses, would meet the Project objectives, and would lessen any significant adverse impacts from
the Proposed Project. One of the Proposed Project objectives is to provide off-terminal support for Port
activities that are located near the I1-110 freeway. The sites mentioned in the comment along Navy Way
and at Pier S are both located within a terminal facility, which is not owned by the Project Applicant. State
CEQA Guidelines 15126.6(f)(1) states that alternatives should be within the proponent’s control otherwise
they may not be considered feasible. Therefore, the Proposed Project cannot be developed on the other
sites. In addition, construction at the proposed alternative sites would require similar mitigation measures
related to cultural and paleontological resources.
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As described in Caltrans’s California Statewide Truck Parking Study from February 2022, the safe and
efficient movement of freight in California depends on truck parking lots that are strategically located.
“Hours-of-service (HOS) regulations created by the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration (FMCSA)
require truck operators to stop and rest at defined intervals. However, parking shortages can lead truck
operators to stop at an unsafe location or stop before they are required, cutting into the driver’s wages.” 1¢
Further, another need for a truck and chassis parking lot in proximity to the POLA is for truckers to park to
await their window of time to pick up or deliver at container yard. A parking lot within proximity to POLA
container yards would limit unnecessary queuing and idling of trucks accessing container yards. As described
by the study, Los Angeles has a significant demand for truck parking and was noted as an area with frequent
undesignated or illegal truck parking activities.

While the Proposed Project would require a PMP amendment to change the open space land use designation
for APNs 7440-016-002_and 7440-016-003, end—7412-024-007,, the Proposed Project would be
consistent with the City of Los Angeles’s General Plan land use designation and zoning for the site. Thus, the
proposed PMP amendment is necessary to render the PMP land use consistent with City of Los Angeles land
use and zoning designations. As evidenced by the site’s current land use and zoning designations,
urbanization of the site has been anticipated and accounted for since the adoption of the City of Los Angeles
General Plan.

16 California Department of Transportation. California Statewide Truck Parking Study. February 2022.
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3. Modifications to the Draft EIR

This chapter contains revisions to the Draft EIR based on: (1) clarifications required to prepare a response to
a specific comment; and/or (2) typographical errors. The revisions do not alter the significance conclusions
previously disclosed in the Draft EIR. Changes made to the Draft EIR are identified here in strikeeut text to
indicate deletions and in bold and double underlined text to indicate additions and single underlined text
to indicate changes made since the February Final EIR.

3.1 CHANGES TO THE DRAFT EIR

The following text, organized by Draft EIR chapters and sections, has been revised based on comments
received on the Draft EIR and clarifications identified following release of the Draft EIR.

Chapter 1.0, Executive Summary

Section 1.1, Project Location, on page 1-1, is revised as follows:

The Proposed Project site is generally located at 1599 John S. Gibson Boulevard in the community of San
Pedro in the southwestern portion of the City of Los Angeles. The Project site encompasses approximately
18-63 18.41 acres and is bounded by Interstate 110 (I-110) to the north and west, John S. Gibson Boulevard
to the east, and existing container terminals, a commercial office building (2001 John S. Gibson Boulevard
#1), and the Harbor Community Police Station (2175 John S. Gibson Boulevard) to the south. The Project site
is identified by Assessor’s Parcel Numbers (APN) 7440-016-001, 7440-016-002, and 7440-016-003;end
7412-024-007. Regional access to the Project site is provided via Long Beach Freeway (I-710), located 4.3
miles to the east, 1-110, adjacent to the west boundary of the site, and San Diego Freeway (I-405)
approximately 6.0 miles north. Local access to the site is provided from John S. Gibson Boulevard. The Project
site_ and surrounding area are shown in Figure 3-1, Regional Location, and Figure 3-2, Local Vicinity.

Section 1.2, Project Description Summary, on page 1-2, is revised as follows:

The Applicant for the Proposed Project is requesting approval from the City of Los Angeles Harbor
Department (LAHD) to develop the 18:63 18.41-acre site with a short-term truck and chassis parking facility
and related site improvements. The Proposed Project includes paving of approximately 405,602 square
feet (SF) of the site and striping of 393 truck and chassis stalls. The Proposed Project would be implemented
in one development phase. See Figure 3-5, Conceptual Site Plan. The Project Applicant is requesting a Coastal
Development Permit and a Port Master Plan (PMP) Amendment from LAHD (Lead Agency) to change the
designation of two three parcels within the Project site from Open Space to Maritime Support. In addition,
the Proposed Project would require approvals from the City of Los Angeles, including a Coastal Development
Permit and additional ministerial permits.

Section 1.6.4, Mitigation Measures, on page 1-10 to 1-12, is revised as follows:
The following mitigation measures would be required for the Proposed Project:

Mitigation Measure BIO-1: Pre-Construction Survey and Biological Monitoring. To avoid impacts to
special-status animal species, the Applicant must conduct pre-construction biological surveys prior to initiating
vegetation removal/clearing. Surveys shall be conducted by a qualified biologist within three days of
vegetation removal. Should the qualified biologist find any special-status species, they shall be relocated to
nearby open space (i.e., Palos Verdes peninsula) or shall be allowed to leave the site on their own, pursuant
to the qualified biologist’s recommendations. In addition, the qualified biologist shall be present for initial
site preparation and grading to ensure that special-status animal species do not repopulate the site.
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Mitigation Measure BIO-2: Nesting Bird Survey. Vegetation removal sheuld shall occur outside of the
nesting bird season (generally between February 1 and September 15). If vegetation removal is required
during the nesting bird season, the Applicant must conduct take avoidance surveys for nesting birds prior to
initiating vegetation removal/clearing. Surveys shall will be conducted by a qualified biologist(s) within
three days of vegetation removal. If active nests are observed;

willstey-outside-of-e for one or more species protected under the Endangered Species Act, the California

Endangered Species Act, or the Migratory Bird Treaty Act, and the applicant and contractor shall
maintain a minimum_300-foot buffer around the active nests. For raptor species, the buffer iste shall be

expanded to 500 feet. The approved buffer zone shall be marked in the field with construction fencing,
within which no vegetation clearing or ground disturbance shall commence until the qualified biologist verifies
that the nests are no longer occupied, and the juvenile birds can survive independently from the nests. Once
the young have fledged and left the nest, or the nest otherwise becomes inactive under natural conditions,
normal construction activities may occur.

Mitigation Measure CUL-1: Cultural Resources Monitoring Plan. Prior to the issuance of a grading permit,
a Cultural Resources Monitoring Plan for the Proposed Project shall be prepared by a qualified

archaeologist and reviewed and approved by the City of Los Angeles Planning-Depertment Department of
Building and Safety. This plan shall include, but not be limited to, the following actions:

® Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the Applicant shall provide written verification to the City of Los
Angeles Plenning—DBeperiment Department of Building and Safety in the form of a letter from the
qualified archaeologist to the lead agency stating that a qualified archaeologist has been retained to
implement the monitoring program.

e The certified archaeologist shall attend the pre-grading meeting with the contractors to explain and
coordinate the requirements of the monitoring program.

e During ground disturbing activity of previously undisturbed deposits, the archaeological monitor(s) and
Native American monitor shall be onsite, to perform full-time inspections of the excavations. The
frequency of inspections shall wil-depend upon the rate of excavation, the materials excavated, and
the presence and abundance of artifacts and features.

e Isolates and clearly non-significant deposits shall wilt be minimally documented in the field and collected,
as determined by the qualified archaeologist, so the monitored grading can proceed.

e In the event that previously unidentified intact cultural resources are discovered, the qualified
archaeologist shall have the authority to divert or temporarily halt ground disturbance operations in the
area of the discovery to allow for the evaluation of potentially significant cultural resources. The
qualified archaeologist shall contact the City of Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety lead
eageney-at the time of discovery. The qualified archaeologist, in consultation with the lead agency, shall
determine the significance of the discovered resources. The City of Los Angeles Department of Building
and Safety leeid-ergeney-must concur with the evaluation before construction activities will be allowed to
resume in the affected area. For significant cultural resources, a Research Design and Data Recovery
Program to mitigate impacts shall be prepared by the qualified archaeologist and approved by the
lead agency before being carried out using professional archaeological methods. If any human bones
are discovered, the county coroner and lead agency shall be contacted. In the event that the remains
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are determined to be of Native American origin, the most likely descendant, as identified by the NAHC,
shall be contacted in order to determine proper treatment and disposition of the remains.

¢ In the event of an unanticipated discovery, before construction activities are allowed to resume in
the affected area, the artifacts shall be recovered, and features recorded using professional
archaeological methods. The qualified archaeologist shall determine the amount of material to be
recovered to provide an adequate artifact sample size for analysis.

e Before construction activities are allowed to resume in the affected areaq, the artifacts shall be recovered,
and features recorded using professional archaeological methods. The qualified archaeologist shall
determine the amount of material to be recovered for an adequate artifact sample for analysis.

e All cultural material collected during the grading monitoring program shall be processed and curated
according to the current professional repository standards. The collections and associated records shall
be transferred, including title, to an appropriate curation facility, to be accompanied by payment of
the fees necessary for permanent curation.

® A report documenting the field and analysis results and interpreting the artifact and research data within
the research context shall be completed and submitted to the satisfaction of the City of Los Angeles

Department of Building and Safety leed-egeney—prior to the issuance of any building permits. The
report shall will include Department of Parks and Recreation Primary and Archaeological Site Forms.

e A monitoring report shall be prepared by the qualified archaeologist upon completion of grading and
submitted prior to the issuance of any building permit(s).

MM PAL-1: Paleontological Monitoring. Prior to the issuance of grading permits, the Applicant shall provide
a letter to the City of Los Angeles Plenning-Bepeartment Department of Building and Safety, or designee,
from a professional paleontologist, stating that a qualified paleontologist (who meets the Society of
Vertebrate Paleontology’s (SVP, 2010) definition for qualified profession paleontologist) has been retained
to provide services for the Project. The paleontologist shall develop a Paleontological Resources Impact
Mitigation Plan (PRIMP), consistent with the provisions of CEQA, LAHD Guidelines, and SVP Guidelines, to
mitigate the potential impacts to unknown buried paleontological resources that may exist onsite. The PRIMP
shall be provided to the City for review and approval. The PRIMP shall require that the paleontologist be
present at the pre-grading conference to establish procedures for paleontological resource surveillance and
provide worker training regarding paleontological monitoring. The PRIMP shall also require full-time
paleontological monitoring by a qualified paleontological monitor starting at the ground surface (below any
disturbed/artificial fill deposits) during grading, excavation, or utility trenching activities.

In the event paleontological resources are encountered, ground disturbing activity within 50 feet of the area
shall cease. The paleontologist shall examine the materials encountered, assess the nature and extent of the
find, and recommend a course of action to further investigate and protect or recover and salvage those

resources that have been encountered pursuant to the guidelines of the Society of Vertebrate Paleontology
(SVP, 2010).

Criteria for discarding specific fossil specimens shall be made explicit in the PRIMP. If the qualified
paleontologist determines that impacts to a sample containing significant paleontological resources cannot
be avoided by Project construction, then recovery techniques may be applied as identified within the PRIMP.
Actions include recovering a sample of the fossiliferous material prior to construction, monitoring construction
activities and halting construction if significant fossil needs to be recovered, and/or cleaning, identifying,
and cataloging specimens for curation and research purposes. Recovery, salvage, and treatment shall be
done at the Applicant’s expense. All recovered and salvaged resources shall be prepared to the point of
identification and permanent preservation by the paleontologist. Resources shall be identified and curated
into an established accredited professional repository. The paleontologist shall have a repository agreement
in hand prior to initiating recovery of the resource. If no institution accepts the fossil(s), they shall be donated
to a local school in the area for educational purposes. Accompanying notes, maps, and photographs shall
also be filed at the repository and/or school. A report documenting the results of the monitoring, including
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any salvage activities and the significance of any fossils, shall wil-be prepared and submitted to the City
of Los Angeles Planning-Bepertment Department of Building and Safety, or designee.

Prior to commencement of grading activities, the City of Los Angeles Planning-Bepartment Department of
Building and Safety, or designee, shall verify that all Project grading and construction plans specify the

requirements herein related to the PRIMP and the unanticipated discovery of paleontological resources.

Chapter 3.0, Project Description

Section 3.2, Project Location, on page 3-1, is revised as follows:

The Project site is identified by Assessor’s Parcel Numbers (APNs) 7440-016-001, 7440-016-002, and
7440-016-003;and7412-024-007. Additionally, the Project site is currently vacant and contains multiple
abandoned cell phone towers, as shown on Figure 3-4, Existing Site Photos. Additional information about the
Project site’s location and setting is provided in EIR Section 4, Environmental Setting.

Section 3.4.1, Project Overview, on page 3-2, is revised as follows:

The Proposed Project would develop the 18:63 18.41-acre site with a short-term truck and chassis parking
facility and related site improvements. The Proposed Project would alleviate truck traffic congestion and
reduce the distance required for trucks to access shipping containers within the POLA area. The Proposed
Project includes grading and paving of the site and striping of 393 truck and chassis stalls. The Proposed
Project would be implemented in one development phase. See Figure 3-5, Conceptual Site Plan. The Project
Applicant is requesting a Coastal Development Permit (CDP) and a Port Master Plan Amendment from the
Los Angeles Harbor Department (LAHD) to change the designation of two three parcels of the Project site
from Open Space to Maritime Support. In addition, the Project would require approvals from the City of Los
Angeles, including a CDP.

Section 3.4.2, Project Features, on page 3-2, is revised as follows:

Development Summary

The Proposed Project would grade and install a Portland concrete cement (PCC)-paved parking lot on
approximately 405,602 square feet within the 1863 18.41-acre (811741 801,938 square feet) site.
Within the parking lot, striping would be added for 393 stalls, each approximately 11 feet wide by 40
feet long. The Proposed Project would be accessed from an all-access, signalized 40-foot to 60-foot-wide
driveway along John S. Gibson Boulevard-which-would-be-introduced-to-thesite. In addition, a prefabricated
guard booth and an approximately 50-square-foot restroom on slab-on-grade foundations would be
installed for use by truck drivers and Proposed Project staff. Charging infrastructure for on-site operational
equipment would also be installed. The Project site is located within an area identified as a methane hazard
zone due to its proximity to methane gas sources. As such, methane gas reduction systems would be
incorporated into the design of any paved area or structure on the site as required by City of Los Angeles
Municipal Code, Section 21.7103.

Section 3.4.2, Project Features, on page 3-3, is revised as follows:

Landscaping and Walls

The Proposed Project would include approximately 306,790316,373 square feet of drought tolerant and
California native ornamental landscaping that would cover approximately 39 percent of the site. Proposed
landscaping would include 24-inch box trees, 15-gallon trees, various shrubs, and ground covers. Native
hydroseed mix would be applied to the unpaved portions surrounding the parking lot. Existing mature trees
along John S. Gibson Boulevard would be protected in place during construction and operation. An irrigation
system would be installed, and reclaimed stormwater from the capture and use cisterns would be used to
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irrigate the landscape area. If reclaimed water is not reasonably available, potable water would be used
in its place. The irrigation system would be installed in accordance with the requirements of City rules and
regulations for use of recycled water and Los Angeles Municipal Code Section 12.41. The Proposed Project
has been designed to be water-efficient by the use of drought tolerant landscaping and an automatic
irrigation controller. Irrigation heads would be selected to effectively water all plant material with minimal
overspray. A 2-inch layer of mulch in all planting areas would be placed to retain moisture. Slopes 3:1
(horizontal:vertical) or greater would have jute netting or other slope stabilization devices, and slopes 2:1
would have erosion control blankets. The site would be graded to reduce the existing slopes for an overall

slope of 2:1.

Access and Circulation

The Proposed Project would construct a 40- to 60-foot-wide driveway off John S. Gibson Boulevard to allow
vehicles to access the Proposed Project site and would remove certain trees that block needed line of sight.
The driveway would be signal-controlled at John S. Gibson Boulevard and would allow for all turning
movements, with the driveway having a right turn on red restriction. The Proposed Project would remove
portions of the existing median to provide left-in, left-out access and would install a signal at the new
intersection prior to the start of operations. The signal would provide for protected left-turn movements. In
addition, the Proposed Project would install advance signal warning signage and stripe pavement markings
on John S. Gibson Boulevard. In addition, the Proposed Project would install PCC pavement for the access
road. The Proposed Project would include a prefabricated guard booth at the entrance from the driveway
to the site and adequate queuving length would be provided to ensure that trucks do not queue onto John S.

Gibson Boulevard. To provide adequate queuing capacity for operations of the Project site as a truck and
chassis parking lot, the driveway would include one entrance gate.1

Section 3.5, Land Use and Zoning, on page 3-5, is revised as follows:

A portion of the Project site has a POLA Master Plan Land Use designation of Open Space, as shown on
Figure 3-6, Existing Port Master Plan Land Use Designation. The Proposed Project would require a POLA
Master Plan Amendment to change the land use designation from Open Space to Maritime Support for APNs
7440-016-002 and 7440-016-003and7Z412-024-007. The Maritime Support designation provides for
water-dependent and non-water-dependent operations necessary to support cargo handling and other
maritime activities.

APNs 7440-016-001, 7440-016-002, and 7440-016-003 have a City of Los Angeles General Plan
designation of General/Bulk Cargo — Non-Hazardous Industrial and Commercial and are zoned Heavy
Industrial [QIM3-1VL—eand-APN-74 024-007 heas—eaCity-of LosAngelesGeneral-Plan—desi i

D
D
D
|
D
D

(City of Los Angeles Planning Department, n.d.). The Proposed Project would be consistent with the City of
Los Angeles’s General Plan land use designation and zoning for the site.

Figure 3-2 on page 3-9, has been updated to reflect the changes identified above in Chapter 3.0, Project
Description.

! If the site were to be operated with chassis only or chassis with wheeled containers in the future, then two more
(total of three) gate lanes would be needed at the guard booth, as shown in Figure 3-7, below.
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Figure 3-3 on page 3-11, has been updated to reflect the changes identified above in Chapter 3.0, Project
Description.
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Figure 3-5 on page 3-15, has been updated to reflect the changes identified above in Chapter 3.0, Project
Description.
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Figure 3-6 on page 3-17, has been updated to reflect the changes identified above in Chapter 3.0, Project
Description.
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The Project Description has been revised to include Figure 3-7, which shows the potential site plan
that would be developed with three gates if the site were to operate with chassis only or chassis with
wheeled containers in the future.
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 3. Modifications to the Draft EIR

Chapter 4.0, Environmental Setting

Section 4.2, Local Setting and Location, on page 4-1, is revised as follows:

A portion of the Project site is in the western portion of the POLA PMP Planning Area 2, which encompasses
the West Basin and Wilmington areas. The Project site is bounded by I-110 to the north and west, John S.
Gibson Boulevard to the east, and existing container terminals to the south. Facilities near the Project area
include Berths 121 - 131, which consists of container terminals (POLA, 2019). The Project site is adjacent to
and north of a commercial office building (2001 John S. Gibson Boulevard #1) and the Harbor Community
Police Station (2175 John S. Gibson Boulevard). The local vicinity map and Project site aerial are provided
in Figure 3-2, Local Vicinity, and Figure 3-3, Aerial View, respectively.

The Project site is comprised of three feur-parcels encompassing approximately $18-63 18.41- acres. These
parcels are identified as Assessor’s Parcel Numbers (APN) 7440-016-001, 7440-016-002, and 7440-016-
003;eand#412-024-007. The Project site is currently undeveloped and vacant except for remnants of two
abandoned cellular communication towers, a partially paved access road, and surface and buried
abandoned oil pipelines and utilities. Three culverts cross under I-110 and outlet to the Project site (LGC,
2019). The site is vegetated and consists of sour fig (ice plant) and sparse dry scrub vegetation with a mix
of native and non-native species. Most of the vegetation is composed of non-native species such as brome
grasses, Russian thistle, tree tobacco, and acacia. Native species such as telegraph weed, cudweed, and big
saltbush are also present but in limited numbers. Non-native fig trees border the southern portion of the site
adjacent to John S. Gibson Boulevard, and eucalyptus trees border the adjacent development. Site
topography consists of a nearly level terrace area adjacent to I-110 with an approximately 2:1 slope along
the southeastern side of the site descending to John S. Gibson Boulevard (LGC, 2019). The Project site’s
existing conditions are shown in Figure 3-4, Existing Site Photos.

Section 4.4.1, City of Los Angeles General Plan and Zoning, on page 4-2, is revised as follows:

APNs 7440-016-001, 7440-016-002, and 7440-016-003 have a City of Los Angeles General Plan
designation of General/Bulk Cargo — Non-Hazardous Industrial and Commercial and are zoned Heavy

Industrial rQ]M3-]VL, AHe—APP 4 024-00 f\Srme o os—Aneetes—Generet—Pran—aesiehation—o

Section 4.5.9, Land Use and Planning, on page 4-12, is revised as follows:

The Project site encompasses approximately 18:63 18.41 acres and is located northwest of John S. Gibson
Boulevard, southeast of I-110, south of light industrial, and northwest of the San Pedro Bay. Additionally,
the site is located within the Torrance USGS 7.5-Minute Quadrangle; Section 00, Township 5 South, Range
13 West, San Bernardino Principal Meridian.

Figure 4-1 on page 4-3, has been updated to reflect the changes identified above in Chapter 3.0, Project
Description.
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John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project

3. Modifications to the Draft EIR

Chapter 5.0, Environmental Impact Analysis

The list of cumulative projects in Table 5-1, on page 5-5, is revised as follows. Given the nature of the
additional cumulative projects, no revisions to the analysis within the Draft EIR is necessary.

Cumulative

No Project Title and Project Description Project Status
Location
Port of Los Angeles
1. Berth 163-164 Demolition of the existing 19,000-square-foot timber wharf and | I5/MNDB Initial
[Nustar-Valero] construction of a new steel and concrete loading platform, access Study
Marine Oil trestles, mooring and berthing structures, and necessary utilities to 1S)/Mitigated
Terminal Wharf | comply with the Marine Oil Terminal Engineering and Maintenance Negative
Improvements Standards (MOTEMS). The project also consists of a 30-year lease Declaration
Project for the facility. (MND) adopted
September 2021.
Construction
pending.
2. Navy Way/ Construction of roadway improvements at State Route (SR)-47 /Navy Environmental
Seaside Avenue | Way to eliminate traffic signal and movement conflicts. Augment an | review in process.
Interchange Project | existing partial interchange at SR 47 /Seaside Avenue/Navy Way Construction
by removing the last traffic signal and at-grade intersection between expected to
Interstate (1)-710 and I-110, adding a new auxiliary lane and a new | begin December
collector-distributor road, and implementing traffic channelization 2025 and end
improvements. This project is included in the 2016 Southern California June 2028.
Association of Governments (SCAG) Regional Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) as ID 1M0430.
3. Cabrillo Way The proposed Project includes developing, operating, and Environmental
Marina Project maintaining a marina, hotels, boater and visitor-serving club and | review in process
meeting facilities, restaurants, retail buildings, and commercial areas
at 2293 Miner Street. This project was evaluated in the West
Channel/Cabrillo Marina Phase Il Development Project (Cabrillo
Way Marina) Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Report
certified in December 2003.
4. Terminal Island The proposed Project includes the development and operation of a Environmental
Maritime Support | maritime support facility on an approximately 80-acre LAXT loop | review in process
Facility site on Terminal Island.
5. Berths 191-194 Construction and operation of a dry bulk terminal for vessel | NOPreleased-in
(Ecocem) Low- unloading, raw material milling, and storage and loading onto trucks | Merch2022-EIR
Carbon Cement | of low-carbon construction binder. inprogress—Final
Processing Facility EIR adopted by
the Board of
Harbor
Commissionets
on April 2025.
6. Westway Decommissioning of the Westway Terminal along the Main Channel | Decommissioning
Decommissioning — | (Berths 70-71). Work includes decommissioning and removing 136 completed in
Berths 70 = 71 storage tanks with total capacity of 593,000 barrels and 2013.
remediation of the site. Remediation is in
the permitting
phase.
7. Berths 97-109 Development of the China Shipping Terminal Phase |, I, and llI Final
China Shipping including wharf construction, landfill and terminal construction, and | Supplemental EIR
Development backland development, including operation under a revised project | {FSEIR} completed
Project to modify certain mitigation measures. in 2019. Final
Los Angeles Harbor Department 3-25
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3. Modifications to the Draft EIR

Cumulative

No Project Title and Project Description Project Status
Location
Revised
Supplemental
EIR cettified by
the Board of
Harbor
Commissionets
in November
2025. Errata
approved March
2026, along with
the adoption of
the Findings of
Fact, Statement
of Overriding
Considerations
and Final
Revised MMRP.
8. Wilmington Intended to provide waterfront access and promoting development Construction
Waterfront Master | specifically along Avalon Boulevard. Project elements include a underway in
Plan (Avalon promenade, waterfront park, pedestrian bridge, location for the phases.
Boulevard Corridor | Wilmington Youth Sailing and Aquatic Center, public pier, and other
Project) visitor serving uses.
9. | Berth 44 Boatyard | Redevelopment of the former San Pedro Boatworks site at 2945 Environmental
Project — 2945 Miner Street. Project components include demolition of existing | review in process.
Miner Street structures and buildings on site; dredging; remediation; grading; | 1S/NOP IS/Notice
paving; and constructing concrete pads, docks, gangways, slips, | of Preparation
underground utilities, water treatment systems, storm drain, fencing, (NOP) issued
lighting, and buildings to support boatyard operations. January 2024.
EIR in progress.
10. Berths 206-209 Use of existing warehouses at 849 East New Dock Street and 921 Final Negative
Chassis Depot and | East New Dock Street for chassis depot, storage, maintenance, and | Declaration (ND)
Repair Facilities | repair. certified July
2019. Addendum
considered in
2023.
11. Berths 121-131 Demolition of existing wharf at Berths 126-129, construction of a new | Notice of Intent
[Yang Ming] wharf, installation of up to 10 new wharf cranes, reconstruction of (NOI)/NOP
Container Terminal | the shoreline, dredging and disposing of up to 310,000 cubic yards | released in 2014.
Improvements of sediments to deepen the berth, expand the existing on-dock | Draft EIR/EIS in
railyard, and installation of electric-powered Reil-Meunty Rail- Eregress
Mounted Gantry cranes for railcar loading/unloading. released in
March 2026.
12. Berths 148-151 Construction of various wharf and seismic ground improvements that | IS/NOP released
(Phillips 66) are required to comply with MOTEMS and a new 20-year | March 2022. EIR
Marine Oil entitlement. in progress.
Terminal
Improvement
Project
13. Maintenance Routine removal of accumulated sediment from channel beds to Dredging
Dredging maintain the design depths of navigation channels, harbors, marinas, intermittently
boat launches, and port facilities. Conducted regularly for initiated on

navigational purposes. Also, routine in-kind maintenance and repairs
of structures.

average every 3
to 5 years; at
least once every
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Cumulative

No Project Title and Project Description Project Status
Location
5 years.
Intermittent
structure repairs.
14. Outer Harbor Construction of two new cruise terminals that would total up to Request for
Cruise Terminal 200,000 square feet (approximately 100,000 square feet each) Proposal for
and Outer Harbor | and parking at Berths 45-47 and 49-50 in the Outer Harbor. The future
Park — Berths 45 — | terminals would be designed to accommodate the berthing of a development
47 and 49 — 50 | Freedom Class or equivalent cruise vessel (1,150 feet in length). A | released January
proposed Outer Harbor Park would encompass approximately 6 | 2023. Project is
acres at the Outer Harbor. This project was evaluated in the San in design.
Pedro Waterfront Project EIS/EIR certified in September 2009.
15. City Dock No. 1 Development of a marine research center within a 32.13-acre area. Phase |
Marine Research | This project would change the break bulk areas east of East Channel | development in
Project (AltaSea) — | (Berths 57—72) to institutional uses. progress since
Between Berths 57 2017.
-72
16. West Harbor Redevelopment of 30 acres, formerly known as the Ports O’ Call | BHC certified the
Modification Village, with up to 300,000 square feet of visitor-serving commercial | Final EIS/EIR and
Project (formerly | uses and up to a 75,000-square-feet foot conference center. This approved the
San Pedro Public | project would involve changing the industrial uses along Harbor | project in 2009.
Market) — Along | Boulevard to commercial. This project also includes a waterfront | Addendum 1 in
Harbor Boulevard | promenade and 3 acres of open space. This project was evaluated | May 2016 and
in the San Pedro Waterfront Project EIS/EIR and subsequent | Addendum 2 in
Addendum. The revised project environmental analysis includes: | November 2019.
108,000-square-foot outdoor amphitheater, 2.5-acre entertainment |  Construction of
venue, 100-foot diameter Ferris wheel with an approx. 150-foot-tall | the 2016 Project
by 50-foot-wide tower attraction, and other Vvisitor-serving | is ongoing NOP
commercial uses. This project was evaluated in the San Pedro released April
Waterfront Project EIS/EIR certified September 2009. 2022. Braft
Subsequent EIR
certified in June
2025. On
September 10,
2025, the City
Council rejected
an appeal and
reaffirmed the
Board’s
certification. in
process:
17. | Port of Los Angeles | Project involves preparing an approximately 20-acre site for a Environmental
and Port of Long | goods movement workforce training facility that would include | review in process;
Beach Goods providing skilled training programs while providing a safe training NOP released
Movement environment for workers. February 2024.
Workforce
Training Facility
Project — 1400
East Anchorage
Road
18. SR-47 /Vincent Reconfiguration of the existing interchange at SR-47 /Vincent Thomas | Besign-underwery
Thomas Bridge and | Bridge and Harbor Boulevard/Front Street to improve safety and Construction
Front St./Harbor | operation for vehicles exiting the highway. Improvements also include ongoing from
Blvd. Interchange | modifications of the eastbound entrance ramps and modification of | October 2025 to
Reconfiguration Harbor Boulevard and Front Street approaching and between the March
Los Angeles Harbor Department 3-27
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3. Modifications to the Draft EIR

Cumulative

No. | Project Title and Project Description Project Status
Location
ramp termini. 2027began
Mepel 2024
Sul el
ticipated
Mevepmber 2026,
19. Al Larson Boat Modernization of existing boat yard (1046 S. Seaside Avenue, San | Final EIR certified
Shop Improvement | Pedro) and 30-year lease extension. in 2009. Project
Project — Terminal on hold.
Island
20. Berths 302-306 | Improvement and expansion of the existing terminal, including the | Evaluated in Final
[APL now known as | addition of cranes, modifications to the main gate, converting an | EIR/EIS in 2012
Fenix Marine] existing dry container storage unit to a refrigerated unit, and the and an
Container Terminal | expansion of the terminal onto 41 acres adjacent to the existing Addendum in
Project terminal. Revised project includes continued operations with minor | 2016. Expansion
modifications to the terminal and a 15-year lease extension through | project on hold,
2043. revised project
ongoing.
21. Berths 238-239 Demolition of the existing Berth 238 loading platform and Construction
[PBF Energy] construction of a new platform and associated mooring structures at pending.
Marine Oil Berth 238, and installation of landside improvements.
Terminal
Improvement
Project
22. | Star-Kist Cannery | Demolition of 14-acre site for future use as cargo support or | MND adopted
Facility — Terminal | container chassis storage. February 2023.
Island Construction
started Q1
2026pending.
23. Berths 167-169 | Various wharf and seismic ground improvements required to comply | Final EIR certified
[Shell] Marine QOil | with MOTEMS, as well as other landside elements and a new 30- in 2018.
Terminal Wharf | year lease. Construction
Improvements anticipated to
Project continve through
2026pending.
24. | Avalon and Fries | Physical closure of segments of Avalon Boulevard and Fries Avenue Construction
Street Segments | by installing street modifications that include cul-de-sacs, curbs and pending.
Closure Project gutters, fencing, and signage.
25. Avalon Freight Shifting of existing Catalina Island freight operations from Berth 184 Construction
Services Relocation | in Wilmington to Berth 95 in San Pedro. pending.
Project
26. Berths 187-191 Various wharf and improvements that are required to comply with IS/NOP issued
(Vopak) Liquid Bulk | MOTEMS, improvements to an adjacent wharf to facilitate | July 2022. EIR in
Terminal Wharf | resumption of cement terminal operations on the site, and a new 30- preparation.
Improvements and | year entitlement
Cement Terminal
Project
Port of Long Beach
27. Middle Harbor Consolidation of two existing container terminals into one 345-acre Approved

Terminal
Redevelopment

and wharf
yard; and

terminal. Construction includes landfill, dredging,
construction; construction of an intermodal rail
reconstruction of terminal buildings.

project. Final EIR

(FEIR) certified in

2009. Phases 1-3
are complete;

Los Angeles Harbor Department
Final EIR
May 2026

3-28



John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project
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Cumulative

No. | Project Title and Project Description Project Status
Location
terminal in
operation as of
2016.
Construction of
final 3 acres
(North Gate
Expansion) to be
completed by
2027.
28. Piers G & J Development of a marine terminal of up to 315 acres by | Project approved
Terminal consolidating two existing marine container terminals on Piers G and | September 2000.
Redevelopment J and several surrounding parcels. Construction will be completed in Construction
Project — POLB four phases over an 11-year period and includes approx. 53 acres ongoing.
Piers G and J of landfills, dredging, concrete wharves, rock dikes, and road and
railway improvements.
29. Pier B On-Dock Expansion of the existing Pier B Rail Yard in two phases, including FEIR certified
Rail Support realignment of the adjacent Pier B Street and utility relocation. February 2018.
Facility — POLB Construction
Pier B commenced
August 2024;
expected to be
completed by
2032.
30. | Mitsubishi Cement | Facility modification, including the addition of a catalytic control | Project approval
Corporation system, construction of four additional cement storage silos, and in April 2015.
Facility upgrading existing cement unloading equipment. Construction
Modifications — commenced June
POLB Pier F 2021.
31. | Southern California | Replacement of a series of transmission towers between the | FEIR certified in
Edison Transmission | Harborgen Substation (Pier A), across the Cerritos Channel, to the 2017.
Tower Long Beach Substation (Pier S). Construction of
Replacement new towers
Project — Spanning completed in
from POLB Pier A August 2021.
to Pier S Demolition of old
transmission tower
in-water footings
not yet
completed.
32. Toyota Facility Construction of a new consolidated Vehicle Processing and | MND adopted in
Improvements Distribution Center, Hydrogen Fuel Cell and Generator Facility, and 2018.
Project — POLB Fueling Station. Demolition of some existing facilities. Construction
Pier B ongoing.
33. Tl Wye Track Construction of new rail tracks and enhancement a triangular rail Construction is
Realignment at junction where long trains can be turned and staged. ongoing and
Pier S and Pier T expected to end
late 2024 or
early 2025.
34. Pier D Street Realignment of Pier D Street between the Middle Harbor out-gate Construction

Realignment

and Pico Avenue and Broadway between former POLB maintenance
yard (western terminus of the roadway) and Pico Avenue.

expected to
begin July 2027
and end May
2029.
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Cumulative

No. | Project Title and Project Description Project Status
Location
35. World Oil Tank | Installation and operation of two 25,000-barrel petroleum storage EIR Certified
Installation Project | tanks at 1405 Pier C Street. September 2024.
— POLB Pier C
36. Pier T Marine Redevelopment of Pier T container/marine terminal. Harbor
Terminal Development
Redevelopment Permit (HDP)
application under
review; schedule
pending.
37. | POLB Deep Draft | Dredge approximately 7.4 million cubic yards of sediment in the Port | POLB NEPA EIS
Navigation and of Long Beach to deepen channels and basins to improve waterborne Record of
Main Channel transportation efficiencies and navigational safety for vessel Decision issued
Deepening Project | operations. A new dredge substation may be constructed to provide | July 2022; CEQA
(POLB /USACE) electricity to dredge equipment. EIR certified by
POLB September
2022.
Construction
estimated to start
in 2027.
Intermodal Container Transfer Facility (ICTF) Joint Powers Authority
38. Union Pacific Union Pacific proposal to modernize existing intermodal yard 4 miles | Draft EIR on hold.
Railroad ICTF from the Port.
Modernization and
Expansion Project
Community of San Pedro Projects
39. Pacific Corridors | Development of commercial/retail, manufacturing, and residential | Project underway.
Redevelopment components. Construction underway of four housing developments | Estimated to be
Project — Cross and Welcome Park. completed in
streets Gaffey and 2032 according
Pacific Avenue to City of Los
Angeles Planning
Department.
Community of Wilmington Projects
40. Wilmington Expansion of the existing Wilmington Industrial Park by an additional | NOP for Program
Redevelopment 2,487 acres, for a total of approximately 2,719 acres. Under the EIR released
Plan Amendment/ | probable maximum level of development, the overall project area August 2010.
Expansion Project | could support up approximately 7,326 residential units (primarily | Currently on hold.
— 846 Watson multi-family; zone changes under the Plan would permit multi-use and
Avenue higher density residential development). In addition to the residential
development, the Project could accommodate up to approximately
207 acres (9 million square feet) of commercial development and up
to 333 acres (14.5 million square feet) of industrial development.
Cadlifornia Department of Transportation
41. | Vincent Thomas | The purpose of the project is to preserve the structural integrity of Final EIR
Bridge Deck the Vincent Thomas Bridge by replacing the bridge deck and Certified in
Replacement seismic sensors and upgrade the fencing and existing October 2024.
Project median/railing barriers to meet current Manual for Assessing Construction

Safety Hardware (MASH) requirements to ensure the Vincent

expected to
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Cumulative

No. | Project Title and Project Description Project Status
Location
Thomas Bridge remains a safe and reliable corridor between San begin late
Pedro and Terminal Island in the Port of Los Angeles. 2025 /early
2026.
Alamede-CerridorTransit-Autherity-Caltrans Projects ‘
42. SR-47 Phase 1 is the replacement of the seismically-deficient Schuyler Phase 1
Expressway- Heim Bridge with a new safer fixed-span bridge. The Project is construction is
Phase 1 and being advanced through a joint partnership between Caltrans and | complete. Phase-
Phase 2 the Alameda Corridor Transportation Authority (ACTA), pursuant 2 currently
to cooperative agreements with Caltrans. Phase 2 of the SR-47 postponed
Expressway provides an expressway connection from the north indefinitely.
side of the Heim Bridge to Alameda Street at Pacific Coast
Highway, which will enable traffic to bypass signalized
intersections as well as remove five at-grade rail crossings.
Los Angeles Harbor Department 3-31
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Figure 5-1 on page 5-11, in Section 5.0, Environmental Impact Analysis, has been updated to reflect the
changes identified above in Table 5-1.
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Section 5.1, Aesthetics

A paragraph in Section 5.1.6, Environmental Impacts, on page 5.1-3, is revised as follows:

The Project site has a POLA Master Plan Land Use designation of Open Space. The Proposed Project would
require a POLA Master Plan Amendment to change the Land Use designation from Open Space to Maritime
Support for APNs 7440-016-002; and 7440-016-003;—end—7412-024-007. The Maritime Support
designation provides for water-dependent and non-water-dependent operations necessary to support cargo
handling and other maritime activities.

APNs 7440-016-001, 7440-016-002, and 7440-016-003 have a City of Los Angeles General Plan
designation of General/Bulk Cargo — Non-Hazardous Industrial and Commercial and are zoned Heavy
Industrial [Q]M3-1VL—while-APN-74 024-007 hes—e—City-of LosAngeles—Genered Plan-—designation—o

(City of Los Angeles, n.d.). The following requlatory standards are applicable to development of the Project
site_and would ensure the preservation of visual character and quality through architecture, landscaping,
and site planning.

A paragraph in Section 5.1.6, Environmental Impacts, on page 5.1-4, is revised as follows:

As shown in Table 5.1-1, the Proposed Project is consistent with the light and heavy industrial zoning
designations for the site. However, the Proposed Project would change the scenic quality of the site from an
undeveloped site to a facility for short-term parking of trucks and chassis and related site improvements. A
new signal would be installed at the new intersection of John S. Gibson Boulevard and the Proposed Project
driveway prior to the start of operations. The Proposed Project would also include installation of a
prefabricated guard booth and restroom for use by truck drivers and Proposed Project employees.
Additionally, the Proposed Project would include approximately 306,790316.373 square feet of drought
tolerant ornamental landscaping that would cover approximately 39 percent of the site. As shown in Figures
5.1-1a through 5.1-1d, public views from [-110 and John S. Gibson Boulevard would be altered with
implementation of the Proposed Project. The Proposed Project would include landscaping that would enhance
the existing views of the Proposed Project by including trees, shrubs, and wall-covering vines to enhance the
scenic quality of the Project site from John S. Gibson Boulevard. The chassis temporarily parked at the
Proposed Project would be visible to the public on the I-110. However, the trucks and chassis on site would
be similar to the views of the shipping containers within the POLA. Additionally, the layering of landscaping
between the Proposed Project and the surrounding roadways would provide visual depth and distance
between the roadways and trucks and chassis parked on site, while functioning as a screen to parked trucks
and chassis. Therefore, while the Proposed Project would change the visual character of the site, it would not
substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of public views of the site and its surroundings,
and impacts would be less than significant.

Section 5.2, Air Quality

A paragraph has been added to Section 5.2.2.3, Regional Regulations, on page 5.2-8, as follows:

SCAQMD Rule 1166, Volatile Organic Compound Emissions from Decontamination from Soil

SCAQMD Rule 1166 stipulates the requirements to control the emission of volatile organic compounds

VOCs) from excavatin rading, handling, and treating VOC contaminated soil as a result of leakage

from storage or transfer operations, accidental spillage, or other deposition. Pursuant to SCAQMD Rule
1166, excavating or grading soil containing VOC materials shall:

“Apply for, obtain, and operate pursuant to a mitigation plan pursuant to the requirements of
SCAQMD Rule 1166. Monitor for VOC contamination at least once every 15 minutes
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commencing at the beginning of excavation or grading and record all VOC concentration
readings. Handling VOC-contaminated soil at or from an excavation or grading site shall
segregate VOC-contaminated stockpiles from non-VOC contaminated stockpiles such that
mixing of the stockpiles does not take place. VOC-contaminated soil stockpiles shall be sprayed
with water and/or approved vapor suppressant and cover them with plastic sheeting for all
periods of inactivity lasting more than one hour. A daily visual inspection shall be conducted
of all covered VOC contaminated soil stockpiles to ensure the integrity of the plastic covered
surfaces. Contaminated soil shall be treated or removed from an excavation or grading site
within 30 days from the time of excavation.”

SCAQMD Rule 1466, Control of Particulate Emissions from Soils with Toxic Air Contaminants

as contaminant(s) of concern. The rule focuses on the toxic air contaminants listed in Table | of the
rule. The provisions in Rule 1466 include ambient PM;o monitoring, dust control measures, notification,
signage, and recordkeeping requirements. Rule 1466 allows for alternative signage that is approved
by the SCAQMD Executive Officer.

Figure 5.2-1 in Section 5.2, Air Quadlity, on page 5.2-17, is revised as follows:

Los Angeles Harbor Department 3-36
Final EIR
May 2026


https://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/rule-book/reg-xiv/rule-1466.pdf?sfvrsn=a5c5d961_25

Sensitive Receptor Distances

s Digtance [ft) \
| Bl Sensitive Receptors fus
' : F’mm‘: Site k25

John 5 Gibson Truck & Chossis Parking Lot Project Figure 5.2-1
Las Angeles Harbor Department




John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 3. Modifications to the Draft EIR

This page intentionally left blank.

Los Angeles Harbor Department 3-38
Final EIR
May 2026



John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 3. Modifications to the Draft EIR

A paragraph in Section 5.2.6, Environmental Impacts, on page 5.2-22, is revised as follows:

The majority of the Project site is within the POLA Master Plan land use designation of Open Space. The
Proposed Project would require a Master Plan Amendment to change the land use designation from Open
Space to Maritime Support (APNs 7440-016-002; and 7440-016-003end7440-016-007). The Maritime
Support designation provides for water-dependent and non-water-dependent operations necessary to
support cargo handling and other maritime activities. APNs 7440-016-001, 7440-016-002, 7440-016-
003 have a City of Los Angeles General Plan designation of General/Bulk Cargo — Non-Hazardous
Industrial and Commercial and are zoned Heavy Industrial [QIM3-1VL—while APN-7412-024-007 heas—e

A Anaeale Aanored

Commercial-and-iszoned-LightIndustried {QIM2-1VL. The Proposed Project would be consistent with the City
of Los Angeles’s General Plan land use designation and zoning for the site and no General Plan amendment
or zone change would be necessary. While the Proposed Project would require a POLA Master Plan
Amendment, the Proposed Project would be consistent with the City of Los Angeles’s General Plan land use
designation, which is relied on for SCAG'’s regional forecast projections and 2022 AQMP growth projections.
Therefore, the Proposed Project is consistent with the SCAQMD 2022 AQMP and would not result in an
impact related to Criterion No.1.

Section 5.7, Greenhouse Gases

A paragraph in Section 5.7.3, Environmental Setting, on page 5.7-8, is revised as follows:

The Project site is currently vacant but disturbed from previous development. The Project site is bounded by
Interstate 110 (I-110) to the north and west, John S. Gibson Boulevard to the east, and existing container
terminals to the south. Facilities near the Project area include Berths 121 — 131, which consists of container
terminals. The Project site is adjacent to and north of a commercial office building (2001 John S. Gibson
Boulevard #1) and the Harbor Community Police Station (2175 John S. Gibson Boulevard). The Project site
has a Port of Los Angeles Master Plan Land Use designation of Open Space. APNs 7440-016-001, 7440-
016-002, and 7440-016-003 have a City of Los Angeles General Plan designation of General/Bulk Cargo
— Non-Hazardous Industrial and Commercial and are zoned Heavy Industrial [QIM3-1VLl-while APN-7412-

Table 5.7-2, Applicable GHG Emissions Reduction Strategies, on page 5.7-13, is revised as follows:

SCAG 2024 RTP/SCS

Promote sustainable development and | Consistent. The Proposed Project would incorporate various measures
best practices that enhance resource | related to building design, landscaping, and energy systems to promote
conservation, reduce resource | the efficient use of energy, pursuant to Title 24 CALGreen Code and
consumption and promote resilience. Building Energy Efficiency Standards. In addition, Proposed Project
would include approximately 306,790316,373 SF of drought tolerant
ornamental landscaping that would cover approximately 39 percent of
the site. Irrigation for the landscape area would use captured and
reclaimed rainwater.

Section 5.9, Land Use and Planning

Section 5.9.3, Environmental Setting, on page 5.9-5, is revised as follows:

The Proposed Project site encompasses approximately 1863 18.41 acres. APNs 7440-016-001, 7440-
016-002, and 7440-016-003 have a City of Los Angeles General Plan designation of General/Bulk Cargo
— Non-Hazardous Industrial and Commercial and are zoned Heavy Industrial [QIM3-1Vi-while ARN-Z412-
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. Additionally, the site is located within

the Torrance USGS 7.5-Minute Quadrangle; Section 00, Township 5 South, Range 13 West, San Bernardino

Principal Meridian.

Table 5.9-1, 2024 SCAG RTP/SCS Consistency Analysis, on pages 5.9-7 and 5.9-9, is revised as follows:

Environment — Sustainable Development

Promote sustainable development and

Consistent. The Proposed Project would incorporate various measures

best practices that enhance resource
conservation, reduce resource

related to building design, landscaping, and energy systems to promote
the efficient use of energy, pursuant to Title 24 CALGreen Code and

consumption and promote resilience.

Building Energy Efficiency Standards. In addition, Proposed Project
would include approximately 306,790316,;373 SF of drought
tolerant ornamental landscaping that would cover approximately 39
percent of the site. Irrigation for the landscape area would use captured
and reclaimed rainwater.

Support  nature-based  solutions  to

Consistent. As discussed in Section 3.0 Project Description, the Proposed

increase regional resilience of the natural
and built environment.

Promote sustainable water use planning,
practices and storage that improve
regional water security and resilience in a
drier environment.

Project would include approximately 306,790316.373-SF of drought
tolerant ornamental landscaping that would cover approximately 39
percent of the site. Irrigation for the landscape area would use captured
and reclaimed rainwater.

Table 5.9-4, San Pedro Community Plan Consistency, on pages 5.9-23 and 5.9-25, is revised as follows:

Policy LU15.3 Encourage streetscape improvements such
as street trees, sidewalks, landscaping, lighting, and

Consistent. As discussed in  Section 3.0, Project
Description, the Proposed Project would include

undergrounding of utilities.

approximately 306,790 31+6,373-SF of drought tolerant
ornamental landscaping that would cover approximately

39 percent of the site. Proposed landscaping would
include 24-inch box trees, 15-gallon trees, various
shrubs, and ground covers. Native hydroseed mix would
be applied to the unpaved portions surrounding the
parking lot. Existing mature trees along John S. Gibson
Boulevard would be protected in place during
construction and operation. The Proposed Project would
install pole mounted LED fixtures in the parking lot and
driveway to provide illumination during evening and
overnight operations.

Policy CF7.2 Include on-site trees in new development

Consistent. As discussed in Section 3.0, Project

projects whenever possible.

Description, the Proposed Project would include

Policy CF7.4 Facilitate the planting and maintenance of

approximately 306,790316,373 SF of drought tolerant

street trees, which provide shade and give scale to

ornamental landscaping that would cover 3938.97

residential and commercial streets in all neighborhoods

percent of the site. Proposed landscaping would include

in the City.

24-inch box trees, 15-gallon trees, various shrubs, and
ground covers. Native hydroseed mix would be applied
to the unpaved portions surrounding the parking lot.
Existing mature trees along John S. Gibson Boulevard
would be protected in place during construction and
operation.
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Table 5.9-5, Wilmington-Harbor City Community Plan Consistency, on page 5.9-29, is revised as follows:

Policy 19-1.4 New and/or expanded industrial facilities

Consistent. As discussed in Section 3.0, Project

to be sited to provide a sufficient open space,

Description, the Proposed Project would include

landscaped and maintained buffer area to minimize

approximately 306,790 316,373 -SF of drought tolerant

adverse impacts on surrounding property.

ornamental landscaping that would cover 3938.97
percent of the site. Proposed landscaping would include
24-inch box trees, 15-gallon trees, various shrubs, and
ground covers. Native hydroseed mix would be applied
to the unpaved portions surrounding the parking lot.
Existing mature trees along John S. Gibson Boulevard
would be protected in place during construction and

operation.

Section 5.10, Noise

Table 5.10-7 in Section 5.10.6, Environmental Impacts, on page 5.10-15, is revised as follows:

Table 5.10-7: Construction Noise Level Compliance

Composite Distance from Composite
. Noise Edge of Noise o Threshold
Receptor (Location) Level at 50 ft Construction Level (dBA fhreshold Exceeded?
(dBA Leg)! Activities (ft) Leq)?
Park (North) 88 530 68 75 No
Residential (West) 1,366 60 75 No

Source: LSA, 2024b (Appendix |, Table I)

! Highest construction noise level calculations based on distance from the construction noise source activity to nearby receiver
locations as shown on Figure 5.10-1.

2 Construction noise level thresholds correspond to the noise sensitive receiver land use per LAMC Section 112.05.

As shown on Table 5.10-7, construction noise from the Proposed Project at the nearby sensitive receiver
locations would reach 60 68 dBA Leq. As such, construction-related noise impacts would be well below the
75 dBA construction noise level thresholds for daytime construction noise levels as established by the LAMC
for residential uses. Additionally, construction noise levels at the surrounding educational uses, as
shown on Figure 5.2-1, are located over 2,000 feet from construction boundary and would be well

below 60 dBA Leq and, therefore, below the City’s construction noise levels criteria. Therefore, impacts
related to construction noise would be less-than-significant.

A paragraph in Section 5.10.6, Environmental Impacts, on page 5.10-15, is revised as follows:
Operational Noise Standard Compliance

The Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis based the following measurements on the Operational Noise Impact
Analysis for Richmond Wholesale Meat Distribution Center (LSA, 2016), as similar noise levels from large
heavy-duty truck movements would occur for Proposed Project operations. To present a conservative
assessment, it is assumed that truck arrivals and departure activities could occur at 20 75 stalls in the midday
peak hour, consistent with the Project trip generation ine-given-hovr{represenis 5% of thetotalnumber
of-stells}. During this process, noise levels are associated with the truck engine noise, air brakes, and back-
up alarms. These noise levels would occur for a period of time less than 5 minutes. Noise generated by 20
75 trucks would equate to 82-3 95 dBA L.q at a distance of 20 ft. While it is possible that one truck event
could occur at a closer distance to surrounding uses, because the 20 75 truck movements are assumed to be
spread over the entire Project site in an average condition, the center of the site is considered an appropriate

average distance from which to assess potential impacts. At an average distance of 3;500 2,800 feet from
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the center of the site to the nearest sensitive uses to the west, noise levels would approach 394 47.1 dBA
Leq. As previously stated, the City has a residential daytime standard of 50 dBA L.q and would be well
below the existing peak hour ambient noise level of 61.3 dBA L.,. end-nighttimestandard-of40-dBALeq.
At an average distance of 1,420 ft to the nearest sensitive park use to the north, noise levels would
approach 58.0 dBA L.q, which is below the peak-hour daytime ambient noise level in the Project area
of 61.3 dBA L.q and would not create a perceptible noise increase of 3 dBA at the park. For non-peak
hours, it was estimated that an average of 35 trips would occur. During non-peak hour conditions, noise
levels would approach 54.7dBA L.,, which is below the nighttime ambient noise level in the Project
area of 56.4 dBA L., and would not create a perceptible noise increase of 3 dBA at the park. Further,
the Proposed Project would not have an impact during nighttime hours as the park is closed during the
hours of 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m.

Similarly, at an average distance of 1,475 ft to the nearest office use to the southwest, noise levels would
approach 52 57.7 dBA Leq, which would not exceed the City’s commercial and industrial zone daytime ene

nighttime standards of 60 dBA Leq for office uses-end55-dBAL.o;respectively. During non-peak hour
conditions, noise levels would approach 54.4 dBA L.q, which would not exceed the City’s nighttime
standard of 55 dBA L.,. Further, this noise level is below the quietest daytime or nighttime ambient
noise level in the area of 56.4 dBA L.q and would not create a perceptible noise increase of 3 dBA at
the office use. In addition, it is not expected that the Proposed Project would generate a potential noise

impact as office uses are typically not occupied during nighttime hours. As a result, noise levels
generated by truck activities would meet the City’s noise standards for stationary sources. Thus, operational

impacts from the Proposed Project would be less-than-significant.
Table 5.10-10 in Section 5.10.6, Environmental Impacts, on page 5.10-17, is revised as follows:

Table 5.10-10: Construction Vibration Damage Levels

R?fere.nce . . Thresholds
Receptor (Location) RiEstion Distance (ft)?2 RiEstion PPV el
P Level (PPV) Level (PPV) . . Exceeded?
at 25 ft! (in/sec)
Industrial (North) 200 0.004 No
Industrial (South and
Southeast) 275 0.002 No
Office (Southwest) S 25 0.089 020 No
Park (North) 530 0.001 No
Residence (West) 1,366 <0.001 No

Source: LSA, 2024b (Appendix )
! The reference vibration level is associated with a large bulldozer, which is expected to be representative of the heavy
equipment used during construction.
2 Distance from receiver building facade to Project construction boundary (Project site boundary).

3 Caltrans Transportation and Construction Vibration Guidance Manual, April 2020, Table 19, p. 38.
"PPV" = Peak Particle Velocity

Table 5.10-11 in Section 5.10.6, Environmental Impacts, on page 5.10-18, is revised as follows:
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Table 5.10-11: Construction Vibration Annoyance Levels

Reference Distance from Thresholds
Receptor (Location) Vibration Center of Vibration VdB Threshold
P Level (VdB) at Construction Level (VdB) 3 i) Exceeded?
25 ft! Activities (ft)2
Industrial (North) 200 53 90 No
Industrial (South and
Southeast) 275 49 90 No
Office (Southwest) 87 25 80 84 No
Park (North) 530 47 78 No
Residence (West) 1,366 28 78 No

Source: LSA, 2024b (EIR Appendix I)

1 The reference vibration level is associated with a large bulldozer, which is expected to be the representative of the heavy
equipment used during construction

2 Distance from receiver building facade to center of construction activities.

3Includes a conservative 7 dB coupling loss for 1-2 story heavy structures

"VdB" = Vibration Velocity Decibels

Section 5.11, Transportation

A paragraph in Section 5.11.6, Environmental Impacts, on page 5.11-6, is revised as follows

The Proposed Project would not result in any conflict with the existing City Mobility Element of the General
Plan, nor does it have any impacts on transit, roadway, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities.

Does the project require a discretionary action that requires the decision maker to find that the project
would substantially conform to the purpose, intent, and provisions of the general plang

As stated in Section 3.0, Project Description, that parcels within the Project site (APNs 7440-016-001, 7440-
016-002, and 7440-016-003) have a City of Los Angeles General Plan designation of General /Bulk Cargo
— Non-Hazardous Industrial and Commercial and are zoned Heavy Industrial [QIM3-1V L —end-APN-Z412-

00 h e =~ o o A v ala anare = o A =~ = =~ o anares

Industrie-eand-Commercieleand—iszoned-Light-Industrie {QIM2-1VL). The GenerelPlan Municipal Code
states that the M2-end M3 land use designations are intended for manufacturing, warehousing /distributing,
assembly of non-hazardous products and materials, retail related to manufacturing. The Proposed Project
would develop the 18:63 18.41-acre site with a short-term parking lot (less than 24 hours) for trucks, chassis,
and chassis loaded with shipping containers. The lot would also be intended for the storage of chassis loaded
with _containers, empty chassis, and/or loaded chassis connected to trucks for short-term storage. The
Proposed Project would result in a truck and chassis parking lot intended to service port activities including
the facilitation of existing movement of goods throughout the Port. Therefore, the Proposed Project would
be consistent with the City’s General Plan land use designations and no discretionary action is required
related to the City of Los Angeles General Plan designation of the site.

However, the Proposed Project would require California Coastal Commission approval of the POLA Port
Master Plan (PMP) amendment for the APNs (7440-016-002; and 7440-016-003end7412-024-007) to
change the land use from Open Space to Maritime Support. The Maritime Support designation provides for
water-dependent and non-water-dependent operations necessary to support cargo handling and other
maritime activities. As previously stated, the Proposed Project would result in a temporary truck trailer
parking lot intended to service port activities including the facilitation of existing movement of goods
throughout the Port. While the Proposed Project requires a POLA PMP amendment to change the PMP
designation of the site, the Proposed Project would be consistent with the POLA PMP land use designation
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after the amendment and would be consistent with the overall intent of the PMP_and surrounding POLA uses.
Therefore, impacts would be less-than-significant.

A paragraph in Section 5.11.6, Environmental Impacts, on page 5.11-19, is revised as follows

Does the land use project involve a discretionary action that would be under review by the Department
of City Planning?

As previously discussed, the Proposed Project would require California Coastal Commission approval of the
LAHD Port Master Plan Amendment for the APNs ((7440-016-002; and 7440-016-003;—end7412-024-
007) to change the land use from Open Space to Maritime Support. The Maritime Support designation
provides for water-dependent and non-water-dependent operations necessary to support cargo handling
and other maritime activities. In addition, the Proposed Project would require a Coastal Development Permit
for development within APN 7440-016-001 from the City of Los Angeles, which is a discretionary action. As
previously stated, the Proposed Project would result in a temporary truck trailer parking lot intended to
service port activities including the facilitation of existing movement of goods throughout the POLA. While
the Proposed Project requires a POLA PMP amendment to change the PMP designation of the site, the
Proposed Project would be consistent with the POLA PMP land use designation after the amendment. In
addition, while the Proposed Project would require a discretionary action for a Coastal Development Permit
by the City of Los Angeles, the Proposed Project is consistent with the existing City of Los Angeles General
Plan land use and zoning designations for the site. Therefore, impacts would be less-than-significant.

Section 7.0, Alternatives

A paragraph in Section 7.4, Alternatives Considered but Rejected, on page 7-2, is revised as follows:

Alternate Site Alternative. An alternate site for the Proposed Project was eliminated from further
consideration. Based on a review of available sites for sale and the City of Los Angeles General Plan land
use map, there are no other available, undeveloped properties of similar size (18:63 18.41 developable
acres) that are zoned for industrial uses and within proximity to the POLA. There are no suitable sites within
the control of the Project Applicant; however, in the event land could be purchased of suitable size, due to
the built-out nature of the City of Los Angeles, development of a truck and chassis parking lot would likely
require demolition of structures and require similar, and potentially additional, mitigation. CEQA specifies
that the key question regarding alternative site consideration is whether the basic Project objectives would
be attained and if any of the significant effects of the Proposed Project would be avoided or substantially
lessened by having the Proposed Project at another location. Given these reasons, it would be infeasible to
develop and operate the Proposed Project on an alternate site with fewer environmental impacts while
meeting Project objectives. Therefore, the Alternative Site Alternative was rejected from further
consideration.

A paragraph in Section 7.5, Alternatives Selected for Further Analysis, on page 7-3, is revised as follows:

Alternative 2: No Project/Buildout of Port of Los Angeles Master Plan Designation Alternative. This
alternative consists of the Proposed Project not being approved, and the Project site being fully developed
based on the existing underlying POLA Port Master Plan (PMP) Land Use designation of Open Space for
APNs 7440-016-002; and 7440-016-003;—and—7412-024-007. Thus, Alternative 2 would include
development of 1325 13.03 acres into an open space recreation area inclusive of walking paths, grass
areas for active recreation, on-site parking lot with 30 parking spaces, a restroom, and landscaping. APN

7440-016-001 would be left vacant and undeveloped. Thus, +3-25 13.03 acres of the 18:63 18.41-acre
Project site would be developed with an open space recreation area.

A paragraph in Section 7.7, Alternative 2: No Project/Buildout of Port of Los Angeles Master Plan
Designation Alternative, on page 7-8, is revised as follows:
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This No Project/Buildout of Port of Los Angeles Master Plan Designation Alternative consists of the Proposed
Project not being approved, and the Project site would be fully built out based on the existing underlying
POLA PMP Land Use designation of Open Space for APNs 7440-016-002; and 7440-016-003;¢end-7412-

024-007. Thus, Alternative 2 would include development of 43-25 13.03-acres into a recreation area with
walking paths, grass areas for active recreation, an on-site parking lot with 30 parking spaces, a restroom,

and landscaping. APN 7440-016-001 would be left vacant and undeveloped. Thus, 43-25 13.03 acres of
the 18.63 18.41-acre Project site would be developed with an open space recreation area. The proposed
recreation area would be open from 6 a.m. to 10 p.m.

Areas planned for physical development on and offsite would be less than those proposed for development
under the Proposed Project. This alternative would not require a POLA PMP Amendment to Maritime Support.

A paragraph in Section 7.7.1, Environmental Impact Comparison, on page 7-8, is revised as follows:

Aesthetics

Under this alternative, 13-:25-13.03 acres of the Project site would be developed into an open space
recreational area inclusive of walking paths, grass areas for active recreation, on-site parking lot, a

restroom, and landscaping. The visual character and quality of the site would be improved through
landscaping that would be introduced throughout the majority of the Project site. This alternative would
reduce the visual change on site resulting from the height of truck and chassis parking on the site. This
alternative would create new sources of light and glare from lights in the parking lot and along the walking
paths. However, lighting would be shielded and directed away from the perimeter of the Project site. Thus,
this alternative would result in less-than-significant impacts to aesthetics and would visually enhance the area.
Therefore, aesthetics impacts would be less than the Proposed Project’s impacts and would remain less than

significant.

Paragraphs in Section 7.7.1, Environmental Impact Comparison, on page 7-9, are revised as follows:

Air Quality

This alternative would develop +3:25 13.03 acres with a recreational area with walking paths, grass areas
for active recreation, on-site parking lot, a restroom, and landscaping on the Project site. No new stationary
sources of air pollution would be introduced; however, the alternative would result in trips to and from the
site. Although both the Proposed Project and the No Project/Buildout of Port of Los Angeles Master Plan
Designation Alternative would be consistent with the SCAQMD AQMP, this alternative would reduce the
Proposed Project’s less than-significant-impacts related to conflicting with the AQMP because less intensive
development would occur under this alternative. In addition, although the Proposed Project’s construction and
operational air quality emissions would be below applicable SCAQMD regional, local, and health risk
thresholds, the alternative would not increase emissions of criteria pollutants or DPM over existing conditions.
Therefore, this alternative would result in reduced impacts to regional air quality and sensitive receptors.
This alternative would also result in reduced impacts related to odors. Therefore, the No Project/Buildout of
Port of Los Angeles Master Plan Designation Alternative would result in less impacts than the Proposed

Project.

Biological Resources

This alternative would develop +3:25 13.03 acres with an open space recreational area with walking paths,
grass areas for active recreation, on-site parking lot, a restroom, and landscaping on the Project site. Under
this alternative, minimal grading would occur, but the Project site would be landscaped. Therefore, there
would be potential impacts to special status plants, animals, or sensitive vegetation communities in the Project
site with removal of existing trees and shrubs. As such, this alternative would introduce new trees and
potential habitat for migratory birds on site. Although mitigation measures required of the Proposed Project

Los Angeles Harbor Department 3-45
Final EIR
May 2026



John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 3. Modifications to the Draft EIR

would reduce biological resource impacts to less-than-significant levels, this alternative would result in fewer
impacts to biological resources compared with the Proposed Project and would require the same mitigation.
Therefore, the No Project/Buildout of Port of Los Angeles Master Plan Designation Alternative would result
in similar impacts to the Proposed Project and would remain less than significant with mitigation.

Cultural Resources

This alternative would develop +3:25 13.03 acres with an open space recreational area with walking paths,
grass areas for active recreation, on-site parking lot, a restroom, and landscaping on the Project site. Under
this alternative, minimal grading would occur, but the Project site would be landscaped. Under this
alternative, periodic disturbances related to landscaping maintenance such as weed abatement are
expected to occur at the Project site, as well as other routine maintenance activities for property including
restroom, trail, and parking lot. Minimal grading for construction would occur, and there would be no
potential impacts to historical resources as the existing Project site is undeveloped and vacant. As this
alternative would require minimal grading, the same cultural mitigation measure would be included for
potential archaeological resources that may be buried below ground. The same mitigation measures
required of the Proposed Project would reduce cultural resource impacts to less-than-significant levels.

Therefore, the No Project/Buildout of Port of Los Angeles Master Plan Designation Alternative theExisting
tend-Use-Alternative would result in the same impacts as the Proposed Project.

Paragraphs in Section 7.7.1, Environmental Impact Comparison, on page 7-10, are revised as follows:

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Under this alternative, the Project site would result in +3:25 13.03-acres of open space and recreational
uses inclusive of walking paths, grass areas for active recreation, on-site parking lot, a restroom, and
landscaping on the Project site. Minimal construction would occur under this alternative and would be required
to comply with existing regulations regarding the transport, use, and disposal of hazardous materials. This
alternative would require grading. Thus, the mitigation measure that requires a soil management plan to
remove contaminated soils applicable to the Proposed Project would be applicable to this alternative. In
addition, this alternative would not include the routine use or transport of hazardous materials during
operation, including diesel particulate matter, as the Proposed Project. Thus, this alternative would result in
less impacts than those associated with the Proposed Project but would remain less than significant with

mitigation.

Hydrology and Water Quality

Under this alternative, the Project site would result in +3:25 13.03-acres of open space and recreational
uses. This alternative would result in less impermeable surfaces compared to the Proposed Project. The
alternative would still require the preparation of a SWPPP and LID plan. Therefore, this alternative would
result in similar less-than-significant impacts as the Project; and therefore, would be consistent with the

Project’s impact.

Paragraphs in Section 7.7.1, Environmental Impact Comparison, on page 7-11, are revised as follows:

Population and Housing

Under this alternative, the Project site would be fully built to the maximum extent allowed under the existing
POLA PMP land use, resulting in +3:25 13.03-acres of recreational uses and open space. This alternative
would not result in an increase in population which would not result in a need for additional housing. Thus,
this alternative would not result in unplanned growth inducing impacts or displacement of population and
housing. Therefore, this alternative would result in similar less-than-significant impacts as the Proposed
Project.
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Public Services

Under this alternative, the Project site would be fully built out to the maximum extent allowed under the
existing POLA PMP land use, resulting in +3:25 13.03-acres of recreational uses and open space.
Construction of this alternative would result in reduced impacts based on reduced employees. The same fire
and police stations would serve the alternative, and the decrease in employees on site would likely decrease
the amount of service calls received by these public services compared to the Project. In addition, this
alternative would also require the payment of development impact fees pursuant to the Port of Los Angeles
and City of Los Angeles and Government Code Section 65995 et seq. Through implementation of regulatory
requirements, impacts would be less than the Proposed Project and remain less than significant.

Paragraphs in Section 7.7.1, Environmental Impact Comparison, on page 7-12, are revised as follows:

Transportation

Under this alternative, fewer trips would occur from developing the site with 1325 13.03 acres of
recreational uses. Under this alternative, development of 13.25 acres of the developable portion of the site
would result in approximately 1011 one-way trips per day during operation as shown in Table 7-1.

Table 7-1: Alternative 2 Trip Generation

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Land Use Units Daily In Out Total In Out Total
Trip Rates
Public Park (411)! Acres 0.78 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.06 0.05 0.11
Total Project Trip Generation 13.0325  Acres 10+ 0 0 [¢] 1 1 2

! Trip rates from the Institute of Transportation Engineers, Trip Generation,11th Edition, 2021. Land Use Code 411- Public Park

This alternative would result in substantially fewer trips than the Proposed Project, which is calculated to
generate 1,808 daily trips including 225 AM peak hour and 11 PM peak hour trips in the buildout (horizon)
year. Additionally, development of this alternative would not result in daily truck trips. Thus, VMT and
potential transportation conflicts under this alternative would be reduced in comparison to the Proposed
Project, and impacts would be less than the Proposed Project.

Tribal Cultural Resources

Under this alternative, the Project site would develop 43-25 13.03 acres with recreational uses. Potential
tribal cultural resource impacts would be similar to the Proposed Project based on the ground disturbance

necessary to construct the recreational uses and this alternative would not require mitigation. Therefore,
impacts from this alternative would be similar to the Project and would be less than significant.

For Alternative 3: Reduced Project Alternative, a paragraph in Section 7.8.1, Environmental Impact
Comparison, on page 7-14, is revised as follows:

Aesthetics

Under this alternative, the Project site would be developed with a 10-acre parking lot with approximately
196 parking spaces accommodating chassis with shipping containers up to 40 feet long. Development under
the Reduced Project Alternative would reduce the Proposed Project footprint by approximately 54 percent.
This alternative would develop parking spaces and landscaping on 10 acres of the 18:63 18.41-acre Project
site. While the alternative would result in a smaller developed areq, the alternative would be visually similar
to the Proposed Project. This alternative would introduce new sources of light and glare but would also be
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subject to the Los Angeles Municipal Code. This alternative would result in less-than-significant impacts to
aesthetics, and therefore, would result in similar impacts to the Proposed Project.

A paragraph in Section 7.8.1, Environmental Impact Comparison, on page 7-16, is revised as follows:

Land Use and Planning

Under this alternative, 10 acres of the 1863 18.41-acre of the Project site would be developed with a
parking lot and landscaping. As such, there would be no conflicts with applicable land use plans, policies, or
requlations resulting in significant environmental effects. Both the Proposed Project and the Reduced Project
Alternative would be fully consistent with the SCAG RTP/SCS. The alternative would be consistent with the
M3 designation for the site and applicable City of Los Angeles General Plan Goals, Policies and
Implementation Measures. Like the Proposed Project, this alternative would require a POLA PMP amendment.
This alternative would also not physically disrupt or divide the arrangement of an established community.
Overall, impacts related to land use and planning from the Reduced Project Alternative would be less than
significant; and therefore, would be consistent with the Proposed Project’s impacts.

A paragraph in Section 7.8.1, Environmental Impact Comparison, on page 7-17, is revised as follows:

Public Services

Under this alternative, 10 acres of the 1863 18.41-acre developable portion of the Project site would be
developed with a parking lot and landscaping. Construction of this alternative would result in generally
similar impacts based on the same employment generated. The same fire and police stations would serve
the alternative, and the decrease in developed area would likely decrease the amount of service calls
received by these public services compared to the Proposed Project. In addition, this alternative would also
require the payment of development impact fees pursuant to the POLA and City of Los Angeles and
Government Code Section 65995 et seq. Through implementation of regulatory requirements, impacts would
less be significant under this alternative but would be less than the Proposed Project.

Los Angeles Harbor Department 3-48
Final EIR
May 2026



John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project 4. Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

4. Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

4.1 INTRODUCTION

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires a lead or public agency that approves or carries
out a project for which an Environmental Impact Report has been certified which identifies one or more
significant adverse environmental effects and where findings with respect to changes or alterations in the
project have been made, to adopt a “...reporting or monitoring program for the changes made to the
project or conditions of project approval, adopted in order to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the
environment” (Pub. Resources Code Sections 21081, 21081.6).

A Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) was prepared to ensure that adopted mitigation
measures are successfully implemented for the John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project (Project).
This report describes the MMRP for the Project and identifies the parties that will be responsible for
monitoring implementation of the individual mitigation measures in the MMRP.

4.2 MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

The MMRP for the Project will be active through all phases of the Project, including design and construction.
Table 4-1 identifies the mitigation program that would be required to be implemented by the Lead Agency
for the John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project. The table identifies the Mitigation Measures (MMs)
required to mitigate or avoid significant adverse impacts associated with the implementation of the Project;
the timing of implementation; and the responsible party or parties for monitoring compliance.

The MMRP also includes a column that will be used by the compliance monitor (individual responsible for
monitoring compliance) to document when implementation of the measure is completed. As the MMs are
completed, the compliance monitor will sign and date the MMRP, indicating that the required actions have
been completed.
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Table 4-1: Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project

Mitigation Measure

Timing

Responsible for Ensuring
Compliance / Verification

Date Completed
and Initials

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Mitigation Measure BIO-1: Pre-Construction Survey and Biological
Monitoring. To avoid impacts to special-status animal species, the Applicant
must conduct pre-construction biological surveys prior fo initiating vegetation
removal /clearing. Surveys shall be conducted by a qualified biologist within
three days of vegetation removal. Should the qualified biologist find any
special-status species, they shall be relocated to nearby open space (i.e.,
Palos Verdes peninsula) or shall be allowed to leave the site on their own,
pursuant to the qualified biologist’s recommendations. In addition, the
qualified biologist shall be present for initial site preparation and grading to
ensure that special-status animal species do not repopulate the site.

Prior to construction

City of Los Angeles
Department of Building
and Safety

Mitigation Measure BIO-2: Nesting Bird Survey. Vegetation removal shall
occur outside of the nesting bird season (generally between February 1 and
September 15). If vegetation removal is required during the nesting bird
season, the Applicant must conduct take avoidance surveys for nesting birds
prior to initiating vegetation removal/clearing. Surveys shall be conducted
by a qualified biologist(s) within three days of vegetation removal. If active
nests are observed for one or more species protected under Endangered
Species Act, the California Endangered Species Act, or the Migratory Bird
Treaty Act, the applicant and contractor shall maintain a minimum 300-foot
buffer around the active nests. For raptor species, the buffer shall be
expanded to 500 feet. The approved buffer zone shall be marked in the
field with construction fencing, within which no vegetation clearing or ground
disturbance shall commence until the qualified biologist verifies that the nests
are no longer occupied, and the juvenile birds can survive independently from
the nests. Once the young have fledged and left the nest, or the nest otherwise
becomes inactive under natural conditions, normal construction activities may

occur.

Prior to vegetation
removal

City of Los Angeles
Department of Building
and Safety
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CULTURAL RESOURCES

Mitigation Measure CUL-1: Cultural Resources Monitoring Plan. Prior to
the issuance of a grading permit, a Cultural Resources Monitoring Plan shall
be prepared by a qualified archaeologist and reviewed and approved by
the City of Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety. This plan shall
include, but not be limited to, the following actions:

Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the Applicant shall provide written
verification to the City of Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety
in the form of a letter from the qualified archaeologist to the lead
agency stating that a qualified archaeologist has been retained to
implement the monitoring program.

The certified archaeologist shall attend the pre-grading meeting with the
contractors to explain and coordinate the requirements of the monitoring
program.

During ground disturbing activity of previously undisturbed deposits, the
archaeological monitor(s) shall be onsite, to perform full-time inspections
of the excavations. The frequency of inspections shall depend upon the
rate of excavation, the materials excavated, and the presence and
abundance of artifacts and features.

Isolates and clearly non-significant deposits shall be minimally
documented in the field and collected, as determined by the qualified
archaeologist, so the monitored grading can proceed.

In the event that previously unidentified intact cultural resources are
discovered, the qualified archaeologist shall have the authority to divert
or temporarily halt ground disturbance operations in the area of the
discovery to allow for the evaluation of potentially significant cultural
resources. The qualified archaeologist shall contact the City of Los
Angeles Department of Building and Safety at the time of discovery. The
qualified archaeologist, in consultation with the lead agency, shall
determine the significance of the discovered resources. The City of Los
Angeles Department of Building and Safety must concur with the
evaluation before construction activities will be allowed to resume in the
affected area. For significant cultural resources, a Research Design and
Data Recovery Program to mitigate impacts shall be prepared by the
qualified archaeologist and approved by the lead agency before being
carried out using professional archaeological methods. If any human
bones are discovered, the county coroner and lead agency shall be
contacted. In the event that the remains are determined to be of Native
American origin, the most likely descendant, as identified by the NAHC,

Prior to issuance of
grading permits, during
construction, and prior to

issuance of building

permit(s) for report
submittal

City of Los Angeles
Department of Building
and Safety
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shall be contacted in order to determine proper treatment and
disposition of the remains.

e In the event of an unanticipated discovery, before construction activities
are allowed to resume in the affected areq, the artifacts shall be
recovered, and features recorded using professional archaeological
methods. The qualified archaeologist shall determine the amount of
material to be recovered to provide an adequate artifact sample size
for analysis.

e All cultural material collected during the grading monitoring program
shall be processed and curated according to the current professional
repository standards. The collections and associated records shall be
transferred, including title, to an appropriate curation facility, to be
accompanied by payment of the fees necessary for permanent curation.

e A report documenting the field and analysis results and interpreting the
artifact and research data within the research context shall be completed
and submitted to the satisfaction of the City of Los Angeles Department
of Building and Safety prior to the issuance of any building permits. The
report shall include Department of Parks and Recreation Primary and
Archaeological Site Forms.

e A monitoring report shall be prepared by the qualified archaeologist
upon completion of grading and submitted prior to the issuance of any
building permit(s).

GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Mitigation Measure PAL-1: Paleontological Monitoring. Prior to the
issuance of grading permits, the Applicant shall provide a letter to the City
of Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety, or designee, from a
professional paleontologist, stating that a qualified paleontologist (who
meets the Society of Vertebrate Paleontology’s (SVP, 2010) definition for
qualified professional paleontologist) has been retained to provide services
for the Project. The paleontologist shall develop a Paleontological Resources
Impact Mitigation Plan (PRIMP), consistent with the provisions of CEQA and
Society of Vertebrate Paleontology’s Guidelines, to mitigate the potential
impacts to unknown buried paleontological resources that may exist onsite.
The PRIMP shall be provided to the City for review and approval. The PRIMP
shall require that the paleontologist be present at the pre-grading conference
to establish procedures for paleontological resource surveillance and provide
worker training regarding paleontological monitoring. The PRIMP shall also
require full-time paleontological monitoring by a qualified paleontological

Prior to issuance of
grading permits; during
construction grading,
excavation, and utility
trenching activities; prior
to issuance of building
permit(s) for report
submittal

City of Los Angeles
Department of Building
and Safety
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monitor starting at the ground surface (below any disturbed/artificial fill
deposits) during grading, excavation, or utility trenching activities.

In the event paleontological resources are encountered, ground disturbing
activity within 50 feet of the area shall cease. The paleontologist shall
examine the materials encountered, assess the nature and extent of the find,
and recommend a course of action to further investigate and protect or
recover and salvage those resources that have been encountered pursuant to
the guidelines of the Society of Vertebrate Paleontology (SVP, 2010).

Criteria for discarding specific fossil specimens shall be made explicit in the
PRIMP. If the qualified paleontologist determines that impacts to a sample
containing significant paleontological resources cannot be avoided by Project
construction, then recovery techniques may be applied as identified within the
PRIMP. Actions include recovering a sample of the fossiliferous material prior
to construction, monitoring construction activities and halting construction if a
significant fossil needs to be recovered, and/or cleaning, identifying, and
cataloging fossil specimens for curation and research purposes. Recovery,
salvage, and treatment shall be done at the Applicant’s expense. All
recovered and salvaged resources shall be prepared to the point of
identification and permanent preservation by the paleontologist. Resources
shall be identified and curated into an established accredited professional
repository. The paleontologist shall have a repository agreement in hand
prior to initiating recovery of the resource. If no institution accepts the fossil(s),
they shall be donated to a local school in the area for educational purposes.
Accompanying notes, maps, and photographs shall also be filed at the
repository and/or school. A report documenting the results of the monitoring,
including any salvage activities and the significance of any fossils, shall be
prepared and submitted to the City of Los Angeles Department of Building
and Safety, or designee.

Prior to commencement of grading activities, the City of Los Angeles
Department of Building and Safety, or designee, shall verify that all Project
grading and construction plans specify the requirements herein related to the
PRIMP and the unanticipated discovery of paleontological resources.
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CARLSBAD
CLovIS
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PALM SPRINGS
POINT RICHMOND

RIVERSIDE
ROSEVILLE
SAN LUIS OBISPO
MEMORANDUM
DATE: September 4, 2025
To: Meaghan Truman, EPD Solutions, Inc.
FROM: Bianca Martinez, Air Quality Specialist

Jessica Coria, Associate

SUBJECT: Response to Comments for the John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot Project

LSA has reviewed the comment letter submitted by Wilmington Neighborhood Council on the Draft
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis Parking Lot
Project prepared for the City of Los Angeles (City) by EPD Solutions, Inc. (EPD) and dated November
2024. LSA prepared the Air Quality, Health Risk, Greenhouse Gas, and Energy Impact Report (AQ
Report) for the proposed project dated August 2024. The findings from the report were used as the
basis for the findings in the Draft EIR.

LSA reviewed the comments related to air quality, health risk, and greenhouse gas impacts and has
provided a response to Comment 5.10.

WILMINGTON NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL - COMMENT 5.10

This comment states that the Draft EIR fails to mention the following sensitive receptors: Volunteers
of America Pre-School, located at 334 South Figueroa Street, approximately 0.437 mile from the
project site, and the Field of Dreams Park/Recreation, located less than 200 feet from the project
site. The commentor states that these sensitive receptors should be included in the analysis as well
as to provide clarification on why they were not included in the Draft EIR.

According to the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD), sensitive receptors are
defined as people that have an increased sensitivity to air pollution or environmental contaminants.
Sensitive receptors include any residence, such as private homes, condominiums, apartments, and
living quarters; schools; daycare centers; and health care facilities, such as hospitals or retirement
and nursing homes. Sensitive receptors can also include long-term care hospitals, hospices, prisons,
and dormitories or similar live-in housing. Based on this definition, the Field of Dreams

1 South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD). 2022. Rule 1480 — Ambient Monitoring and
Sampling of Metal Toxic Air Contaminants. May 6. Website: https://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-
source/rule-book/reg-xiv/rule-1480.pdf?sfvrsn=18#:~:text=(13)%20SENSITIVE%20RECEPTOR%
20means%20any,or%20retirement%20and%20nursing%20homes (accessed February 2025).
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Park/Recreation is not considered a sensitive receptor for air quality. Recreational parks are not
included in the definition of sensitive receptors because people do not typically remain on site for
an extended period, such as an 8-hour works shift or school day, or the full 24 hours of a residential
receptor; but rather are present for shorter periods of time. Therefore, people visiting the Field of
Dreams Park/Recreation would have a lower exposure than people living and working near the
project site.

A health risk assessment (HRA) was conducted for the proposed project to determine the potential
health risk associated with the exhaust of diesel-powered trucks and equipment to people living
near the project. The HRA was conducted in accordance with the modeling techniques
recommended in the California Environmental Protection Agency’s (CalEPA) Office of Environmental
Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) Air Toxic Hot Spots Program Risk Assessment Guidelines? and
SCAQMD requirements. Based on the HRA results, the sensitive maximally exposed individual (MEI),
which is the individual with the highest probability of contracting cancer as a result of exposure, was
determined to be the residence located at 312 South Figueroa Street, which is approximately 1,366
feet away from the project site. The cancer risk at the sensitive MEI was determined to be 0.13 in

1 million during construction and 7.84 in 1 million during operation of the project, which would not
exceed the SCAQMD cancer risk threshold of 10 in 1 million. The commenter identified the
Volunteers of America Pre-School, located at 334 South Figueroa Street, as a potential sensitive
receptor. The Volunteers of America Pre-School is located farther away than the identified sensitive
MEI. Therefore, health risk at the Volunteers of America Pre-School would be lower than the risks
identified for the sensitive MEI and would also be considered to be below thresholds. Therefore, no
significant health risk would occur from project construction and operation emissions.

Similarly, health risk levels are anticipated to be below thresholds for the Field of Dreams
Park/Recreation. However, because the Field of Dreams Park/Recreation is located 200 feet away
from the project site, the chronic health index and acute health index were extrapolated. The
chronic health risk would be 0.001 in 1 million and the acute health index would be less than 0.001
in 1 million, which are both below the SCAQMD threshold of 1.0 in 1 million. Figure 1, Project
Sources and Receptors (provided in Attachment A), provides a visual representation of the cancer
risk at the Field of Dreams Park/Recreation, which is estimated to be 2 in 1 million. The SCAQMD
and the Los Angeles Housing Department established an incident rate of 10 persons per one million
as the maximum acceptable cancer risk threshold due to DPM exposure. Therefore, the Field of
Dreams Park/Recreation would be below the 10 in one million SCAQMD threshold, indicating that a
significant health risk would not occur. Figure 1 is based on the operational cancer risk isopleth map
included as part of the HRA model snapshots and outputs provided in Appendix B of the AQ report
and does not include any new or revised information. The AQ report is also included as an appendix
to the Draft EIR. Therefore, all health risk levels to the Field of Dreams Park/Recreation and the
Volunteers of America Pre-School from operation-related emissions of toxic air contaminants would

2 california Environmental Protection Agency (CalEPA) Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment
(OEHHA). 2015. Air Toxics Hot Spots Program Guidance Manual for Preparation of Health Risk
Assessments. March. Website: https://oehha.ca.gov/air/air-toxics-hot-spots (accessed February 2025).
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be below the SCAQMD’s HRA thresholds. No significant health risk would occur from project
operation emissions.

Attachment: A - Figure 1: Project Sources and Receptors
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CalEEMod California Emissions Estimator Model

CEQA California Environmental Quality Act

City City of Los Angeles
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dBA A-weighted decibel(s)

FHWA Federal Highway Administration
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VdB vibration velocity decibels
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INTRODUCTION

This noise and vibration impact analysis has been prepared to evaluate the potential noise and
vibration impacts and reduction measures associated with the John S. Gibson Truck & Chassis
Parking Lot Project (project) in Los Angeles, California. This report is intended to satisfy the City of
Los Angeles’s (City) requirement for a project-specific noise impact analysis by examining the
impacts of the project site and evaluating noise reduction measures that the project may require.

PROJECT LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION

The 18.635-acre project site is located at 1599 John S. Gibson Boulevard in the community of San
Pedro in the southwestern portion of Los Angeles within the Port of Los Angeles Master Plan
planning community in Los Angeles County. The project site is currently undeveloped and consists of
Assessor’s Parcel Numbers 7440-016-001, 7440-016-002, 7440-016-003, and 7412-024-007. The
project site is bounded by Interstate 110 (I-110) to the north and west, John S. Gibson Boulevard to
the east, and existing container terminals to the south. A portion of the project site is in the western
portion of the Port of Los Angeles Master Plan Planning Area 2, which encompasses the West Basin
and Wilmington areas. See Figure 1, Regional Project Location, and Figure 2, Site Plan, below.

The proposed project would construct a short-term truck and chassis parking facility and related site
improvements. The project would include paving of the site and striping of 393 truck and chassis
stalls. The 393 stalls would be 11 feet (ft) by 40 ft and would occupy approximately 405,602 square
feet (sq ft). In addition, the proposed project would include installation of a prefabricated guard
booth and restroom for use by truck drivers and project employees.

Truck trailer parking operations were conservatively assumed to occur year-round, 24 hours a day, 7
days a week. Typical operational characteristics include truck trailer parking activities and a
maximum of two employees providing security and operating onsite machinery.

The project would result in approximately 1,794 one-way truck trips per day, approximately 4 one-
way delivery/vendor trips per day, and approximately 10 passenger vehicle trips per day. The
parking lot is intended to support ship offloading and loading activities occurring at Port of Los
Angeles container yards.

EXISTING LAND USES IN THE PROJECT AREA

The project site is surrounded primarily by office and industrial uses. The areas adjacent to the
project site include the following uses:

o North: I-110 followed by industrial warehouses.

e South and Southeast: John S. Gibson Boulevard followed by container storage and terminal
storage.

e West and Southwest: Harbor Community Police Station and Ports of America Office Building.
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There are no nearby sensitive receptors within a 1,000 ft radius of the project site. The closest
sensitive receptors to the project site are single-family homes located west of the project site at
1,366 ft from the western project site boundary line to the residences. The closest worker receptor
to the project site is the Ports of America insurance company located immediately southwest at 25
ft from the project boundary.

It should be noted that the nearest educational facility, Volunteers of America Pre-school at 334 S.
Figeuroa, is located over 2,000 feet or 0.4 miles from the project site. At this distance, construction
noise and operation noise would not contribute to the noise environment at the educational facility
or increase ambient noise levels. Given the large distance, intervening structures, and topography,
construction and operational noise levels would be well below the City’s criteria as described in the
applicable sections below. Lastly, none of the educational facilities are adjacent to construction or
operational truck routes for the project.
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NOISE AND VIBRATION FUNDAMENTALS

CHARACTERISTICS OF SOUND

Noise is usually defined as unwanted sound. Noise consists of any sound that may produce
physiological or psychological damage and/or interfere with communication, work, rest, recreation,
and sleep.

To the human ear, sound has two significant characteristics: pitch and loudness. Pitch is generally an
annoyance, while loudness can affect the ability to hear. Pitch is the number of complete vibrations,
or cycles per second, of a sound wave, which results in the tone’s range from high to low. Loudness
is the strength of a sound, and it describes a noisy or quiet environment; it is measured by the
amplitude of the sound wave. Loudness is determined by the intensity of the sound waves
combined with the reception characteristics of the human ear. Sound intensity is the average rate of
sound energy transmitted through a unit of area perpendicular to the direction in which the sound
waves are traveling. This characteristic of sound can be precisely measured with instruments. The
analysis of a project defines the noise environment of the project area in terms of sound intensity
and its effect on adjacent sensitive land uses.

MEASUREMENT OF SOUND

Sound intensity is measured with the A-weighted decibel (dBA) scale to correct for the relative
frequency response of the human ear. That is, an A-weighted noise level de-emphasizes low and
very high frequencies of sound, similar to the human ear’s de-emphasis of these frequencies.
Decibels (dB), unlike the linear scale (e.g., inches or pounds), are measured on a logarithmic scale
representing points on a sharply rising curve.

For example, 10 dB is 10 times more intense than 0 dB, 20 dB is 100 times more intense than 0 dB,
and 30 dB is 1,000 times more intense than 0 dB. Thirty decibels (30 dB) represents 1,000 times as
much acoustic energy as 0 dB. The decibel scale increases as the square of the change, representing
the sound pressure energy. A sound as soft as human breathing is about 10 times greater than 0 dB.
The decibel system of measuring sound gives a rough connection between the physical intensity of
sound and its perceived loudness to the human ear. A 10 dB increase in sound level is perceived by
the human ear as only a doubling of the sound’s loudness. Ambient sounds generally range from

30 dB (very quiet) to 100 dB (very loud).

Sound levels are generated from a source, and their decibel level decreases as the distance from
that source increases. Sound levels dissipate exponentially with distance from their noise sources.
For a single point source, sound levels decrease approximately 6 dB for each doubling of distance
from the source. This drop-off rate is appropriate for noise generated by stationary equipment.

If noise is produced by a line source (e.g., highway traffic or railroad operations), the sound
decreases 3 dB for each doubling of distance in a hard site environment. Line source sound levels
decrease 4.5 dB for each doubling of distance in a relatively flat environment with absorptive
vegetation.

There are many ways to rate noise for various time periods, but an appropriate rating of ambient
noise affecting humans also accounts for the annoying effects of sound. The equivalent continuous
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sound level (Leg) is the total sound energy of time-varying noise over a sample period. However, the
predominant rating scales for human communities in the State of California are the Leq and
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) or the day-night average noise level (L4n) based on
A-weighted decibels. CNEL is the time-weighted average noise over a 24-hour period, with a

5 dBA weighting factor applied to the hourly Leq for noises occurring from 7:00 p.m. to 10:00 p.m.
(defined as relaxation hours) and a 10 dBA weighting factor applied to noises occurring from

10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. (defined as sleeping hours). Lgn is similar to the CNEL scale but without the
adjustment for events occurring during the relaxation. CNEL and Lgn are within 1 dBA of each other
and are normally interchangeable. The City of Los Angeles uses the CNEL noise scale for long-term
traffic noise impact assessment.

Other noise rating scales of importance when assessing the annoyance factor include the maximum
instantaneous noise level (Lmax), Which is the highest sound level that occurs during a stated time
period. The noise environments discussed in this analysis for short-term noise impacts are specified
in terms of maximum levels denoted by Lmax, Which reflects peak operating conditions and addresses
the annoying aspects of intermittent noise. It is often used together with another noise scale, or
noise standards in terms of percentile noise levels, in noise ordinances for enforcement purposes.
For example, the Lig noise level represents the noise level exceeded 10 percent of the time during a
stated period. The Lso noise level represents the median noise level. Half the time the noise level
exceeds this level, and half the time it is less than this level. The Lg noise level represents the noise
level exceeded 90 percent of the time and is considered the background noise level during a
monitoring period. For a relatively constant noise source, the Leq and Lso are approximately the
same.

Noise impacts can be described in three categories. The first category includes audible impacts,
which are increases in noise levels noticeable to humans. Audible increases in noise levels generally
refer to a change of 3 dB or greater because this level has been found to be barely perceptible in
exterior environments. The second category, potentially audible, refers to a change in the noise
level between 1 dB and 3 dB. This range of noise levels has been found to be noticeable only in
laboratory environments. The last category includes changes in noise levels of less than 1 dB, which
are inaudible to the human ear. Only audible changes in existing ambient or background noise levels
are considered potentially significant.

Physiological Effects of Noise

Physical damage to human hearing begins at prolonged exposure to sound levels higher than

85 dBA. Exposure to high sound levels affects the entire system, with prolonged sound exposure in
excess of 75 dBA increasing body tensions, thereby affecting blood pressure and functions of the
heart and the nervous system. In comparison, extended periods of sound exposure above

90 dBA would result in permanent cell damage. When the sound level reaches 120 dBA, a tickling
sensation occurs in the human ear, even with short-term exposure. This level of sound is called the
threshold of feeling. As the sound reaches 140 dBA, the tickling sensation is replaced by a feeling of
pain in the ear (i.e., the threshold of pain). A sound level of 160-165 dBA will result in dizziness or a
loss of equilibrium. The ambient or background noise problem is widespread and generally more
concentrated in urban areas than in outlying, less developed areas.

P:\A-E\ESL2201.63\Products\Noise\NoiseAndVibrationReport_ESL2201.63_20260107.docx «01/07/26» 6



NOISE AND VIBRATION IMPACT ANALYSIS

JANUARY 2026

JOHN S. GI1BSON TRUCK & CHASSIS PARKING LOT PROJECT
PORT OF LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA

LSA

Table A lists definitions of acoustical terms, and Table B shows common sound levels and their

sources.
Table A: Definitions of Acoustical Terms
Term Definitions
Decibel, dB A unit of sound measurement that denotes the ratio between two quantities that are

proportional to power; the number of decibels is 10 times the logarithm (to the base 10) of
this ratio.

Frequency, Hz

Of a function periodic in time, the number of times that the quantity repeats itself in
1 second (i.e., the number of cycles per second).

A-Weighted Sound
Level, dBA

The sound level obtained by use of A-weighting. The A-weighting filter de-emphasizes the
very low and very high frequency components of the sound in a manner similar to the
frequency response of the human ear and correlates well with subjective reactions to noise.
(All sound levels in this report are A-weighted unless reported otherwise.)

Lo1, L1o, Lso, Lo

The fast A-weighted noise levels that are equaled or exceeded by a fluctuating sound level
1%, 10%, 50%, and 90% of a stated time period, respectively.

Equivalent Continuous
Noise Level, Leg

The level of a steady sound that, in a stated time period and at a stated location, has the
same A-weighted sound energy as the time-varying sound.

Community Noise
Equivalent Level, CNEL

The 24-hour A-weighted average sound level from midnight to midnight, obtained after the
addition of 5 dBA to sound levels occurring in the evening from 7:00 p.m. to 10:00 p.m. and
after the addition of 10 dBA to sound levels occurring in the night between 10:00 p.m. and
7:00 a.m.

Day/Night Noise Level,
I-dn

The 24-hour A-weighted average sound level from midnight to midnight, obtained after the
addition of 10 dBA to sound levels occurring in the night between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.

Lmax; Lmin

The maximum and minimum A-weighted sound levels measured on a sound level meter,
during a designated time interval, using fast time averaging.

Ambient Noise Level

The all-encompassing noise associated with a given environment at a specified time. Usually a

composite of sound from many sources from many directions, near and far; no particular
sound is dominant.

Source 1: Technical Noise Supplement (Caltrans 2013)

Source 2: Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual (FTA 2018).
Caltrans = California Department of Transportation

FTA = Federal Transit Administration

P:\A-E\ESL2201.63\Products\Noise\NoiseAndVibrationReport_ESL2201.63_20260107.docx «01/07/26»




NOISE AND VIBRATION IMPACT ANALYSIS
JANUARY 2026

JOHN S. GI1BSON TRUCK & CHASSIS PARKING LOT PROJECT
PORT OF LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA

LSA

Table B: Common Sound Levels and Their Noise Sources

Noise Source

A-Weighted Sound
Level in Decibels

Noise Environments

Subjective
Evaluations

Near Jet Engine 140 Deafening 128 times as loud
Civil Defense Siren 130 Threshold of Pain 64 times as loud
Hard Rock Band 120 Threshold of Feeling 32 times as loud
Accelerating Motorcycle at a Few Feet Away 110 Very Loud 16 times as loud
Pile Dr|v.er; N0|sy Urban Street/ 100 Very Loud 8 times as loud
Heavy City Traffic

Ambulance Siren; Food Blender 95 Very Loud —
Garbage Disposal 90 Very Loud 4 times as loud
Freight Cars; Living Room Music 85 Loud —
Pneumatic Drill; Vacuum Cleaner 80 Loud 2 times as loud
Busy Restaurant 75 Moderately Loud —

Near Freeway Auto Traffic 70 Moderately Loud Reference level
Average Office 60 Quiet One-half as loud
Suburban Street 55 Quiet —

Light Traffic; Soft Radio Music in Apartment 50 Quiet One-quarter as loud
Large Transformer 45 Quiet —
Average Residence without Stereo Playing 40 Faint One-eighth as loud
Soft Whisper 30 Faint —
Rustling Leaves 20 Very Faint -

Human Breathing 10 Very Faint Threshold of Hearing
— 0 Very Faint —

Source: Compiled by LSA (2022).

FUNDAMENTALS OF VIBRATION

Vibration refers to ground-borne noise and perceptible motion. Ground-borne vibration is almost
exclusively a concern inside buildings and is rarely perceived as a problem outdoors, where the
motion may not be discernible, but without the effects associated with the shaking of a building
there is less adverse reaction. Vibration energy propagates from a source through intervening soil
and rock layers to the foundations of nearby buildings. The vibration then propagates from the
foundation throughout the remainder of the structure. Building vibration may be perceived by
occupants as the motion of building surfaces, the rattling of items sitting on shelves or hanging on
walls, or a low-frequency rumbling noise. The rumbling noise is caused by the vibration of walls,
floors, and ceilings that radiate sound waves. Annoyance from vibration often occurs when the
vibration exceeds the threshold of perception by 10 dB or less. This is an order of magnitude below
the damage threshold for normal buildings.

Typical sources of ground-borne vibration are construction activities (e.g., blasting, pile-driving, and
operating heavy-duty earthmoving equipment), steel-wheeled trains, and occasional traffic on rough
roads. Problems with both ground-borne vibration and noise from these sources are usually
localized to areas within approximately 100 ft from the vibration source, although there are
examples of ground-borne vibration causing interference out to distances greater than 200 ft (FTA
2018). When roadways are smooth, vibration from traffic, even heavy trucks, is rarely perceptible.

It is assumed for most projects that the roadway surface will be smooth enough that ground-borne
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vibration from street traffic will not exceed the impact criteria; however, construction of the project
could result in ground-borne vibration that may be perceptible and annoying.

Ground-borne noise is not likely to be a problem because noise arriving via the normal airborne path
will usually be greater than ground-borne noise.

Ground-borne vibration has the potential to disturb people and damage buildings. Although it is
very rare for train-induced ground-borne vibration to cause even cosmetic building damage, it is not
uncommon for construction processes such as blasting and pile-driving to cause vibration of
sufficient amplitudes to damage nearby buildings (FTA 2018). Ground-borne vibration is usually
measured in terms of vibration velocity, either the root-mean-square (RMS) velocity or peak particle
velocity (PPV). The RMS is best for characterizing human response to building vibration, and PPV is
used to characterize the potential for damage. Decibel notation acts to compress the range of
numbers required to describe vibration. Vibration velocity level in decibels is defined as:

Ly = 20 |Og1o [V/Vref]

where “L,” is the vibration velocity in decibels (VdB), “V” is the RMS velocity amplitude, and “V " is
the reference velocity amplitude, or 1 x 10 inches/second (in/sec) used in the United States.
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REGULATORY SETTING

APPLICABLE NOISE STANDARDS

The applicable noise standards governing the project site include the criteria in the City’s Noise
Element of the General Plan (Noise Element), the City’s Municipal Code, and the L.A. CEQA Thresholds
Guide (2006). The L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide generally pulls information from both the Noise
Element and the City’s Municipal Code which are further described below.

City of Los Angeles
Noise Element of the General Plan

In California, cities and counties are required to adopt noise elements as part of their general plans.
The purpose of a noise element is to establish a land use pattern that minimizes the exposure of
residents of the community to excessive noise. The City of Los Angeles General Plan noise element
provides planning guidance related to noise. It identifies goals, objectives, and an implementation
program to ensure that Los Angeles residents will be protected from noise that may be detrimental
to their physical and mental health and general welfare. In the noise element, the City has
established an acceptable limit of noise exposure for various land use categories. The purpose of
these criteria is to provide a guideline for the City to locate appropriate land uses within acceptable
noise environments. Table C shows the City’s land use compatibility standards for noise. Noise levels
of 50 and 55 dBA CNEL are identified as being “normally acceptable” for single-family and multi-
family residential land uses, respectively. Noise levels of 65 dBA CNEL are identified as being
“normally acceptable” for office uses.

Municipal Code

Chapter Xl of the Los Angeles Municipal Code establishes noise standards to limit noise affecting
various land uses in the city. These standards apply to noise generated by “any machinery
equipment, pump, fan, air-conditioning apparatus, or similar mechanical device.” Table D
summarizes the presumed ambient noise levels for various land use types as specified in Municipal
Code Section 111.03.

Where the ambient noise level is less than the presumed ambient noise level designated, the
presumed ambient noise level shall be deemed to be the minimum ambient noise level. At the
boundary line between two zones, the presumed ambient noise level of the quieter zone shall be
used. In accordance with the Noise Regulation, a noise level increase of 5 dBA over the existing
average ambient noise level at an adjacent property line represents a noise violation.
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Table C: City of Los Angeles Noise and Land Use Compatibility Guidelines

Land Use Cateqgaory

Residential Single Famaly, Duplex, Maobile Home
Residential Multi-Famiy

Tramzient Lodging,. Matel, Hotel

School, Library, Chiurch, Hospital, Mursing Home
Audmarivm, Concert Hall, Ampitheater

Sports Arena, Outdoor Spectator Sports
Flawground, Neighborhood Park

Golf Course, Aiding Stable, Water Recreation,
Cemetery

Office Building, Business, Commercial,
Professional

Agriculuere, Industrial, Mamdfacmreng, Lhilities

A=  Nofmally scosptable Specied land uts (s s&l2-
factory, based upan assumgfion baolcings srvplvad
an omvenionsl construction, walhout amy special
Troects ErelLilanan

C= Condiionally accaptabla Mew construction or de-
edoprnent only alter a detaed analysis of noese mti-
gaten is made and needed noiss insulation tsatusas
are inchaded in project design {omventionall constnac-
tion, but with ol psed swindows and frash air supply
FYSIRMS O @ir conditi preng noemaily will moffice

Duay-Might Aversge Exiorior Somnd Lavel (CHEL dB)
50 =5 B0 BS ™ ™ Bl

A c C C M u u

A A A A AC G [, |

M=  HNomally uhscoaplabbe Mew NN e of devel-
gpant genasally shodld be discowaged. A datailed
anabyss of noetd eeduchion mequinsments mus b
mads and F0iss insuaton lagums nsokad inths
diesign 08 & progsct

e Claafly unsstEplabls Més consfruction of devwalng-
ment gerarally should not be underaian

Source: City of Los Angeles General Plan Noise Element (February 1999).

CNEL dB = Community Noise Equivalent Level in decibels

Table D: Exterior Presumed Ambient Noise Levels

Presumed Ambient Noise Level (dBA)
Zone .
Day Night
A1, A2, RA, RE, RS, RD, RW1, RW2, R1, R2, R3, R4, and R5 50 40
P, PB, CR, C1, C1.5, C2, C4, C5,and CM 60 55
M1, MR1, and MR2 60 55
M2 and M3 65 65

Source: City of Los Angeles (2023).
dBA = A-weighted decibels
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Chapter XI, Article 2, Section 112.05, Maximum Noise Level of Powered Equipment or Powered
Hand Tools, requires that between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 10:00 p.m., in any residential zone of
the City or within 500 ft thereof, no person shall operate or cause to be operated any powered
equipment or powered hand tool that produces a maximum noise level exceeding the following
noise limits at a distance of 50 ft therefrom:

(a) 75 dB(A) for construction, industrial, and agricultural machinery including
crawler-tractors, dozers, rotary drills and augers, loaders, power shovels, cranes,
derricks, motor graders, paving machines, off-highway trucks, ditchers, trenchers,
compactors, scrapers, wagons, pavement breakers, compressors and pneumatic or
other powered equipment;

(b) 75 dB(A) for powered equipment of 20 HP or less intended for infrequent use in
residential areas, including chain saws, log chippers and powered hand tools;

(c) 65 dB(A) for powered equipment intended for repetitive use in residential areas,
including lawn mowers, backpack blowers, small lawn and garden tools and riding
tractors;

The noise limits for particular equipment listed above in (a), (b), and (c) shall be deemed to be
superseded and replaced by noise limits for such equipment from and after their establishment by
final regulations adopted by the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and
published in the Federal Register.

However, the noise limitations above would not apply where compliance is deemed to be
technically infeasible, which means that said noise limitations cannot be complied with despite the
use of mufflers, shields, sound barriers, and/or other noise reduction device or techniques during
the operation of the equipment. The aforementioned limitations apply only to uses in residential
zones or within 500 ft thereof.

Chapter IV, Article 1, Section 41.40. Noise Due To Construction, Excavation Work — When Prohibited,
states:

(a) No person shall, between the hours of 9:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. of the following
day, perform any construction or repair work of any kind upon, or any excavating
for, any building or structure, where any of the foregoing entails the use of any
power driven drill, riveting machine excavator or any other machine, tool, device or
equipment which makes loud noises to the disturbance of persons occupying
sleeping quarters in any dwelling hotel or apartment or other place of residence. In
addition, the operation, repair or servicing of construction equipment and the job-
site delivering of construction materials in such areas shall be prohibited during the
hours herein specified. Any person who knowingly and willfully violates the
foregoing provision shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor punishable as
elsewhere provided in this Code.
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(b) The provisions of Subsection (a) shall not apply to any person who performs the
construction, repair or excavation work involved pursuant to the express written
permission of the Board of Police Commissioners through its Executive Director. The
Executive Director, on behalf of the Board, may grant this permission, upon
application in writing, where the work proposed to be done is in the public interest,
or where hardship or injustice, or unreasonable delay would result from its
interruption during the hours mentioned above, or where the building or structure
involved is devoted or intended to be devoted to a use immediately related to
public defense. The provisions of this section shall not in any event apply to
construction, repair, or excavation work done within any district zoned for
manufacturing or industrial uses under the provisions of Chapter | of this Code, nor
to emergency work necessitated by any flood, fire or other catastrophe.

(c) No person, other than an individual homeowner engaged in the repair or
construction of his single-family dwelling shall perform any construction or repair
work of any kind upon, or any earth grading for, any building or structure located on
land developed with residential buildings under the provisions of Chapter | of this
Code, or perform such work within 500 ft of land so occupied, before 8:00 a.m. or
after 6:00 p.m. on any Saturday or national holiday nor at any time on any Sunday.
In addition, the operation, repair or servicing of construction equipment and the
job-site delivering of construction materials in such areas shall be prohibited on
Saturdays and on Sundays during the hours herein specified. The provisions of this
subsection shall not apply to persons engaged in the emergency repair of:

1. Any building or structure.

2. Earth supporting or endangering any building or structure.
3. Any public utility.

4. Any public way or adjacent earth

APPLICABLE VIBRATION STANDARDS
Federal Transit Administration

Because the City does not have vibration standards within their Noise Element, Municipal Code or
the CEQA Thresholds Guide, vibration standards included in the FTA Manual are used in this analysis
for ground-borne vibration impacts on human annoyance. The criteria for environmental impact
from ground-borne vibration and noise are based on the maximum levels for a single event. Table E
provides the criteria for assessing the potential for interference or annoyance from vibration levels
in a building.
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Table E: Interpretation of Vibration Criteria for Detailed Analysis

and Operating
Rooms

Land Use ?(IIZ)I;;.: Description of Use

Workshop 90 Vibration that is distinctly felt. Appropriate for workshops and similar areas not as
sensitive to vibration.

Office 84 Vibration that can be felt. Appropriate for offices and similar areas not as sensitive to
vibration.

Residential Day 78 Vibration that is barely felt. Adequate for computer equipment and low-power
optical microscopes (up to 20x).

Residential Night 72 Vibration is not felt, but ground-borne noise may be audible inside quiet rooms.

Suitable for medium-power microscopes (100x) and other equipment of low
sensitivity.

Source: Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual (FTA 2018).

1

As measured in 1/3-octave bands of frequency over the frequency range 8 to 80 hertz.
FTA = Federal Transit Administration
Lv = velocity in decibels

Max = maximum
VdB = vibration velocity decibels

Table F lists the potential vibration building damage criteria associated with construction activities,
as suggested in the FTA Manual and adopted by the City’s Noise Element. FTA guidelines show that a
vibration level of up to 0.5 in/sec in PPV is considered safe for buildings consisting of reinforced
concrete, steel, or timber (no plaster), and would not result in any construction vibration damage.
For non-engineered timber and masonry buildings, the construction building vibration damage

criterion is 0.2 in/sec in PPV.

Table F: Construction Vibration Damage Criteria

Building Category PPV (in/sec)
Reinforced concrete, steel, or timber (no plaster) 0.50
Engineered concrete and masonry (no plaster) 0.30
Non-engineered timber and masonry buildings 0.20
Buildings extremely susceptible to vibration damage 0.12

Source: Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual (FTA 2018).
FTA = Federal Transit Administration PPV = peak particle velocity
in/sec = inch/inches per second
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NOISE AND VIBRATION IMPACT ANALYSIS
JANUARY 2026

LSA

OVERVIEW OF THE EXISTING NOISE ENVIRONMENT

The primary existing noise sources in the project area are traffic on 1-110 and John S. Gibson
Boulevard.

AMBIENT NOISE MEASUREMENTS
Long-Term Noise Measurements

To assess existing noise levels, LSA conducted two long-term noise measurements in the vicinity of
the project site. The long-term (24-hour) noise level measurements were conducted on May 2
through May 3, 2023, using two Larson Davis Spark 706RC Dosimeters. Table G provides a summary
of the measured hourly and maximum noise levels from the long-term noise level measurements. As
shown in Table G, the calculated hourly noise levels are as low as 53.0 dBA Leq during nighttime
hours and 57.8 dBA Leq during daytime hours. Noise measurement sheets are provided in

Appendix A. Figure 3 shows the long-term monitoring locations.

Table G: Long-Term 24-Hour Ambient Noise Monitoring Results

Daytime Evening Nighttime Average Daily
Location Noise Levels! | Noise Levels? | Noise Levels? Noise Levels
(dBA Leg) (dBA Leg) (dBA Leg) (dBA CNEL)
Northeast property line of 2001 John S.
LT-1 Gibson Blvd #1, San Pedro, CA 90731 on a 57.8-61.3 56.4—-58.7 53.0-60.2 63.9
fence bordering the project site.
Northeast of John S. Gibson Boulevard and
LT-2 Harry Bridges Boulevard at a park near a 67.1-71.2 65.9-67.9 63.0-67.7 72.4
tree.

Source: Compiled by LSA (2023).

Note: Noise measurements were conducted from May 2 to May 3, 2023, starting at 10:00 a.m.

1 Daytime Noise Levels = noise levels during the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m.

2 Evening Noise Levels = noise levels during the hours of 7:00 p.m. to 10:00 p.m.

3 Nighttime Noise Levels = noise levels during the hours of 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m.

CNEL = Community Noise Equivalent Level Leq = equivalent continuous sound level
dBA = A-weighted decibels

EXISTING AIRCRAFT NOISE

Aircraft flyovers may be audible on the project site due to aircraft activity in the vicinity. The
Torrance Municipal Airport is located approximately 3.8 miles northwest of the project site, and the
Long Beach Airport is located approximately 7.6 miles northeast of the project site. The Los Angeles
County Airport Land Use Plan (ALUC 2004) shows that the project site is outside the 65 dBA CNEL
noise contour for the airports. While aircraft operations may contribute to the noise in the project
area from these airports, the project site is not expected to experience airport-related noise levels in
excess of the City’s exterior standards. Impacts are considered less than significant, and no
mitigation is required.
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PROJECT IMPACTS

SHORT-TERM CONSTRUCTION NOISE IMPACTS

Two types of short-term noise impacts could occur during the construction of the proposed project.
First, construction crew commutes and the transport of construction equipment and materials to
the site for the proposed project would incrementally increase noise levels on access roads leading
to the site. Although there would be a relatively high single-event noise-exposure potential causing
intermittent noise nuisance (passing trucks at 50 ft would generate up to 84 dBA Lmax), the effect on
longer-term ambient noise levels would be small when compared to existing daily traffic volumes on
John S. Gibson Boulevard. The results of the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) for
the proposed project indicate that during the demolition phase, an additional 291 vehicles in
passenger car equivalent (PCE) volume, consisting of worker and hauling trips, would be added to
the roadway adjacent to the project site. Because the existing traffic volume on John S. Gibson
Boulevard is approximately 18,425 (Los Angeles Department of Transportation 2017), construction-
related vehicle trips would generate an approximate 0.1 dBA CNEL noise increase. A noise level
increase of less than 3 dBA would not be perceptible to the human ear in an outdoor environment.
Therefore, short-term, construction-related impacts associated with worker commute and
equipment transport to the project site would be less than significant.

The second type of short-term noise impact is related to noise generated during construction, which
includes site preparation, grading, paving, and architectural coating on the project site. Construction
is completed in discrete steps, each of which has its own mix of equipment and, consequently, its
own noise characteristics. These various sequential phases would change the character of the noise
generated on the site and, therefore, the noise levels surrounding the site as construction
progresses. Despite the variety in the type and size of construction equipment, similarities in the
dominant noise sources and patterns of operation allow construction-related noise ranges to be
categorized by work phase. Table H lists typical construction equipment noise levels recommended
for noise impact assessments, based on a distance of 50 ft between the equipment and a noise
receptor, taken from the Federal Highway Administration’s (FHWA) FHWA Roadway Construction
Noise Model (2006).

In addition to the reference maximum noise level, the usage factor provided in Table H is used to
calculate the hourly noise level impact for each piece of equipment based on the following
equation:

L, (equip) = E.L.+10log(U.F.)—20 log(%j

where:  Leq(equip) Leq at a receiver resulting from the operation of a single

piece of equipment over a specified time period.

E.L. = noise emission level of the particular piece of equipment at
a reference distance of 50 ft.
U.F. = usage factor that accounts for the fraction of time that the

equipment is in use over the specified period of time.

D = distance from the receiver to the piece of equipment.
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Table H: Typical Construction Equipment Noise Levels

Equipment Description Acoustical Usage Factor (%)* Maximum Noise Level (Lmax) at 50 ft2
Backhoes 40 80
Compressor 40 80
Dozers 40 85
Excavators 40 85
Flat Bed Trucks 40 84
Front-end Loaders 40 80
Graders 40 85
Paver 50 77
Pneumatic Tools 50 85
Pumps 50 77
Rollers 20 85
Scrapers 40 85
Tractors 40 84

Source: FHWA Roadway Construction Noise Model User’s Guide, Table 1 (FHWA 2006).

Note: Noise levels reported in this table are rounded to the nearest whole number.

1 Usage factor is the percentage of time during a construction noise operation that a piece of construction equipment is operating at
full power.

2 Maximum noise levels were developed based on Specification 721.560 from the Central Artery/Tunnel program to be consistent with
the City of Boston’s Noise Code for the “Big Dig” project.

FHWA = Federal Highway Administration

ft = foot/feet

Lmax = maximum instantaneous sound level

Each piece of construction equipment operates as an individual point source. Using the following
equation, a composite noise level can be calculated when multiple sources of noise operate
simultaneously:

Ln

n
Leq (composite) = 10 * log,, 2 1010
1

Using the equations from the methodology above, the reference information in Table H, and the
construction equipment list provided, the composite noise level of each construction phase was
calculated. The project construction composite noise levels at a distance of 50 ft would range from
74 dBA Leq to 88 dBA Leg, With the highest noise levels occurring during the site preparation and
grading phases.

Once composite noise levels are calculated, reference noise levels can then be adjusted for distance
using the following equation:

X
Leq (at distance X) = Leq (at 50 feet) — 20 xlo g4, (%)

In general, this equation shows that doubling the distance would decrease noise levels by 6 dBA
while halving the distance would increase noise levels by 6 dBA.
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Table | shows the nearest sensitive residential and park uses, to the project site, their distance from
the construction activities, and composite noise levels expected during construction. These noise
level projections do not consider intervening topography or barriers. Construction equipment
calculations are provided in Appendix B.

Table I: Potential Construction Noise Impacts at Nearest Receptor

Composite Noise Distance from Center of . .
. . . Composite Noise Level
Receptor (Location) Level at 50 ft* Construction Activities (dBA Leo)
(dBA Leg) (ft) e
Park (North) 88 530 68
Residences (West) 1,366 60

Source: Compiled by LSA (2023).

! The composite construction noise level represents the site preparation and grading phases which are expected to result in
the greatest noise level as compared to other phases.

dBA Leq = average A-weighted hourly noise level

ft = foot/feet

While construction noise will vary, it is expected that composite noise levels during construction at
the nearest sensitive uses to the north would reach 68 dBA Leq during daytime hours. These
predicted noise levels would only occur when all construction equipment is operating
simultaneously and, therefore, are assumed to be rather conservative in nature. While construction-
related short-term noise levels have the potential to be higher than existing ambient noise levels in
the project area under existing conditions, the noise impacts would no longer occur once project
construction is completed. Additionally, construction noise levels at the surrounding educational
uses, as shown on Figure 5.2-1 of the Draft Environmental Impact Report, over 2,000 feet from
construction boundary would be well below 60 dBA L¢q and, therefore, below the City’s construction
noise levels criteria.

As stated above, the City’s Noise Ordinance regulates noise impacts associated with construction
activities. The proposed project would comply with the construction hours specified in the City’s
Noise Ordinance, which states that construction activities are not allowed between the hours of 9
p.m. and 7 a.m. on any given day. The code also prohibits noise from construction equipment within
500 ft of a residential zone before 8 a.m. or after 6 p.m. on any Saturday or national holiday nor at
any time on any Sunday.

As it relates to off-site uses, construction-related noise impacts would remain well below the 75 dBA
construction noise level criteria for daytime construction noise level criteria as established by the
City for residential uses in Chapter Xl, Article 2, Section 112.05 of the Municipal Code; therefore, the
impact would be considered less than significant.

SHORT-TERM CONSTRUCTION VIBRATION IMPACTS

This construction vibration impact analysis discusses the level of human annoyance using vibration
levels in RMS (VdB) and assesses the potential for building damages using vibration levels in PPV
(in/sec). This is because vibration levels calculated in RMS are best for characterizing human
response to building vibration, while vibration levels calculated in PPV are best for characterizing
potential for damage. Different from construction noise, construction vibration is typically felt inside
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of a building in the vicinity of construction and may occur within a building, such as an industrial use,
that is not noise sensitive.

Table J shows the PPV and VdB values at 25 ft from the construction vibration source. As shown in
Table J, bulldozers and other heavy-tracked construction equipment (expected to be used for this
project) generate approximately 0.089 PPV in/sec or 87 VdB of ground-borne vibration when
measured at 25 ft, based on the FTA Manual. The distance to the nearest buildings for vibration
impact analysis is measured between the nearest off-site buildings and the project construction
boundary (assuming the construction equipment would be used at or near the project setback line).

Table J: Vibration Source Amplitudes for Construction Equipment

Equipment Reference PPV/Ly at 25 ft
PPV (in/sec) Ly (VdB)!
Large Bulldozer 0.089 87
Loaded Trucks 0.076 86

Source: Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual (FTA 2018).
1 RMS vibration velocity in decibels (VdB) is 1 pin/sec.

pin/sec = microinches per second Lv = velocity in decibels

ft = foot/feet PPV = peak particle velocity

FTA = Federal Transit Administration RMS = root-mean-square

in/sec = inch/inches per second VdB = vibration velocity decibels

The formulae for vibration transmission are provided below, and Tables K and L, below, provide a
summary of off-site construction vibration levels.

L.dB (D) = L,dB (25 ft) — 30 Log (D/25)
PPVequip = PPVref X (25/D)15

Table K: Potential Construction Vibration Annoyance Impacts at
Nearest Receptor

Receptor (Location) Reference Vibration Distance Vibration Level
Level (VdB) at 25 ft! (ft)2 (vdB)3

Industrial (North) 200 53
Industrial (South and 275 49
Southeast) 87

Office (Southwest) 25 80
Park (North) 530 47
Residences (West) 1,366 28

Source: Compiled by LSA (2023).

1 The reference vibration level is associated with a large bulldozer, which is expected to be
representative of the heavy equipment used during construction.

2 The reference distance is associated with the average condition, identified by the distance from
the edge of construction activities to surrounding uses.

3 Includes a conservative 7 dB coupling loss for 1-2 story heavy structures.

ft = foot/feet

VdB = vibration velocity decibels
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Table L: Potential Construction Vibration Damage Impacts at
Nearest Receptor

Reference . . .
. . X Distance Vibration Level
Receptor (Location) Vibration Level ()2 (PPV)
(PPV) at 25 ft!
Industrial (North) 200 0.004
Industrial (South and 0.002
275

Southeast) 0.089
Office (Southwest) ' 25 0.089
Park (North) 530 0.001
Residences (West) 1,366 <0.001

Source: Compiled by LSA (2023).

1 The reference vibration level is associated with a large bulldozer, which is expected to be
representative of the heavy equipment used during construction.

2 The reference distance is associated with the peak condition, identified by the distance from the
perimeter of construction activities to surrounding structures.

ft = foot/feet

PPV = peak particle velocity in inches per second

As shown in Table E, above, the threshold at which vibration levels would result in annoyance would
be 78 VdB for daytime residential uses and 84 VdB for office uses. As also shown in Table F, the FTA
guidelines indicate that for a non-engineered timber and masonry building, the construction
vibration damage criterion is 0.2 in/sec in PPV.

Based on the information provided in Table K, vibration levels are expected to approach 80 VdB at
the closest office use to the southwest and 28 VdB at the closest residence to the west and would
not exceed the annoyance thresholds.

Based on the information provided in Table L, vibration levels are expected to approach 0.089 PPV
in/sec at the nearest surrounding structures and would be below the 0.2 PPV in/sec damage
threshold. Other building structures surrounding the project site are farther away and would
experience further reduced vibration. The impact would be considered less than significant, and no
construction vibration impacts would occur. No vibration reduction measures are required.

Because construction activities are regulated by the City’s Municipal Code, which states that
construction activities are not allowed between the hours of 9 p.m. and 7 a.m. on any given day,
vibration impacts would not occur during the more sensitive nighttime hours.

LONG-TERM OFF-SITE TRAFFIC NOISE IMPACTS

The guidelines included in the FHWA Highway Traffic Noise Prediction Model (FHWA-RD-77 108)
were used to evaluate highway traffic-related noise conditions along roadway segments in the
project vicinity. This model requires various parameters, including traffic volumes, vehicle mix,
vehicle speed, and roadway geometry, to compute typical equivalent noise levels during daytime,
evening, and nighttime hours. The resultant noise levels are weighted and summed over 24-hour
periods to determine the CNEL values. Table N provides the traffic noise levels for the opening year
(2025) with and without project scenarios, and horizon year (2040) with and without project
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scenarios. These noise levels represent the worst-case scenario, which assumes no shielding is
provided between the traffic and the location where the noise contours are drawn.

The without and with project scenario traffic volumes were obtained from the Traffic Impact
Analysis for Port of Los Angeles John Gibson Container Parking Lot Project (EPD Solutions Inc. 2023).
Appendix C provides the specific assumptions used in developing these noise levels and model
printouts. Table M shows that the increase in project-related traffic noise would be no greater than
1.3 dBA. Noise level increases of 3.0 dBA are considered barely perceptible to the human ear.
Therefore, traffic noise impacts from project-related traffic on off-site sensitive receptors would be
less than significant and no mitigation measures are required.

LONG-TERM TRAFFIC-RELATED VIBRATION IMPACTS

The proposed project would potentially generate vibration levels related to on-site operations.
Vibration levels generated from project-related traffic on the adjacent roadways are unusual for on-
road vehicles because the rubber tires and suspension systems of on-road vehicles provide vibration
isolation. Based on a reference vibration level of 0.076 in/sec PPV for a loaded truck, as shown in
Table K, structures greater than 20 ft from the project site boundary or roadways that contain
project trips would experience vibration levels below the most conservative standard of 0.12 in/sec
PPV; therefore, vibration levels generated from project-related traffic on the adjacent roadways and
to surrounding buildings would be less than significant, and no mitigation measures are required.

LONG-TERM OFF-SITE STATIONARY NOISE IMPACTS

Parking Lot Truck Activities

Adjacent off-site land uses would be potentially exposed to stationary-source noise impacts from
the proposed parking lot activities. The potential noise impacts to off-site sensitive land uses from
the proposed operational activities are discussed below.

Noise levels generated by delivery trucks would be similar to noise readings from trucks during the
parking process, which generate a noise level of 76.3 dBA Lgat 20 ft based on measurements taken
by LSA (Operational Noise Impact Analysis for Richmond Wholesale Meat Distribution Center [LSA
2016]). During this process, noise levels are associated with the truck engine noise, air brakes, and
back-up alarms while the truck is backing into the parking space. These noise levels would occur for
a shorter period of time (less than 5 minutes). To present a conservative assessment, it is assumed
that truck arrivals and departure activities could occur at 75 spaces in the midday peak hour,
consistent with the project trip generation. For the non-peak hours, it was estimated that an
average of 35 trips would occur assuming all hours excluding the peak hours have the same number
of activities.

Peak Hour Operations Assessment

Noise levels generated by 75 trucks during peak hour conditions would equate to 95 dBA Leq at 20 ft.
While it is possible that one truck event could occur at a closer distance to surrounding uses,
because the 75 truck movements are assumed to be spread over the project site in an average or
typical condition, the center of the site is considered an appropriate average distance from which to
assess potential impacts.
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At an average distance of 2,800 ft to the nearest sensitive uses to the west, noise levels would
approach 47.1 dBA Leq assuming a 5 dBA reduction for intervening structures, which would not
exceed the City’s daytime standard of 50 dBA L.q and would be well below the existing peak hour
daytime ambient noise level 61.3 dBA Leg.

At an average distance of 1,420 ft to the nearest sensitive park use to the north, noise levels would
approach 58.0 dBA Leq. This noise level is below the peak-hour daytime ambient noise level in the
project area of 61.3 dBA L.q and would not create a perceptible noise increase of 3 dBA at the park
use.

At an average distance of 1,475 ft to the nearest office use to the southwest, noise levels would
approach 57.7 dBA Leq, which would not exceed the City’s daytime standard of 60 dBA Leq for office
uses.

Non-Peak Hour Operations Assessment

Noise levels generated by 35 trucks during non-peak hour conditions would equate to 91.7 dBA Leq
at 20 ft. While it is possible that one truck event could occur at a closer distance to surrounding
uses, because the 35 truck movements are assumed to be spread over the project site in an average
or typical condition, the center of the site is considered an appropriate average distance from which
to assess potential impacts.

At an average distance of 2,800 ft to the nearest sensitive uses to the west, noise levels would
approach 43.8 dBA Leq assuming a 5 dBA reduction for intervening structures. While this level would
exceed the nighttime standard of 40 dBA L.q, existing ambient noise levels in project area exceed 53
dBA Leq during nighttime hours, therefore the project operations would not create a perceptible
noise increase at the nearest residential uses.

At an average distance of 1,420 ft to the nearest sensitive park use to the north, noise levels would
approach 54.7 dBA Leq. This noise level is below the quietest daytime and evening ambient noise
level in the project area of 56.4 dBA Leq and would not create a perceptible noise increase of 3 dBA
at the park use. The project would not have an impact during nighttime hours as the park is closed
during the hours of 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m.

At an average distance of 1,475 ft to the nearest office use to the southwest, noise levels would
approach 54.4 dBA L.q which would not exceed the City’s nighttime standard of 55 dBA L., for office
uses. This noise level is below the quietest daytime and evening ambient noise level in the project
area of 56.4 dBA L. and would not create a perceptible noise increase of 3 dBA at the office use.
Furthermore, it is not expected that the project would not generate a potential noise impact as
office uses are typically not occupied during nighttime hours.

Operations Assessment Summary

As presented above, operations during both peak-hour and non-peak hour conditions would not
exceed the City’s noise standards or create a perceptible increase in conditions where ambient noise
levels exceed the applicable standard for stationary sources, and no mitigation would be required.
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LSA

Table M: Traffic Noise Levels Without and With Proposed Project

Opening Year 2025 — . . . Horizon Year 2040 — . . .
Without Project Opening Year 2025 — With Project Without Project Horizon Year 2040 — With Project
CNEL (dBA) CNEL (dBA) Increase CNEL (dBA) CNEL (dBA) Increase
Roadway Segment . 50 ft from ..
50 ft from 50 ft from from Existing 50 ft from . from Existing
ADT . ADT . L. ADT . ADT Centerline .
Centerline of Centerline of Conditions Centerline of of Nearest Conditions
Nearest Lane Nearest Lane (dBA) Nearest Lane Lane (dBA)
John S. Gibson Boulevard | 11,510 65.0 14,422 66.0 1.0 14,570 66.1 19,966 67.4 1.3

Source: Compiled by LSA (October 2023).

ADT = average daily traffic

CNEL= Community Noise Equivalent Level

dBA = A-weighted decibels
ft = foot/feet
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APPENDIX A

NOISE MONITORING DATA
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Noise Measurement Survey — 24 HR

Project Number: _ ES[.2201.63 Test Personnel:__Kevin Nguyendo
Project Name: _ Port of LA truck Lot Equipment: __ Spark 706RC (SN:908)
Site Number: LT-1 Date: 5/2/23 Time: From 10:00 am. To 10:00 a.m.

Site Location:  Northeast of the Yang Ming shipping company on 2001 John S Gibson
Blvd #1, San Pedro, CA 90731 on a fence bordering the project site.

Primary Noise Sources: __Vehicle traffic noise on John S Gibson Boulevard and the I-110
Freeway. Port activity noise such as cranes and distant truck loading sounds.

Comments:




Long-Term (24-Hour) Noise Level Measurement Results at LT-1

Start Time Date Leq olse Lf::: () Lmin
10:00 AM 5/2/23 57.8 73.0 47.6
11:00 AM 5/2/23 58.7 75.8 47.8
12:00 PM 5/2/23 58.1 71.8 48.1
1:00 PM 5/2/23 58.5 72.5 48.4
2:00 PM 5/2/23 59.1 77.0 50.4
3:00 PM 5/2/23 59.5 76.0 50.1
4:00 PM 5/2/23 60.4 77.1 52.2
5:00 PM 5/2/23 59.7 74.6 51.1
6:00 PM 5/2/23 59.5 73.9 50.7
7:00 PM 5/2/23 58.7 73.2 49.8
8:00 PM 5/2/23 57.3 70.8 48.7
9:00 PM 5/2/23 56.4 70.5 48.8
10:00 PM 5/2/23 56.1 71.9 48.4
11:00 PM 5/2/23 55.8 71.5 48.7
12:00 AM 5/3/23 56.0 72.4 48.6
1:00 AM 5/3/23 54.8 72.5 47.5
2:00 AM 5/3/23 56.3 72.9 47.8
3:00 AM 5/3/23 53.0 68.9 48.3
4:00 AM 5/3/23 55.0 71.6 46.8
5:00 AM 5/3/23 58.7 75.1 50.7
6:00 AM 5/3/23 60.2 78.1 51.5
7:00 AM 5/3/23 61.3 75.8 49.9
8:00 AM 5/3/23 61.3 74.2 49.1
9:00 AM 5/3/23 61.2 76.0 48.8
Source: Compiled by LSA Associates, Inc. (2023).
dBA = A-weighted decibel Lmax = maximum instantaneous noise level
Leq = equivalent continuous sound level Lmin = minimum measured sound level

Long-Term [(24-Hour) Moise Level Measurement

LT-1: Mortheaat of the Yang Ming shipping compasy
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Noise Measurement Survey — 24 HR

Project Number: _ ES[.2201.63 Test Personnel:__Kevin Nguyendo
Project Name: _ Port of LA Truck Lot Equipment: __ Spark 706RC (SN:119)
Site Number: LT-2 Date: 5/2/23 Time: From 10:00 am. To 10:00 a.m.

Site Location:  Northeast of John S Gibson Boulevard and Harry Bridges Boulevard at a park
Near a tree.

Primary Noise Sources: __Vehicle traffic noise on at the intersection of John S Gibson
Boulevard and Harry Bridges Boulevard.

Comments:




Long-Term (24-Hour) Noise Level Measurement Results at L. T-2

Start Time Date Leq olse Lf::: () Lmin
10:00 AM 5/2/23 68.6 82.1 61.9
11:00 AM 5/2/23 68.4 87.2 61.4
12:00 PM 5/2/23 67.9 83.7 59.9
1:00 PM 5/2/23 68.1 78.9 60.2
2:00 PM 5/2/23 68.9 86.0 62.6
3:00 PM 5/2/23 69.5 83.3 62.9
4:00 PM 5/2/23 71.2 81.5 64.1
5:00 PM 5/2/23 68.9 80.3 61.4
6:00 PM 5/2/23 68.6 82.1 61.2
7:00 PM 5/2/23 67.9 84.9 61.3
8:00 PM 5/2/23 66.7 80.4 60.1
9:00 PM 5/2/23 65.9 79.0 59.6
10:00 PM 5/2/23 64.7 80.9 58.9
11:00 PM 5/2/23 64.1 75.5 58.9
12:00 AM 5/3/23 64.5 80.5 58.6
1:00 AM 5/3/23 64.5 76.3 58.2
2:00 AM 5/3/23 63.3 72.9 58.4
3:00 AM 5/3/23 63.0 74.4 58.1
4:00 AM 5/3/23 63.8 73.4 58.2
5:00 AM 5/3/23 66.7 77.6 59.8
6:00 AM 5/3/23 67.7 82.2 60.9
7:00 AM 5/3/23 67.7 80.0 60.7
8:00 AM 5/3/23 67.1 78.0 58.5
9:00 AM 5/3/23 67.4 80.1 59.5

Source: Compiled by LSA Associates, Inc. (2023).

dBA = A-weighted decibel

Leq = equivalent continuous sound level

Limax = maximum instantaneous noise level
Lmin = minimum measured sound level

Long-Term {24-Hour) Noise Level Measurement

LT-2: Morthwast of hobe 5 Gitmon Boulevand end Harry Bridges Boubesrd ab a park
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NOISE AND VIBRATION IMPACT ANALYSIS JOHN S. GIBSON TRUCK & CHASSIS PARKING LOT PROJECT
JANUARY 2026 PORT OF LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA

APPENDIX B

CONSTRUCTION NOISE LEVEL CALCULATIONS

P:\A-E\ESL2201.63\Products\Noise\NoiseAndVibrationReport_ESL2201.63_20260107.docx «01/07/26»



Phase: Site Preparation

Construction Calculations

Equipment Quantity Reference (dBA) Usage Distance to | Ground | Noise Level (dBA)
50 ft Lmax Factor’ Receptor (ft) | Effects Lmax Leq
Tractor 4 84 40 50 0.5 84 86
Dozer 3 82 40 50 0.5 82 83
Combined at 50 feet 86 88
Combined at Receptor 1366 feet 57 59
Combined at Receptor 530 feet 66 67
Phase: Grading
Equipment Quantity Reference (dBA) Usage1 Distance to | Ground | Noise Level (dBA)
50 ft Lmax Factor Receptor (ft) | Effects Lmax Leq
Grader 1 85 40 50 0.5 85 81
Scraper 2 84 40 50 0.5 84 83
Dozer 1 82 40 50 0.5 82 78
Tractor 2 84 40 50 0.5 84 83
Excavator 2 81 40 50 0.5 81 80
Combined at 50 feet 90 88
Combined at Receptor 1366 feet 62 60
Combined at Receptor 530 feet 70 68
Phase:Paving
Equipment Quantity Reference (dBA) Usage Distance to | Ground | Noise Level (dBA)
50 ft Lmax Factor' | Receptor (ft) | Effects Lmax Leq
Paver 2 77 50 50 0.5 77 77
All Other Equipment > 5 HP 2 85 50 50 0.5 85 85
Roller 2 80 20 50 0.5 80 76
Combined at 50 feet 87 86
Combined at Receptor 1366 feet 58 57
Combined at Receptor 530 feet 66 66
Phase:Architectural Coating
Equipment Quantity Reference (dBA) Usage Distance to | Ground | Noise Level (dBA)
50 ft Lmax Factor’ Receptor (ft) | Effects Lmax Leq
Compressor (air) 1 78 40 50 0.5 78 74
Combined at 50 feet 78 74
Combined at Receptor 1366 feet 49 45
Combined at Receptor 530 feet 57 54

Sources: RCNM

L Percentage of time that a piece of equipment is operating at full power

dBA — A-weighted Decibels
Lmax- Maximum Level
Leq- Equivalent Level
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APPENDIX C

FHWA TRAFFIC NOISE MODEL PRINTOUTS
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TABLE Opening Year 2025 - Without Project-01
FHWA ROADWAY NOISE LEVEL ANALYSIS

RUN DATE: 10/18/2023

ROADWAY SEGMENT: John S. Gibson Boulevard

NOTES: John S. Gibson Trailer Lot Project - Opening Year 2025 - Without
Project

* * ASSUMPTIONS * *
AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC: 11510 SPEED (MPH) : 40 GRADE: .5

TRAFFIC DISTRIBUTION PERCENTAGES

DAY EVENING NIGHT
AUTOS
75.51 12.57 9.34
M-TRUCKS
1.56 0.09 0.19
H-TRUCKS
0.64 0.02 0.08
ACTIVE HALF-WIDTH (FT): 35 SITE CHARACTERISTICS: HARD
* * CALCULATED NOISE LEVELS * *
CNEL AT 50 FT FROM NEAR TRAVEL LANE CENTERLINE (dB) = 65.04

DISTANCE (FEET) FROM ROADWAY CENTERLINE TO CNEL
70 CNEL 65 CNEL 60 CNEL 55 CNEL




TABLE Opening Year 2025 - With Project-01
FHWA ROADWAY NOISE LEVEL ANALYSIS

RUN DATE: 10/18/2023

ROADWAY SEGMENT: John S. Gibson Boulevard

NOTES: John S. Gibson Trailer Lot Project - Opening Year 2025 - With
Project

* * ASSUMPTIONS * *
AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC: 14422 SPEED (MPH) : 40 GRADE: .5

TRAFFIC DISTRIBUTION PERCENTAGES

DAY EVENING NIGHT
AUTOS
75.51 12.57 9.34
M-TRUCKS
1.56 0.09 0.19
H-TRUCKS
0.64 0.02 0.08
ACTIVE HALF-WIDTH (FT): 35 SITE CHARACTERISTICS: HARD
* * CALCULATED NOISE LEVELS * *
CNEL AT 50 FT FROM NEAR TRAVEL LANE CENTERLINE (dB) = 66.02

DISTANCE (FEET) FROM ROADWAY CENTERLINE TO CNEL
70 CNEL 65 CNEL 60 CNEL 55 CNEL




TABLE Horizon Year 2040 - Without Project -
01
FHWA ROADWAY NOISE LEVEL ANALYSIS

RUN DATE: 10/18/2023

ROADWAY SEGMENT: John S. Gibson Boulevard

NOTES: John S. Gibson Trailer Lot Project - Horizon Year 2040 - Without
Project

* * ASSUMPTIONS * *
AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC: 14570 SPEED (MPH): 40 GRADE: .5

TRAFFIC DISTRIBUTION PERCENTAGES

DAY EVENING NIGHT
AUTOS
75.51 12.57 9.34
M-TRUCKS
1.56 0.09 0.19
H-TRUCKS
0.64 0.02 0.08
ACTIVE HALF-WIDTH (FT): 35 SITE CHARACTERISTICS: HARD
* * CALCULATED NOISE LEVELS * *
CNEL AT 50 FT FROM NEAR TRAVEL LANE CENTERLINE (dB) = 66.06

DISTANCE (FEET) FROM ROADWAY CENTERLINE TO CNEL
70 CNEL 65 CNEL 60 CNEL 55 CNEL




TABLE Horizon Year 2040 - With Project -01
FHWA ROADWAY NOISE LEVEL ANALYSIS

RUN DATE: 10/18/2023

ROADWAY SEGMENT: John S. Gibson Boulevard

NOTES: John S. Gibson Trailer Lot Project - Horizon Year 2040 - With
Project

* * ASSUMPTIONS * *
AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC: 19966 SPEED (MPH): 40 GRADE: .5

TRAFFIC DISTRIBUTION PERCENTAGES

DAY EVENING NIGHT
AUTOS
75.51 12.57 9.34
M-TRUCKS
1.56 0.09 0.19
H-TRUCKS
0.64 0.02 0.08
ACTIVE HALF-WIDTH (FT): 35 SITE CHARACTERISTICS: HARD
* * CALCULATED NOISE LEVELS * *
CNEL AT 50 FT FROM NEAR TRAVEL LANE CENTERLINE (dB) = 67.43

DISTANCE (FEET) FROM ROADWAY CENTERLINE TO CNEL
70 CNEL 65 CNEL 60 CNEL 55 CNEL




APPENDIX C — Public Meeting Transcript

From a public meeting held on December 11, 2024 via Zoom



ENGLISH TRANSCRIPT:
WEBVTT

1
00:00:29.470 --> 00:00:35.370
Nicole Enciso: Good afternoon, everyone. We'll go ahead and wait a few minutes for folks to join the meeting.

2
00:00:43.850 --> 00:00:49.379
Spn Interp Eduardo Kogan: Buena tar des todos que diabla y pana amos apera unos minutos a comenzar la reunion.

3
00:01:24.540 --> 00:01:29.549
Mike DiBernardo: I don't see the icon for interpretation, is that going to pop up?

4
00:01:30.700 --> 00:01:33.686
Nicole Enciso: Yes, there'll be an option for interpretation once...

5
00:01:34.540 --> 00:01:34.970
Mike DiBernardo: Oh, okay.

6
00:01:34.970 --> 00:01:39.519
Nicole Enciso: ...we have the Spanish translator instruct folks how to join.

7
00:01:39.520 --> 00:01:41.429
Mike DiBernardo: Okay, got it. 10-4. Thanks.

8
00:01:46.560 --> 00:01:49.800
Nicole Enciso: All right. We'll go ahead and get started.

9
00:01:51.260 --> 00:01:52.800
Nicole Enciso: Welcome, everyone.

10

00:01:53.040 --> 00:02:01.149

Nicole Enciso: My name is Nicole Anciso, and I'm the Marine Environmental Supervisor for the CEQA/NEPA team in
the Environmental Management Division here at the Port of Los Angeles.

11
00:02:01.970 --> 00:02:03.779
Nicole Enciso: Welcome to the public meeting...

12

00:02:03.830 --> 00:02:09.519

Nicole Enciso: ...for the Draft Environmental Impact report for the John S. Gibson, Truck and Chassis Parking Lot
Project.

13



00:02:10.190 --> 00:02:20.379
Nicole Enciso: Spanish translation is available for this evening's meeting, and you'll be able to join through the
interpretation channel. I'll give our Spanish translator a moment to explain how to join.

14

00:02:20.870 --> 00:02:55.980

Spn Interp Eduardo Kogan: Simultania, and for those who need English. Please select your English language, mucha
gracias.

15
00:02:56.400 --> 00:02:57.559
Spn Interp Eduardo Kogan: Thank you, Nicole.

16
00:02:58.330 --> 00:02:59.170
Nicole Enciso: Thank you.

17
00:03:01.130 --> 00:03:10.300
Nicole Enciso: The interpretation icon is now available, so you can transfer to your respective channels. Next slide.

18

00:03:15.090 --> 00:03:21.530

Nicole Enciso: Here we have a brief overview of the items that we'll cover today. So first, I'll present the proposed
project.

19
00:03:21.790 --> 00:03:26.769
Nicole Enciso: We'll then explain the role of a lead agency under CEQA and the CEQA process.

20
00:03:27.170 --> 00:03:33.430
Nicole Enciso: We will review the NOP/IS or notice of preparation and initial study determinations.

21
00:03:33.570 --> 00:03:37.949
Nicole Enciso: We'll then go through the draft environmental impact report determinations.

22
00:03:38.030 --> 00:03:45.620
Nicole Enciso: We'll open up the floor for public comments before having closing remarks. Next slide.

23
00:03:48.730 --> 00:03:52.760
Nicole Enciso: Here we have a map showing the location of the proposed project.

24

00:03:52.780 --> 00:04:00.719

Nicole Enciso: It is situated between John S. Gibson Boulevard and the 1-10 freeway adjacent to the West Basin
container terminal.

25
00:04:02.050 --> 00:04:03.099
Nicole Enciso: Next slide.



26

00:04:05.630 --> 00:04:20.629

Nicole Enciso: A bit of a project overview construction of the proposed project would include approximately 9.3 acres
of development across an 18.63 acre site for the purposes of a truck and chassis parking lot.

27
00:04:21.360 --> 00:04:28.350
Nicole Enciso: The site will be lined with approximately 393 truck and chassis stalls.

28

00:04:28.800 --> 00:04:40.490

Nicole Enciso: Construction on site would also include retaining walls, a guard, shack, and a restroom, as well as a
driveway, utilities and approximately 7.2 acres of landscaped area.

29
00:04:41.590 --> 00:04:45.489
Nicole Enciso: The proposed project would also include the installation of a new signal...

30
00:04:45.510 --> 00:04:48.919
Nicole Enciso: ...and median modifications at an intersection. ..

31

00:04:49.580 --> 00:04:58.569

Nicole Enciso: ...at John S. Gibson Boulevard, and the proposed project driveway to allow for protected left turn
movements. Next slide.

32
00:04:59.850 --> 00:05:06.810
Nicole Enciso: Here we have a conceptual site plan that shows the overall layout proposed for the project site.

33
00:05:07.060 --> 00:05:14.570
Nicole Enciso: You can see where the stalls are anticipated to be located as well as the future proposed driveway

34
00:05:16.000 --> 00:05:17.289
Nicole Enciso: Next slide.

35

00:05:20.110 --> 00:05:27.019

Nicole Enciso: Here we have the traffic signal plan that has preliminarily been approved by the Los Angeles
Department of Transportation.

36
00:05:27.330 --> 00:05:32.630
Nicole Enciso: As can be seen, there will be a left turn pocket as well as a signal...

37

00:05:35.410 --> 00:05:42.710

Nicole Enciso: ...and, as mentioned, it was preliminarily approved by LADOT, but is subject to a final B permit
approval from the city.



38
00:05:44.410 --> 00:05:45.780
Nicole Enciso: Next slide.

39
00:05:49.140 --> 00:05:56.420
Nicole Enciso: project operations would include parking and storage for trucks and chassis with and without containers.

40
00:05:56.550 --> 00:06:01.250
Nicole Enciso: Parking is anticipated to be short-term and not have any stacking on site.

41
00:06:01.940 --> 00:06:05.699
Nicole Enciso: There will also be charging for the electric equipment on site.

42
00:06:05.910 --> 00:06:09.470
Nicole Enciso: which would include 1 zero emission utility tractor rig.

43
00:06:09.510 --> 00:06:12.229
Nicole Enciso: and 2 small zero emission forklifts.

44
00:06:13.170 --> 00:06:17.639
Nicole Enciso: Operation of a guard booth and restrooms will also be occurring on site...

45
00:06:17.690 --> 00:06:26.869
Nicole Enciso: ...with approximately 1,794 one-way truck trips per day, or 897 in and outs on a peak day.

46
00:06:27.730 --> 00:06:33.870
Nicole Enciso: as required by CEQA, 3 alternatives to the proposed project were analyzed in the draft EIR.

47
00:06:34.080 --> 00:06:38.659
Nicole Enciso: But for the purposes of this presentation we're going to focus on the proposed project itself...

48

00:06:38.970 --> 00:06:45.750

Nicole Enciso: ...for additional information on the alternatives analyzed. Please review the alternatives chapter which
can be found on the Port's website

49
00:06:46.970 --> 00:06:48.120
Nicole Enciso: Next slide.

50
00:06:50.380 --> 00:06:55.090
Nicole Enciso: Here we have a list of the project objectives that were included in the draft EIR,

51



00:06:55.340 --> 00:07:03.500
Nicole Enciso: but they can all be summarized with an overall objective to improve efficiency of port goods movement
through an off-terminal support facility.

52
00:07:04.570 --> 00:07:05.870
Nicole Enciso: Next slide.

53
00:07:10.780 --> 00:07:15.220
Nicole Enciso: So this particular project is not located on port owned property.

54

00:07:15.390 --> 00:07:25.699

Nicole Enciso: However, we are designated as the lead agency because of additional permitting that is required by us.
Specifically the site is located within the coastal zone...

55
00:07:25.740 --> 00:07:28.710
Nicole Enciso: ...and therefore requires coastal development permitting.

56
00:07:29.370 --> 00:07:35.440
Nicole Enciso: Because a portion of the site remains within the Port Master Plan area under Port of LA jurisdiction,

57
00:07:35.500 --> 00:07:39.319
Nicole Enciso: we are required to issue a coastal development permit for the project.

58
00:07:39.660 --> 00:07:41.659
Nicole Enciso: The remaining portion of the site...

59

00:07:41.710 --> 00:07:50.019

Nicole Enciso: ...is under coastal zone jurisdiction of the City of Los Angeles, who will also rely on this document when
issuing their own CDP for the project.

60
00:07:51.590 --> 00:07:52.970
Nicole Enciso: Next slide.

61
00:07:55.670 --> 00:07:58.989
Nicole Enciso: Here we have an overview of the CEQA process.

62

00:07:59.300 --> 00:08:07.719

Nicole Enciso: So a notice of preparation and initial study, or NOP/IS was released for public review on October 26",
2023.

63
00:08:08.280 --> 00:08:14.590
Nicole Enciso: During the comment period. A public scoping meeting was held to inform the public of the results of the



initial study...

64
00:08:14.960 --> 00:08:17.790
Nicole Enciso: ..and provide an opportunity for verbal comments.

65
00:08:18.320 --> 00:08:23.109
Nicole Enciso: All comments received during the public comment period...

66
00:08:23.140 --> 00:08:28.450
Nicole Enciso: ...were considered during the preparation of the draft environmental impact report or Draft EIR.

67
00:08:28.840 --> 00:08:32.159
Nicole Enciso: Which was released on November 15, th 2024.

68
00:08:33.230 --> 00:08:35.669
Nicole Enciso: Comments will be accepted for this project...

69
00:08:35.700 --> 00:08:38.840
Nicole Enciso: ...until Monday, January 10, th 2025.

70

00:08:39.900 --> 00:08:47.770

Nicole Enciso: During the comment period we're holding this public meeting to provide the public information about the
results of the draft EIR,

71
00:08:47.920 --> 00:08:51.740
Nicole Enciso: as well as provide an opportunity to provide verbal comments.

72

00:08:52.200 --> 00:08:57.450

Nicole Enciso: Verbal comments received during tonight's meeting and written comments received during the comment
period...

73
00:08:57.560 --> 00:09:00.870
Nicole Enciso: ...will be incorporated into the preparation of the final EIR.

74

00:09:01.680 --> 00:09:07.819

Nicole Enciso: The final EIR will be brought to the Board of Harbor Commissioners for their consideration to certify the
project.

75

00:09:09.720 --> 00:09:10.770
Nicole Enciso: Next

slide.

76



00:09:12.460 --> 00:09:27.249
Nicole Enciso: As mentioned, the purpose of this public meeting is to provide an opportunity for the public to give their
input on the environmental issues raised in the draft EIR, as well as provide information of the results of that EIR.

77

00:09:28.040 --> 00:09:39.590

Nicole Enciso: A copy of the EIR is available on the port's website, which is www.portoflosangeles.org forward slash
CEQA, which is spelled CEQA.

78
00:09:41.040 --> 00:09:45.969
Nicole Enciso: Written comments are going to be accepted until January 10, th 2025,

79
00:09:46.190 --> 00:09:51.009
Nicole Enciso: and all comments should be limited to the information that is presented in the draft EIR.

80
00:09:51.500 --> 00:09:57.020
Nicole Enciso: All comments received in either verbal or written format will become part of the public record.

81
00:09:58.470 --> 00:09:59.530
Nicole Enciso: Next slide.

82
00:10:01.810 --> 00:10:06.050
Nicole Enciso: Here we have a bit of a reminder of what the findings were in the initial study.

83

00:10:06.670 --> 00:10:16.690

Nicole Enciso: So all the impacts, excuse me, all of the resource areas listed on this slide were determined to result in no
impact or less than significant impacts in the initial study.

84

00:10:16.760 --> 00:10:30.870

Nicole Enciso: They include agriculture and forestry resources, hydrology and water quality, mineral resources,
population and housing, public services, recreation...

85
00:10:31.590 --> 00:10:37.680
Nicole Enciso: ...tribal cultural resources, utilities and service systems and wildfires.

86
00:10:38.710 --> 00:10:44.890
Nicole Enciso: These impact areas were not considered in the draft EIR, next slide.

87
00:10:47.170 --> 00:10:51.450
Nicole Enciso: Here we have a summary of the findings in the draft EIR.

88
00:10:51.770 --> 00:10:55.350
Nicole Enciso: The big takeaway is that all resource areas analyzed


http://www.portoflosangeles.org/

89
00:10:55.480 --> 00:11:00.680
Nicole Enciso: were determined to not be significant and unavoidable, specifically...

90
00:11:00.740 --> 00:11:04.130
Nicole Enciso: ...and we'll get into this further into the presentation,

91

00:11:04.260 --> 00:11:14.100

Nicole Enciso: The impact areas that were determined to be less than significant include aesthetics, air quality, energy,
greenhouse gas emissions,

92
00:11:14.260 --> 00:11:20.830
Nicole Enciso: hazards and hazardous materials, land use and planning, noise, and transportation.

93

00:11:21.290 --> 00:11:29.140

Nicole Enciso: And impact resource areas that were determined to be less than significant with mitigation incorporated
include biological resources,

94
00:11:29.310 --> 00:11:32.880
Nicole Enciso: cultural resources, and geology and soils.

95
00:11:34.030 --> 00:11:35.660
Nicole Enciso: Next slide. Thank you.

96

00:11:36.970 --> 00:11:43.449

Nicole Enciso: Here on the slide we have an example of the visual simulations that were prepared under the aesthetics
chapter.

97

00:11:43.640 --> 00:11:53.659

Nicole Enciso: There's additional photos in the chapter, should you like to view them, but through this effort it was
determined that aesthetics would result in less than significant impacts.

98

00:11:53.670 --> 00:12:01.960

Nicole Enciso: Specifically, they would not substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of public views
in the site and its surroundings.

99
00:12:02.330 --> 00:12:07.229
Nicole Enciso: Nor would it conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality.

100
00:12:08.530 --> 00:12:09.600
Nicole Enciso: Next slide.



101

00:12:12.170 --> 00:12:21.840

Nicole Enciso: The air quality analysis prepared for the draft EIR included air quality calculations to estimate emissions
created during project construction and operation.

102

00:12:22.470 --> 00:12:30.050

Nicole Enciso: These emission calculations were compared against significance thresholds to determine if the proposed
project would result in air quality impacts.

103

00:12:30.670 --> 00:12:43.689

Nicole Enciso: The California Air Resources Board has adopted several iterations of regulations for diesel trucks that
are aimed at reducing emissions and accelerate implementation of clean trucks into the statewide truck fleet.

104

00:12:44.260 --> 00:12:51.900

Nicole Enciso: In other words, older, more polluting trucks will be replaced with newer, cleaner trucks. As a function of
these regulatory requirements. ..

105
00:12:52.010 --> 00:12:54.300
Nicole Enciso: and drainage truck emissions would reduce.

106

00:12:54.650 --> 00:13:01.330

Nicole Enciso: These regulations were not included in the air quality calculations due to varying degrees of
enforceability, at this time.

107
00:13:01.790 --> 00:13:07.559
Nicole Enciso: Therefore, diesel emissions identified in this analysis may overstate future emissions.

108

00:13:08.260 --> 00:13:21.560

Nicole Enciso: As can be seen on the tables on the slide, maximum peak construction emissions and peak operational
emissions would not exceed South Coast Air Quality Management District thresholds of significance.

109
00:13:22.260 --> 00:13:23.550
Nicole Enciso: Next slide.

110
00:13:26.640 --> 00:13:30.279
Nicole Enciso: We also looked at the localized significance...

111
00:13:30.330 --> 00:13:33.809
Nicole Enciso: emissions for peak construction and operation.

112

00:13:33.880 --> 00:13:40.830

Nicole Enciso: and compared them to the localized significance thresholds identified by South Coast Air Quality
Management District.



113
00:13:40.920 --> 00:13:45.810
Nicole Enciso: And again, we did not exceed those thresholds, next slide.

114

00:13:48.520 --> 00:14:02.049

Nicole Enciso: Finally, health risk assessment was also prepared, and it was determined that the proposed project would
not cause exposure of sensitive receptors to significant levels of toxic air contaminants per the AQMD thresholds.

115
00:14:03.200 --> 00:14:04.470
Nicole Enciso: Next slide.

116

00:14:08.350 --> 00:14:21.479

Nicole Enciso: The project site does not contain any drainage, riparian or riverine features, does not include any
wetlands or vernal pools. Nor is it located within federally designated critical habitat, or federally protected wetlands.

117

00:14:22.330 --> 00:14:33.590

Nicole Enciso: Biological surveys were done on the site to determine if any state and or federally threatened,
endangered, or candidate species or listed plants have the potential to exist on the site.

118
00:14:34.660 --> 00:14:39.039
Nicole Enciso: No special status plants were detected during the field survey,

119
00:14:39.090 --> 00:14:42.010
Nicole Enciso: or are expected to occur on the project site,

120
00:14:42.070 --> 00:14:44.409
Nicole Enciso: due to the absence of suitable habitat.

121

00:14:45.170 --> 00:14:55.670

Nicole Enciso: A total of 15 sensitive animal species are listed as threatened, endangered, or candidate species under
State and Federal endangered species laws,

122
00:14:55.800 --> 00:14:59.179
Nicole Enciso: and they have the potential to exist in the vicinity of the project site.

123

00:14:59.550 --> 00:15:11.040

Nicole Enciso: None of these animals were observed during the biological surveys, and no suitable habitat exists on site
for all species except the Southern California legless lizard and monarch.

124
00:15:11.500 --> 00:15:14.679
Nicole Enciso: While there is low potential for these species to occur on site,



125
00:15:14.760 --> 00:15:16.819
Nicole Enciso: Mitigation has been applied.

126

00:15:17.480 --> 00:15:27.580

Nicole Enciso: Additionally, mitigation has been applied during grading activities or vegetation removal during the
nesting bird season, Next slide.

127
00:15:30.214 --> 00:15:36.519
Nicole Enciso: Here we have a summary of the 2 mitigation measures that were identified under biological resources.

128

00:15:36.560 --> 00:15:52.109

Nicole Enciso: The 1st being pre-construction survey and biological monitoring. So the applicant must conduct pre-
construction surveys prior to any vegetation, removal or clearing by a qualified biologist 3 days prior to removal
activities...

129
00:15:52.730 --> 00:15:53.370
Nicole Enciso: and...

130

00:15:54.120 --> 00:16:01.439

Nicole Enciso: mitigation measure Bio 2, which is the nesting bird survey, of vegetation removal should occur during
the nesting bird season...

131

00:16:01.490 --> 00:16:08.160

Nicole Enciso: the applicant must conduct surveys for nesting birds by a qualified biologist 3 days prior to removal
activities.

132

00:16:08.420 --> 00:16:14.970

Nicole Enciso: So through this analysis it was determined that biological resources would be less than significant with
mitigation incorporated.

133

00:16:16.450 --> 00:16:25.839

Nicole Enciso: Next slide. For cultural resources it was also determined to be less than significant with mitigation
incorporated.

134

00:16:26.550 --> 00:16:34.879

Nicole Enciso: Phase I and II cultural resources assessments determined that the project site is undeveloped, vacant
land, with no historic age structure...

135

00:16:35.100 --> 00:16:43.609

Nicole Enciso: does not have any historical deposits, and therefore would not result in potentially adverse change in the
significance of any historical resource.

136



00:16:44.230 --> 00:16:57.619
Nicole Enciso: Although the phase I and II cultural resources assessments determine that no significant subsurface intact
resources exist, there is a potential for previously unknown archaeological resources to be below the soil surface.

137

00:16:58.120 --> 00:17:05.850

Nicole Enciso: As such there was an incorporation of the mitigation measure, cultural resources 1, or cultural resources
monitoring plan,

138

00:17:06.060 --> 00:17:16.320

Nicole Enciso: which requires that, prior to the issuance of a grading permit a cultural resources monitoring plan for the
proposed project will be prepared by a qualified archaeologist

139
00:17:16.339 --> 00:17:22.569
Nicole Enciso: and reviewed and approved by the city of Los Angeles planning department. Next slide.

140

00:17:25.470 --> 00:17:38.530

Nicole Enciso: Energy consumption for the project construction and operation were calculated, and it was determined
that the proposed project would not result in wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources.

141
00:17:39.270 --> 00:17:47.759
Nicole Enciso: It would also not conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency.

142
00:17:48.120 --> 00:17:52.130
Nicole Enciso: So impacts for to energy were determined to be less than significant.

143
00:17:53.580 --> 00:18:02.630
Nicole Enciso: Next slide. Geology and soils was determined to be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

144

00:18:03.210 --> 00:18:10.530

Nicole Enciso: The majority of the project site is overlayed by non-marine terrace deposits which have low
paleontological sensitivity.

145

00:18:10.680 --> 00:18:17.989

Nicole Enciso: However, the paleontological assessment states that paleontological resources, such as invertebrate
fossils and whale bones,

146
00:18:18.010 --> 00:18:21.939
Nicole Enciso: have been previously found on site and within the project vicinity.

147

00:18:22.440 --> 00:18:32.840

Nicole Enciso: Although unique paleontological resources are not anticipated to be found. Mitigation measure
Paleontological 1, or paleontological monitoring, was incorporated.



148

00:18:34.260 --> 00:18:43.700

Nicole Enciso: Prior to the issuance of grading permits, the applicant shall retain a professional paleontologist to
develop a paleontological resources impact mitigation plan.

149

00:18:44.400 --> 00:18:51.429

Nicole Enciso: This would mitigate any potential impacts to unknown buried paleontological resources that may exist
on site.

150

00:18:53.250 --> 00:19:02.900

Nicole Enciso: Next slide. Greenhouse gas emissions were also calculated and compared to the South Coast Air Quality
Management District threshold,

151
00:19:02.910 --> 00:19:06.849
Nicole Enciso: and it was determined that this threshold would not be exceeded.

152

00:19:07.190 --> 00:19:15.649

Nicole Enciso: Additionally, the project would not conflict with applicable plans, policies, and regulations adopted for
the purpose of reducing greenhouse gas emissions.

153
00:19:16.080 --> 00:19:19.400
Nicole Enciso: Therefore, impacts were determined to be less than significant.

154
00:19:21.070 --=> 00:19:22.150
Nicole Enciso: Next slide.

155

00:19:25.800 --> 00:19:32.119

Nicole Enciso: With adherence to existing regulations, the project would not have a significant impact to hazards and
hazardous materials.

156

00:19:32.300 --> 00:19:41.759

Nicole Enciso: This analysis determined that the proposed project would not create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment, through routine transport, use or disposal of hazardous materials,

157

00:19:42.120 --> 00:19:51.710

Nicole Enciso: would not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonable, foreseeable,
upset and accident conditions that would involve the release of hazardous materials into the environment,

158

00:19:51.910 --> 00:20:03.540

Nicole Enciso: and is also not located on a site included on a list of hazardous material sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code section 6596 2.5, also known as the Cortesi list.

159



00:20:05.660 --> 00:20:06.860
Nicole Enciso: Next slide.

160

00:20:08.940 --> 00:20:16.560

Nicole Enciso: The draft EIR analyzed consistency with regional and local plans, policies and regulations that are
applicable to the project site,

161

00:20:16.590 --> 00:20:23.400

Nicole Enciso: including the Southern California Association of Governments regional transportation plan and
sustainable community strategy,

162
00:20:23.810 --> 00:20:26.600
Nicole Enciso: The Port of Los Angeles Port Master Plan,

163
00:20:27.080 --> 00:20:30.359
Nicole Enciso: the City of Los Angeles General Plan and Zoning Code,

164
00:20:30.560 --> 00:20:35.160
Nicole Enciso: The Wilmington Harbor City Community Plan and the San Pedro Community Plan.

165

00:20:35.400 --> 00:20:45.310

Nicole Enciso: The analysis determined that the proposed project would not conflict with any applicable land use plan,
policy or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project,

166
00:20:45.910 --> 00:20:49.010
Nicole Enciso: and impacts were determined to be less than significant.

167
00:20:50.430 --> 00:20:51.640
Nicole Enciso: Next slide.

168
00:20:54.700 --> 00:21:00.280
Nicole Enciso: To identify the temporary construction noise contribution to the existing ambient noise environment,

169

00:21:00.320 -->00:21:10.850

Nicole Enciso: the construction noise levels anticipated from construction equipment on site were combined with the
existing ambient noise level measurements at the nearest sensitive receiver locations,

170
00:21:10.890 --> 00:21:14.619
Nicole Enciso: and compared against the Federal Transit Administration thresholds.

171
00:21:15.180 --> 00:21:19.679
Nicole Enciso: The primary source of noise associated with the operation of the proposed project



172
00:21:19.850 --> 00:21:22.830
Nicole Enciso: would be from vehicular and truck trips.

173

00:21:23.010 -->00:21:32.920

Nicole Enciso: The expected roadway noise level increases from vehicular and truck traffic were calculated using
Federal Highway Administration traffic noise prediction model,

174
00:21:33.320 --> 00:21:37.700
Nicole Enciso: and the average daily traffic volumes rom the traffic impact analysis.

175

00:21:38.200 --> 00:21:47.079

Nicole Enciso: These analyses determine that the proposed project would not generate a substantial temporary or
permanent increase in ambient noise levels in excess of standards,

176
00:21:47.220 --> 00:21:51.810
Nicole Enciso: or generate excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels.

177
00:21:52.100 --> 00:21:57.700
Nicole Enciso: So noise was determined to be less than significant. Next slide.

178

00:22:00.180 --> 00:22:12.870

Nicole Enciso: To determine whether the proposed project would result in a significant impact to the effectiveness of the
circulation system, the proposed project was compared to adopted plans for public transit, pedestrian mobility and
bicycle facilities.

179

00:22:13.040 --> 00:22:22.029

Nicole Enciso: To determine whether the proposed project would result in a significant impact related to increased
hazards due to geometric design feature, or incompatible uses,

180

00:22:22.180 -->00:22:31.190

Nicole Enciso: the proposed project was evaluated against the screening criteria set forth by the Los Angeles
Department of Transportation, transportation assessment guidelines

181

00:22:31.700 --> 00:22:37.930

Nicole Enciso: And based upon the detailed Vehicle Miles Traveled analysis the proposed project would not have a
significant impact on VMT.

182

00:22:38.770 --> 00:22:47.100

Nicole Enciso: Additionally it was determined that the installation of the new driveway and a protected left turn pocket
would not result in any safety issues on John S. Gibson Boulevard.

183



00:22:47.410 --> 00:22:57.379
Nicole Enciso: The proposed project would restrict right turns on red from the proposed driveway and would install
advanced signal warning signage and stripe pavement markings on John S. Gibson Boulevard.

184
00:22:57.860 --> 00:23:02.420
Nicole Enciso: The intersection and signal design has been preliminarily approved by LADOT.

185

00:23:02.670 --> 00:23:11.760

Nicole Enciso: Therefore the proposed project would not result in queues backing onto John S. Gibson Boulevard or
unsafe turning movements that would result in an impact on existing circulation.

186
00:23:12.610 --> 00:23:18.639
Nicole Enciso: Transportation through this analysis was determined to result in less than significant impacts.

187
00:23:20.570 --=> 00:23:21.730
Nicole Enciso: Next slide.

188

00:23:26.650 --> 00:23:39.740

Nicole Enciso: The cumulative discussion in the EIR focuses on whether the impacts of the proposed project are
cumulatively considerable within the context of impacts caused by other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future
projects.

189

00:23:39.990 --> 00:23:46.810

Nicole Enciso: The cumulative analysis took into consideration 40 projects within the Port of Los Angeles, Port of Long
Beach,

190
00:23:47.040 --> 00:23:49.580
Nicole Enciso: and the communities of San Pedro and Wilmington.

191
00:23:49.780 --> 00:23:53.250
Mike Keenan: This map identifies the locations of the projects considered.

192
00:23:55.770 --=> 00:23:57.040
Nicole Enciso: Next slide.

193
00:24:00.310 --> 00:24:05.270
Nicole Enciso: Through the draft EIR cumulative impacts were determined for each of the resource areas analyzed,

194
00:24:05.280 --> 00:24:07.400
Nicole Enciso: and the results are shown on this screen.

195
00:24:08.330 --> 00:24:17.360



Nicole Enciso: The 3 impact areas that were determined to be less than significant with mitigation matches the impact
determinations made for the proposed project itself.

196
00:24:17.490 --> 00:24:24.029
Nicole Enciso: So those include biological resources, cultural resources and geology and soils.

197
00:24:24.360 --> 00:24:29.139
Nicole Enciso: The remaining resource areas were all determined to be less than significant.

198
00:24:30.770 --=> 00:24:32.030
Nicole Enciso: Next slide.

199
00:24:35.440 --> 00:24:38.340
Nicole Enciso: We are now opening the floor for public comments.

200
00:24:38.720 --> 00:24:41.160
Nicole Enciso: Speakers will be given 3 minutes to speak.

201
00:24:41.600 --> 00:24:46.299
Nicole Enciso: If you wish to speak, please press the raise hand button to provide verbal comments.

202

00:24:46.520 --> 00:24:54.030

Nicole Enciso: Once your name is called, it will be stated that you've been unmuted to speak, please state your first and
last name clearly, and spell your name for the record.

203
00:24:54.500 --> 00:24:57.290
Nicole Enciso: If you have joined by dialing in and wish to speak,

204
00:24:57.530 --> 00:25:00.040
Nicole Enciso: Please raise your hand by pressing Star 9.

205
00:25:01.030 --> 00:25:04.500
Nicole Enciso: Once it's your turn to speak, you will hear the prompt, You have been unmuted.

206

00:25:04.830 --> 00:25:11.070

Nicole Enciso: Please unmute yourself by pressing Star 6. Then state your first and last name, and spell your name for the
record.

207
00:25:14.380 --> 00:25:19.589
Nicole Enciso: We'll go ahead and transition to the timer in anticipation of public comment.

208



00:25:38.080 --> 00:25:41.710
Nicole Enciso: I'm currently not seeing any raised hands at this time,

209
00:25:41.890 --> 00:25:44.380
Nicole Enciso: so we'll give folks a few moments...

210
00:25:44.951 --> 00:25:47.059
Nicole Enciso: to see if that changes.

211
00:26:11.590 --> 00:26:17.800
Nicole Enciso: Alright, seeing as we have no raised hands, I think we'll go ahead and transition back to the slides...

212
00:26:18.360 --> 00:26:20.860
Nicole Enciso: to our concluding remarks.

213
00:26:38.030 --> 00:26:39.290
Nicole Enciso: All right,

214
00:26:42.940 --> 00:26:48.759
Nicole Enciso: so comments will be accepted until January 10", 2025.

215

00:26:49.606 --> 00:26:57.290

Nicole Enciso: If you would like to submit a written comment, please send them to the Director of Environmental
Management,

216
00:26:57.830 --> 00:27:00.239
Nicole Enciso: at the city of Los Angeles Harbor Department.

217
00:27:00.380 --> 00:27:03.129
Nicole Enciso: 425 South Palos Verde Street,

218
00:27:03.320 --> 00:27:06.459
Nicole Enciso: San Pedro, California, 90731,

219
00:27:06.630 --> 00:27:10.360
Nicole Enciso: or via email to ceqacomments@portla.org.

220
00:27:10.400 --> 00:27:15.589
Nicole Enciso: or C-E-Q-A-C-O-M-M-E-N-T-S@portla.org.

221
00:27:16.110 --> 00:27:22.380


mailto:ceqacomments@portla.org
mailto:ents@portla.org

Nicole Enciso: and please include the Project title in the subject line, which is the John S. Gibson Truck and Chassis
Parking Lot Project.

222
00:27:23.390 --> 00:27:26.220
Nicole Enciso: Thank you everyone for your time this evening.

223
00:27:26.570 --> 00:27:28.250
Nicole Enciso: Have a good day.



	Chapter 1 Intro.pdf
	1. Introduction
	1.1  project revisions since FEBRUARY 2026 final eir
	1.2  Format of the Final EIR
	1.3  CEQA Requirements Regarding Comments and Responses


	Chapter 2 RTC.pdf
	2. Response to Comments

	Chapter 3 Errata.pdf
	3. Modifications to the Draft EIR
	3.1  changes to the draft eir


	Chapter 4 MMRP.pdf
	4. Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
	4.1  Introduction
	4.2  Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program


	Chapter 3 Errata.pdf
	3. Modifications to the Draft EIR
	3.1  changes to the draft eir


	Chapter 3 Errata.pdf
	3. Modifications to the Draft EIR
	3.1  changes to the draft eir


	Chapter 3 Errata.pdf
	3. Modifications to the Draft EIR
	3.1  changes to the draft eir


	Appendix A. Air Quality Memorandum.pdf
	Wilmington Neighborhood Council – Comment 5.10

	Appendix B. Revised Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis.pdf
	INTRODUCTION
	Project Location and Description
	Existing Land Uses in the Project Area

	NOISE AND VIBRATION FUNDAMENTALS
	Characteristics of Sound
	Measurement of Sound
	Physiological Effects of Noise

	Fundamentals of Vibration

	REGULATORY SETTING
	Applicable Noise Standards
	City of Los Angeles
	Noise Element of the General Plan
	Municipal Code


	Applicable Vibration Standards
	Federal Transit Administration


	OVERVIEW OF THE EXISTING NOISE ENVIRONMENT
	Ambient Noise Measurements
	Long-Term Noise Measurements

	Existing Aircraft Noise

	PROJECT IMPACTS
	Short-Term Construction Noise Impacts
	Short-Term Construction Vibration Impacts
	Long-Term Off-Site Traffic Noise Impacts
	Long-Term Traffic-Related Vibration Impacts
	Long-Term Off-Site Stationary Noise Impacts
	Parking Lot Truck Activities
	Peak Hour Operations Assessment
	Non-Peak Hour Operations Assessment
	Operations Assessment Summary



	REFERENCES




