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Chapter 3 1 

Modifications to the Draft EIS/EIR 2 

3.1 Introduction 3 

This chapter of the document addresses modifications to the Draft EIS/EIR for the Berths 4 
212-224 (YTI) Container Terminal Improvements Project.  It presents all revisions 5 
related to public comments, as determined necessary by the lead agencies. 6 

Any revisions to supporting documentation are also presented.  The numbering format 7 
from the Draft EIS/EIR is maintained in the sections presented here.  Only sections that 8 
have revisions based on public comment are included, and sections that have no revisions 9 
are not included.  Readers are referred to the Draft EIS/EIR to view complete sections.  It 10 
should be noted that most of the changes are editorial in nature and none result in changes 11 
to significance findings. 12 

As provided in Section 15088(c) of the State CEQA Guidelines, responses to comments 13 
may take the form of a revision to a Draft EIR or may be a separate section in the Final 14 
EIR.  As provided in 40 CFR 1503.4(c), to comply with NEPA, responses to comments 15 
may take the form of revisions to a Draft EIS, or, if changes to the EIS in responses to 16 
comments are minor, then changes may be provided on errata sheets attached to the Draft 17 
EIS.  This chapter complies with the latter of these two guidelines and provides changes 18 
to the Draft EIS/EIR in revision-mode text (i.e., deletions are shown with strikethrough 19 
and additions are shown with underline).  These notations are meant to provide 20 
clarification, corrections, or minor revisions as needed as a result of public comments or 21 
because of changes in the proposed Project since the release of the Draft EIS/EIR.  22 

3.2 Changes to the Draft EIS/EIR 23 

The following changes to the text as presented below are incorporated into the Final 24 
EIS/EIR. 25 
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3.2.1 Changes Made to Executive Summary 1 

3.2.1.1 Pages ES-18 through ES-22 2 

Table ES-4: Summary of Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures by Alternative 

Proposed Project Alternative 1 – No 
Project 

Alternative 2 – No 
Federal Action 

Alternative 3 – Reduced 
Project 

AQ-3: The proposed 
Project would result in 
operational emissions that 
exceed 10 tons per year of 
VOCs or an SCAQMD 
threshold of significance in 
Table 3.2-16. 
CEQA: Operations would 
be significant for NOX, CO 
and VOC in 2017, 2020, 
and 2026. 
NEPA: Operations would 
be significant for NOX in 
2017, 2020, and 2026, and 
for VOC in 2020 and 2026. 
Mitigation Measures: 
MM AQ-9.  Vessel Speed 
Reduction Program 
(VSRP).  
MM AQ-10.  Alternative 
Maritime Power (AMP). 
MM AQ-11. Truck Idling 
Reduction Measure. 
The following lease 
measures would also be 
implemented to reduce 
impacts: 
LM AQ-1.  Periodic 
Review of New 
Technology and 
Regulations.  
LM AQ-2.  Substitution of 
New Technology by 
Tenant.   
LM AQ-3: Container Ship 
Engine Emissions 
Reduction Technology 
Improvements. 
Residual Impacts: 
CEQA: Operations would 
be significant and 
unavoidable for NOX, CO 

AQ-3: Alternative 1 
would result in 
operational emissions 
that exceed 10 tons per 
year of VOCs or an 
SCAQMD threshold of 
significance in Table 
3.2-16. 
CEQA: Operations 
would be significant 
for NOX and VOC in 
2017, 2020, and 2026.  
NEPA: Not applicable; 
mitigation not 
applicable. 
Mitigation Measures 
CEQA: Mitigation 
measures are not 
applicable to 
Alternative 1 because 
there would be no 
discretionary actions 
subject to CEQA. 
Residual Impacts: 
CEQA only: 
Operations would be 
significant and 
unavoidable for NOX 
and VOC in 2017, 
2020, and 2026. 

AQ-3: Alternative 2 
would result in 
operational emissions 
that exceed 10 tons per 
year of VOCs or an 
SCAQMD threshold of 
significance in Table 
3.2-16. 
CEQA: Operations 
would be significant 
for NOX and VOC in 
2017, 2020, and 2026. 
NEPA: No impact; no 
mitigation required. 
Mitigation Measures: 
MM AQ-9 through 
and MM AQ-1110 
Residual Impacts: 
CEQA only: 
Operations would be 
significant and 
unavoidable for NOX 
and VOC in 2017, 
2020, and 2026. 

AQ-3: Alternative 3 would 
result in operational 
emissions that exceed 10 
tons per year of VOCs or 
an SCAQMD threshold of 
significance in Table 3.2-
16. 
CEQA: Operations would 
be significant for VOC and 
NOX in 2017, 2020, and 
2026 and for CO in 2020 
and 2026. 
NEPA: Operations would 
be significant for NOX in 
2017, 2020, 2026, and for 
CO, VOC, and PM2.5 in 
2020 and 2026. 
Mitigation Measures: 
MM AQ-9 through and 
MM AQ-1110 
Residual Impacts: 
CEQA: Operations would 
be significant and 
unavoidable for VOC and 
NOX in 2017, 2020, and 
2026 and for CO in 2020 
and 2026. 
 
NEPA: Operations would 
be significant and 
unavoidable for VOC and 
NOX in 2020 and 2026. 
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Table ES-4: Summary of Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures by Alternative 

Proposed Project Alternative 1 – No 
Project 

Alternative 2 – No 
Federal Action 

Alternative 3 – Reduced 
Project 

and VOC in 2017, 2020, 
and 2026. 
NEPA: Operations would 
be significant and 
unavoidable for NOX in 
2017, 2020, and 2026, and 
for VOC in 2020. 
AQ-4: Proposed Project 
operations would result in 
off-site ambient air 
pollutant concentrations 
that exceed a SCAQMD 
threshold of significance in 
Table 3.2-17. 
CEQA: Operations would 
be significant for federal 1-
hour NO2 and 24-hour and 
annual PM10. 
NEPA: Operations would 
be significant for federal 1-
hour NO2 and 24-hour and 
annual PM10. 
Mitigation Measures: 
MM AQ-9 through and 
MM AQ-1110 
Lease Measures: 
LM AQ-1 through LM 
AQ-3 
Residual Impacts: 
CEQA: Operations would 
be significant and 
unavoidable for federal 1-
hour NO2 and 24-hour and 
annual PM10. 
NEPA: Operations would 
be significant and 
unavoidable for federal 1-
hour NO2 and 24-hour and 
annual PM10. 

AQ-4: Alternative 1 
operations would result 
in off-site ambient air 
pollutant 
concentrations that 
exceed a SCAQMD 
threshold of 
significance in Table 
3.2-17. 
CEQA: Operations 
would be significant 
for federal 1-hour NO2 
and for 24-hour and 
annual PM10. 
NEPA: Not applicable; 
mitigation not 
applicable. 
Mitigation Measures 
CEQA: Mitigation 
measures are not 
applicable to 
Alternative 1 because 
there would be no 
discretionary actions 
subject to CEQA. 
Residual Impacts: 
CEQA only: 
Operations would be 
significant and 
unavoidable for federal 
1-hour NO2 and for 24-
hour and annual PM10. 

AQ-4: Alternative 2 
operations would result 
in off-site ambient air 
pollutant 
concentrations that 
exceed a SCAQMD 
threshold of 
significance in Table 
3.2-17. 
CEQA: Operations 
would be significant 
for federal 1-hour NO2 
and for 24-hour and 
annual PM10. 
NEPA: No impact; no 
mitigation required. 
Mitigation Measures: 
MM AQ-9 through 
and MM AQ-1610 
Lease Measures: 
LM AQ-1 through LM 
AQ-3 
Residual Impacts: 
CEQA only: 
Operations would be 
significant and 
unavoidable for federal 
1-hour NO2 and for 24-
hour and annual PM10. 

AQ-4: Alternative 3 
operations would result in 
off-site ambient air 
pollutant concentrations 
that exceed a SCAQMD 
threshold of significance in 
Table 3.2-17. 
CEQA: Operations would 
be significant for 1-hour 
federal NO2, and for 24-
hour and annual PM10. 
NEPA: Operations would 
be significant for 1-hour 
federal NO2, and for 24-
hour and annual PM10. 
Mitigation Measures: 
MM AQ-9 through and 
MM AQ-1110 
Lease Measures: 
LM AQ-1 through LM 
AQ-3 
Residual Impacts: 
CEQA: Operations would 
be significant and 
unavoidable for 1-hour 
federal NO2, and for 24-
hour and annual PM10. 
NEPA: Operations would 
be significant and 
unavoidable for 1-hour 
federal NO2, and for 24-
hour and annual PM10. 
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Table ES-4: Summary of Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures by Alternative 

Proposed Project Alternative 1 – No 
Project 

Alternative 2 – No 
Federal Action 

Alternative 3 – Reduced 
Project 

AQ-7: The proposed 
Project would expose 
receptors to significant 
levels of TACs.   
CEQA: The NOP cancer 
risk would be significant 
for occupational receptors.  
The future cancer risk 
would be significant for 
marina-residential and 
occupational receptors.  
The chronic hazard index, 
the acute hazard index, and 
the cancer burden would be 
less than significant for all 
receptors. 
NEPA: Less than 
significant; no mitigation 
required. 
Mitigation Measures: 
MM AQ-9 through and 
MM AQ-1110 
Lease Measures: 
LM AQ-1 through LM 
AQ-3 
Residual Impacts: 
CEQA only: The NOP 
cancer risk would be 
significant and unavoidable 
for occupational receptors.  
The future cancer risk 
would be significant and 
unavoidable for marina-
residential and 
occupational receptors.  
The chronic hazard index, 
the acute hazard index, and 
the cancer burden would be 
less than significant for all 
receptors. 

AQ-7: Alternative 1 
would expose receptors 
to significant levels of 
TACs.   
CEQA: The baseline 
and future baseline 
cancer would be 
significant for 
occupational receptors.  
The chronic hazard 
index, the acute hazard 
index, and the cancer 
burden would be less 
than significant for all 
receptors. 
NEPA: Not applicable; 
mitigation not 
applicable. 
Residual Impacts: 
CEQA only: The 
baseline and future 
baseline cancer would 
be significant and 
unavoidable for 
occupational receptors.  
The chronic hazard 
index, the acute hazard 
index, and the cancer 
burden would be less 
than significant for all 
receptors. 

AQ-7: The proposed 
Project would expose 
receptors to significant 
levels of TACs.   
CEQA: The baseline 
and future baseline 
cancer would be 
significant for 
occupational receptors.  
The chronic hazard 
index, the acute hazard 
index, and the cancer 
burden would be less 
than significant for all 
receptors. 
NEPA: No impact; no 
mitigation required. 
Mitigation Measures: 
MM AQ-9 through 
and MM AQ-1110 
Lease Measures: 
LM AQ-1 through LM 
AQ-3 
Residual Impacts: 
CEQA only: The 
baseline and future 
baseline cancer would 
be significant and 
unavoidable for 
occupational receptors.  
The chronic hazard 
index, the acute hazard 
index, and the cancer 
burden would be less 
than significant for all 
receptors. 

AQ-7: Alternative 3 would 
expose receptors to 
significant levels of TACs.   
CEQA: The baseline 
cancer risk would be 
significant for occupational 
receptors.  The future 
baseline cancer risk would 
be significant for marina-
residential and 
occupational receptors.  
The chronic hazard index, 
the acute hazard index, and 
the cancer burden would be 
less than significant for all 
receptors. 
NEPA: Less than 
significant; no mitigation 
required. 
Mitigation Measures: 
MM AQ-9 through and 
MM AQ-1110 
Lease Measures: 
LM AQ-1 through LM 
AQ-3 
Residual Impacts: 
CEQA only: The baseline 
cancer risk would be 
significant and unavoidable 
for occupational receptors.  
The future baseline cancer 
risk would be significant 
and unavoidable for 
marina-residential and 
occupational receptors.  
The chronic hazard index, 
the acute hazard index, and 
the cancer burden would be 
less than significant for all 
receptors. 



Los Angeles Harbor Department 
 

Chapter 3 Modifications to the Draft EIS/EIR 
 
 

 
Berths 212–224 (YTI) Container Terminal 
Improvements Project Final EIS/EIR 3-5 October 2014 

ICF 00070.13 
 

Table ES-4: Summary of Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures by Alternative 

Proposed Project Alternative 1 – No 
Project 

Alternative 2 – No 
Federal Action 

Alternative 3 – Reduced 
Project 

Impact GHG-1: The 
proposed Project would 
generate GHG emissions, 
either directly or indirectly 
that would exceed the 
SCAQMD 10,000 mty 
CO2e threshold. 
CEQA: Significant. 
NEPA: Not applicable; 
mitigation not applicable. 
Mitigation Measures: 
MM AQ-1: Crane Delivery 
Ships Used during 
Construction. 
MM AQ-5: Dredging 
Equipment. 
MM AQ-9: Vessel Speed 
Reduction Program. 
MM AQ-10: Alternative 
Maritime Power 
MM AQ-11: Truck Idling 
Reduction Measure. 
MM GHG-1: Energy 
Audit.  
MM GHG-2: LED 
Lighting. 
MM GHG-3: Recycling. 
MM GHG-4: Carbon 
Offsets for Certain GHG 
Emissions. 
Residual Impacts: 
CEQA only: Significant 
and unavoidable. 

Impact GHG-1: 
Alternative 1 would 
generate GHG 
emissions, either 
directly or indirectly 
that would exceed the 
SCAQMD 10,000 mty 
CO2e threshold. 
CEQA: Significant; 
mitigation not 
applicable. 
NEPA: Not applicable; 
mitigation not 
applicable. 

Impact GHG-1: 
Alternative 2 would 
generate GHG 
emissions, either 
directly or indirectly 
that would exceed the 
SCAQMD 10,000 mty 
CO2e threshold. 
CEQA: Significant. 
NEPA: Not applicable; 
mitigation not 
applicable. 
Mitigation Measures: 
MM AQ-9: Vessel 
Speed Reduction 
Program. 
MM AQ-10: 
Alternative Maritime 
Power 
MM AQ-11: Truck 
Idling Reduction 
Measure. 
MM GHG-1: Energy 
Audit.  
MM GHG-2: LED 
Lighting. 
MM GHG-3: 
Recycling. 
MM GHG-4: Carbon 
Offsets for Certain 
GHG Emissions. 
Residual Impacts: 
CEQA only: 
Significant and 
unavoidable. 

Impact GHG-1: 
Alternative 3 would 
generate GHG emissions, 
either directly or indirectly 
that would exceed the 
SCAQMD 10,000 mty 
CO2e threshold. 
CEQA: Significant. 
NEPA: Not applicable; 
mitigation not applicable. 
Mitigation Measures: 
MM AQ-1: Crane Delivery 
Ships Used during 
Construction. 
MM AQ-5: Dredging 
Equipment. 
MM AQ-9: Vessel Speed 
Reduction Program. 
MM AQ-10: Alternative 
Maritime Power 
MM AQ-11: Truck Idling 
Reduction Measure. 
MM GHG-1: Energy 
Audit.  
MM GHG-2: LED 
Lighting. 
MM GHG-3: Recycling. 
MM GHG-4: Carbon 
Offsets for Certain GHG 
Emissions. 
Residual Impacts: 
CEQA only: Significant 
and unavoidable. 

 1 
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3.2.1.2 Page ES-30 1 

MM AQ-3:  Fleet Modernization for On-road Trucks Used during Construction.  2 
Trucks with a Gross Vehicle Weight Rating (GVWR) of 19,500 pounds 3 
(lbs) or greater, including import haulers and earth movers, must comply 4 
with EPA 20072010 on-road emission standards. 5 

3.2.1.3 Page ES-31 6 

MM AQ-7: Additional Fugitive Dust Controls.  Contractor must apply water to 7 
disturbed surfaces at intervals of 2 hours. adhere to the following control 8 
measures, at a minimum: 9 

• Active grading sites shall be watered at intervals of 2 hours. 10 

• Traffic speeds on all unpaved roads must be limited to 15 mph or 11 
less. 12 

• Contractors shall apply approved non-toxic chemical soil stabilizers 13 
to all inactive construction areas or replace groundcover in disturbed 14 
areas. 15 

• Contractors shall provide temporary wind fencing around sites being 16 
graded or cleared. 17 

• Trucks hauling dirt, sand, or gravel shall be covered or shall maintain 18 
at least 2 feet of freeboard in accordance with Section 23114 of the 19 
California Vehicle Code (“Spilling Loads on Highways”). 20 

• Construction contractors shall install wheel washers where vehicles 21 
enter and exit unpaved roads onto paved roads, or wash off tires of 22 
vehicles and any equipment leaving the construction site. 23 

• The grading contractor shall suspend all soil disturbance activities 24 
when winds exceed 25 mph or when visible dust plumes emanate 25 
from a site, and disturbed areas shall be stabilized if construction is 26 
delayed. 27 

• Open storage piles (greater than 3 feet tall and a total surface area of 28 
150 square feet) shall be covered with a plastic tarp or chemical dust 29 
suppressant. 30 

• Materials shall be stabilized while loading, unloading, and 31 
transporting to reduce fugitive dust emissions. 32 

• Belly-dump truck seals shall be checked regularly to remove trapped 33 
rocks to prevent possible spillage. 34 

• Track-out regulations shall be followed and water shall be provided 35 
while loading and unloading to reduce visible dust plumes. 36 

• Waste materials shall be hauled off site immediately. 37 
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3.2.1.4 Page ES-32 1 

The following lease measures would be required by LAHD for the proposed Project and 2 
Alternatives 2 and 3: 3 

LM AQ-1: Periodic Review of New Technology and Regulations.  LAHD will 4 
require the tenant to review any LAHD-identified or other new 5 
emissions-reduction technology, determine whether the technology is 6 
feasible, and report to LAHD.  Such technology feasibility reviews will 7 
take place at the time of LAHD’s consideration of any lease amendment 8 
or facility modification for the proposed project site.  If the technology is 9 
determined by LAHD to be feasible in terms of cost and technical and 10 
operational feasibility, the tenant will work with LAHD to implement 11 
such technology.  12 

Potential technologies that may further reduce emissions and/or result in 13 
cost-savings benefits for the tenant may be identified through future 14 
work on the Clean Air Action Plan (CAAP).  Over the course of the 15 
lease, the tenant and LAHD will work together to identify potential new 16 
technology.  Such technology will be studied for feasibility, in terms of 17 
cost, technical and operational feasibility, and emissions reduction 18 
benefits.  As partial consideration for the lease amendment, the tenant 19 
will implement not less frequently than once every five years following 20 
the effective date of the permit new air quality technological 21 
advancements, subject to mutual agreement on operational feasibility and 22 
cost sharing, which will not be unreasonably withheld.  The effectiveness 23 
of this measure depends on the advancement of new technologies and the 24 
outcome of future feasibility or pilot studies. 25 

LM AQ-2: Substitution of New Technology by Tenant.  If any kind of technology 26 
becomes available and is shown to be as good as or better than the 27 
existing measure in terms of emissions reduction performance, the 28 
technology could replace the requirements of MM AQ-9 and MM 29 
AQ-10, pending approval by LAHD.   30 

LM AQ-3: Container Ship Engine Emissions Reduction Technology 31 
Improvements.  The tenant will encourage NYK Line to determine the 32 
feasibility of incorporating all emission reduction technology and/or 33 
design options for vessels calling at the YTI Terminal. 34 

3.2.1.5 Page ES-33 35 

MM GHG-4: Carbon Offsets for Certain GHG Emissions.  YTI shall purchase 36 
carbon offsets from sources listed on the American Carbon Registry 37 
and/or the Climate Action Reserve (or any other such registry approved 38 
by CARB) for a total of 16,380 metric tons of GHG emissions associated 39 
with electricity usage for certain terminal operations by the year 2026.  40 
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3.2.1.6 Pages ES-33 through ES-35 1 

MM GW-1:   Soil Sampling, Testing, and Treatment.  Prior to ground-disturbing 2 
construction activities, tThe following actions must be implemented by 3 
LAHD or its contractors: 4 

a) Prior to conducting excavations or disturbing the site cap in the 5 
former National Metals and Steel site, and the former Al Larson’s 6 
Boat site, and the former Hugo Neu Proler lease site, EPA must 7 
receive a “Notification of Activity” according to Federal protocol 8 
under the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) for former 9 
polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) remediation sites.  In place (in-situ) 10 
soil sampling for PCBs must be completed prior to excavation and 11 
the analytical results provided to the EPA for review, prior to 12 
excavation.  The sampling, analytical method, extraction, and soil 13 
disposal methods must comply with EPA TSCA regulations for PCB 14 
remediation sites where the original source of the PCBs was greater 15 
than 50 milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg).  Sampling frequency and 16 
depth must be consistent with established EPA sampling procedures 17 
or guidance such as 40 CFR 761, Subpart N (40 CFR 761.260 et al.), 18 
or CERCLA site characterization guidance.  PCB-containing waste 19 
soils must be disposed of and labeled as TSCA waste.  EPA written 20 
concurrence with the notification is needed before excavation may 21 
proceed in former PCB remediation areas.  In addition, as lead 22 
agency for PCBs, EPA may attach conditions to their concurrence, 23 
which must be followed.  If excavation occurs in these soils, a site-24 
specific health and safety plan (SSHSP) would be required to address 25 
worker safety. 26 

b) In the former National Metals Steel and Al Larson Boat sites, soils 27 
must also be tested in advance for total petroleum hydrocarbons 28 
(TPH),and Title 22 metals, and organochlorine pesticides (OCPs) as 29 
a condition of remediation site closure by the Los Angeles County 30 
Fire Department, Health and Hazardous Materials Section, and 31 
LAHD past practice to provide adequate information for construction 32 
waste characterization and/or worker safety hazard evaluations, prior 33 
to excavation.  Based on past sampling, organochlorine pesticides 34 
(OCPs) should also be tested at the National Metals Steel and Al 35 
Larson Boat site, and Title 22 metals and TPH should be tested at the 36 
Hugo Neu Proler lease site.  If direct truck loading or immediate soil 37 
reuse is desired at the National Metals Steel, Al Larson Boat, and 38 
former Hugo Neu Proler lease sites, testing of any other constituents 39 
necessary for proper disposal or soil reuse should also be performed 40 
prior to excavation. 41 

c) Soils in the former Golden West leasehold must be tested for TPH, 42 
benzene, toluene, ethyl benzene and xylenes, and polyaromatic 43 
hydrocarbons prior to excavationdisposal.  This is due to elevated 44 
petroleum waste left in backfill soils at this site.  In addition, any 45 
other constituent analyses needed by the disposal site or for soil 46 
reuse should be analyzed at the same time and for the reason 47 
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described in (b) above.  If excavation occurs in these soils, an 1 
SSHSP would be required to address worker safety.  2 

d) Soils in the former Dow Chemical site must be tested for volatile 3 
organic compounds prior to excavationdisposal.  This is because past 4 
sampling indicates carbon tetrachloride is present at concentrations 5 
above industrial limits and at a level not protective of construction 6 
workers.  Other lower-level volatile organic compounds (VOCs) 7 
were also found and should also be tested.  In addition, any other 8 
constituent analyses needed by the disposal site or for immediate 9 
reuse should be analyzed for at the same time.  If excavation occurs 10 
in these soils, an SSHSP would be required to address worker safety. 11 

e) In Waste Discharge Order 90-045, the Los Angeles Regional Water 12 
Quality Control Board requires maintenance of the structural 13 
integrity of the site cap for the former Golden West site and the 14 
National Metals Steel/Al Larson Boat Shop site.  The site cap is to be 15 
a minimum of a 21-inch layer of clean material, compacted 16 
according to civil engineering standards, and the top 7 inches of this 17 
layer are to be asphalt concrete pavement.  Groundwater monitoring 18 
requirements were rescinded for this site due to the presence of this 19 
cap and 6 years of monitoring indicating that the cap was protecting 20 
the groundwater from remnant contaminants in site soils.  EPA may 21 
also be concerned with the integrity of this cap over former PCB 22 
remediation areas.  Therefore, if the cap is disturbed over these sites, 23 
including the Hugo Neu Proler lease site, stormwater should not be 24 
allowed to infiltrate the cap, and during normal operations, the 25 
integrity of the cap should be inspected and maintained.  Any other 26 
EPA requirements should also be followed. 27 

MM GW-2:  Contamination Contingency Plan.  The following contingency plan 28 
will be implemented to address contamination discovered during 29 
demolition, grading, and construction.   30 

a) All trench excavation and filling operations will be observed for the 31 
presence of free petroleum products, chemicals, or contaminated soil.  32 
Soil suspected of contamination will be segregated from other soil.  33 
In the event soil suspected of contamination is encountered during 34 
construction, the contractor will notify LAHD’s environmental 35 
representative.  LAHD will confirm the presence of the suspect 36 
material and direct the contractor to remove, stockpile or contain, 37 
and characterize the suspect material.  Continued work at a 38 
contaminated site will require the approval of the LAHD Project 39 
Engineer. 40 

b) Excavation of VOC-impacted soil, or soil suspected of being 41 
impacted by VOCs based on historical site use, will require obtaining 42 
and complying with a South Coast Air Quality Management District 43 
Rule 1166 permit.  For soil suspected to have carbon tetrachloride, a 44 
Photo Ionization Detector (PID) with an 11.7 eV lamp will be 45 
necessary to detect significant levels. 46 
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c) The remedial option(s) selected will be dependent on a suite of 1 
criteria (including but not limited to types of chemical constituents, 2 
concentration of the chemicals, health and safety issues, time 3 
constraints, and cost) and will be determined on a site-specific basis.  4 
Both offsite and onsite remedial options may be evaluated. 5 

d) The extent of removal actions will be determined on a site-specific 6 
basis.  At a minimum, the impacted area(s) within the boundaries of 7 
the construction area will be remediated to the satisfaction of LAHD 8 
and the lead regulatory agency for the site or action.  The LAHD 9 
Project Manager overseeing removal actions will inform the 10 
contractor when the removal action is complete. 11 

e) Copies of hazardous waste manifests or other documents indicating 12 
the amount, nature, and disposition of such materials will be 13 
submitted to the LAHD Project Manager within 60 days of project 14 
completion. 15 

f) In the event that contaminated soil is encountered either prior to or 16 
during construction, all onsite personnel handling or working in the 17 
vicinity of the contaminated material must be trained in accordance 18 
with EPA and Occupational Safety and Health and Administration 19 
(OSHA) regulations for hazardous waste operations or demonstrate 20 
they have completed the appropriate training.  Training must provide 21 
protective measures and practices to reduce or eliminate hazardous 22 
materials/waste hazards at the workplace. 23 

g) When impacted soil must be excavated, air monitoring will be 24 
conducted as appropriate for related emissions adjacent to the 25 
excavation.  26 

h) All excavations will be backfilled with structurally suitable fill 27 
material that is free from contamination per LAHD standards. 28 

i) Standard engineering controls and BMPs will be implemented while 29 
excavating impacted soils to minimize human exposure to potential 30 
contaminants.  Engineering controls and construction BMPs will 31 
include but not be limited to the following: 32 

 Contractor will water/mist soil as its being excavated and loaded 33 
onto transportation trucks. 34 

 Contractor will place any stockpiled soil in areas shielded from 35 
prevailing winds. 36 

 Contractor will cover the bottom of excavated areas with 37 
sheeting when work is not being performed. 38 

3.2.2 Changes Made to Chapter 2, Project Description 39 

3.2.2.1 Page 2-23 40 

Based on the information provided by the proposed project proponent, USACE has also 41 
identified potentially significant cumulative impacts related to air quality and 42 
meteorology and biological resources that would occur in conjunction with the proposed 43 
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Project (i.e., federal and non-federal, past, present, and reasonably foreseeable projects in 1 
the vicinity of the Port).  Therefore, USACE is preparing an EIS for the proposed Project 2 
and its alternatives.  While operational impacts in the uplands would occur outside the 3 
jurisdiction and permit authority of USACE, NEPA requires USACE to disclose 4 
potentially significant direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts occurring as a result of a 5 
proposed permit action.  Significance of the proposed Project or alternative under NEPA 6 
is defined by comparing the impacts of the proposed Project or alternative to the NEPA 7 
baseline (i.e., increment).  This represents the incremental difference between 8 
implementation of the proposed Project or alternative and the future conditions that are 9 
likely to occur without federal action, in this case, the issuance of the USACE permit.  10 
The USACE permit decision would focus on direct impacts to the aquatic environment.  11 

3.2.3 Changes Made to Section 3.2, Air Quality and 12 

Meteorology 13 

3.2.3.1 Pages 3.2-1, 3.2-2, and 3.2-69  14 

MM AQ-3:  Fleet Modernization for On-road Trucks Used during Construction.  15 
Trucks with a Gross Vehicle Weight Rating (GVWR) of 19,500 pounds 16 
(lbs) or greater, including import haulers and earth movers, must comply 17 
with EPA 20072010 on-road emission standards. 18 

3.2.3.2 Pages 3.2-2 and 3.2-70 19 

MM AQ-7: Additional Fugitive Dust Controls.  Contractor must apply water to 20 
disturbed surfaces at intervals of 2 hours. adhere to the following control 21 
measures, at a minimum: 22 

• Active grading sites shall be watered at intervals of 2 hours. 23 

• Traffic speeds on all unpaved roads must be limited to 15 mph or 24 
less. 25 

• Contractors shall apply approved non-toxic chemical soil stabilizers 26 
to all inactive construction areas or replace groundcover in disturbed 27 
areas. 28 

• Contractors shall provide temporary wind fencing around sites being 29 
graded or cleared. 30 

• Trucks hauling dirt, sand, or gravel shall be covered or shall maintain 31 
at least 2 feet of freeboard in accordance with Section 23114 of the 32 
California Vehicle Code (“Spilling Loads on Highways”). 33 

• Construction contractors shall install wheel washers where vehicles 34 
enter and exit unpaved roads onto paved roads, or wash off tires of 35 
vehicles and any equipment leaving the construction site. 36 

• The grading contractor shall suspend all soil disturbance activities 37 
when winds exceed 25 mph or when visible dust plumes emanate 38 
from a site, and disturbed areas shall be stabilized if construction is 39 
delayed. 40 
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• Open storage piles (greater than 3 feet tall and a total surface area of 1 
150 square feet) shall be covered with a plastic tarp or chemical dust 2 
suppressant. 3 

• Materials shall be stabilized while loading, unloading, and 4 
transporting to reduce fugitive dust emissions. 5 

• Belly-dump truck seals shall be checked regularly to remove trapped 6 
rocks to prevent possible spillage. 7 

• Track-out regulations shall be followed and water shall be provided 8 
while loading and unloading to reduce visible dust plumes. 9 

• Waste materials shall be hauled off site immediately. 10 

3.2.3.3 Page 3.2-2 11 

After the application of MM AQ-9, MM AQ-10, LM AQ-1, and LM AQ-2, and LM AQ-12 
3 summarized below, operational impacts would be reduced but would remain significant 13 
and unavoidable. 14 

3.2.3.4 Page 3.2-3 15 

LAHD’s standard lease measures LM AQ-1, and LM AQ-2, and LM AQ-3 would be 16 
included in the tenant lease.  Although not quantifiable, the measures would further 17 
reduce future air quality emissions and serve to comply with Port air quality planning 18 
requirements. 19 

3.2.3.5 Pages 3.2-3 and 3.2-89 20 

LM AQ-3: Container Ship Engine Emissions Reduction Technology 21 
Improvements.  The tenant will encourage NYK Line to determine the 22 
feasibility of incorporating all emission reduction technology and/or 23 
design options for vessels calling at the YTI Terminal. 24 

3.2.3.6 Page 3.2-15 25 

 NOX engine emission rate limits for new engines.  Tier I and Tier II limits 26 
effective 2000 and 2011 are global limits, whereas Tier III limits, effective in 27 
2016, apply only in NOX ECAs.  NOX emission reductions due to these engine 28 
limits were conservatively excluded from the analysis because they apply to 29 
newly built engines, and the number of newly built Tier III vessels associated 30 
with the proposed Project and alternatives would not be guaranteed.  In addition, 31 
a draft amendment is being considered to postpone the date for the Tier III NOX 32 
standards’ implementation within ECAs from 2016 to 2021.  The draft 33 
amendment will be considered for adoption during the 66th IMO session in 34 
March 2014. 35 

3.2.3.7 Page 3.2-20 36 

USACE began the general conformity evaluation by conducting the applicability analysis 37 
in which the calculated federal action emissions are compared to the general conformity 38 
de minimis thresholds.  This applicability analysis is presented in Appendix B1.  39 
Following USACE guidance (USACE 1994) and EPA General Conformity Regulations 40 
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(40 CFR Parts 51 and 93.153), the federal actions for this evaluation included 1 
construction emissions for the following proposed project elements: 2 

 Sheet piling and king pile installation, dredging and disposal of 21,000 cubic 3 
yards required to improve Berths 214–216; 4 

 Sheet piling and king pile installation, dredging and disposal of 6,000 cubic yards 5 
required to improve Berths 217–220; 6 

 Berths 212–216 crane rail extension by 1,500 feet to Berths 217–220 to 7 
accommodate 100-foot gauge cranes at Berths 217–220; 8 

 Relocation offsite of two LAHD cranes from Berths 217–220; 9 

 Relocation/realignment of two existing YTI cranes; and 10 

 Delivery and installation of four new cranes; and 11 

 Modification of six existing YTI cranes. 12 

Modification of six existing YTI cranes Construction of the federal action elements was 13 
estimated to require approximately 18 months to complete.  Emissions associated with 14 
actions taken under the USACE federal control and responsibility were determined for 15 
this period.  The methodology and assumptions used to estimate emissions are discussed 16 
in Section 3.2.4.1.  The federal action is not subject to a general conformity determination 17 
for CO, VOC (as an ozone and PM2.5 precursor), NOX (as an ozone and PM2.5 precursor), 18 
PM10, PM2.5, or SOX (as a PM2.5 precursor) because the net emissions associated with the 19 
federal action would be less than the general conformity de minimis thresholds.  20 
Therefore, USACE concluded that the federal action as designed proposed would 21 
conform to the purpose of the approved SIP and would be consistent with all applicable 22 
requirements. 23 

3.2.3.8 Page 3.2-73 24 

Residual Impacts 25 

Emissions from construction of the proposed Project would be reduced with mitigation 26 
but would remain significant and unavoidable under CEQA for PM2.5, NOX, CO, and 27 
VOC in 2015 and for NOX in 2016.  In addition, although emissions from overlapping 28 
construction and operation would be reduced with mitigation, they would remain 29 
significant and unavoidable under CEQA for PM2.5, NOX, CO, and VOC during the 2015 30 
peak construction year. 31 
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3.2.3.9 Pages 3.2-93 and 3.2-94 1 

Table 3.2-32:  Comparison between San Pedro Bay Ports 2010 CAAP Update 2 
Control Measures and Proposed Project Mitigation Measures 3 

CAAP 
Measure # 

CAAP 
Measure Name 

CAAP Measure 
Description 

EIS/EIR Mitigation 
Measure (MM) Discussion 

OGV-6 OGV Engine 
Emission 
Reduction 
Technology 
Improvements 

This measure seeks to 
encourage 
demonstration and 
deployment of cleaner 
OGV engine 
technologies that are 
validated through the 
Technology 
Advancement 
Program (TAP) or by 
the regulatory 
agencies.  The goal of 
this measure is to 
reduce DPM and 
NOX emissions of in-
use vessels. 

No mitigation 
assumed.  
LM AQ-3: The 
tenant will 
encourage NYK 
Line to determine 
the feasibility of 
incorporating all 
emission reduction 
technology and/or 
design options for 
vessels calling at 
the YTI Terminal.  

 

 4 

3.2.3.10 Page 3.2-98 5 

Table 3.2-31 presents the peak daily pollutant emissions associated with operation of the 6 
proposed Project, after the application of MM AQ-9 and MM AQ-10.  LM AQ-1, and 7 
LM AQ-2, and LM AQ-3 are lease measures that may reduce future emissions; however, 8 
these measures were not quantified in the analysis because the future technologies that 9 
may be implemented through these measures have not yet been identified. 10 

3.2.3.11 Page 3.2-203 11 

Table 3.2-77 presents the peak daily pollutant emissions associated with operation of 12 
Alternative 3, after the application of MM AQ-9 and MM AQ-10.  LM AQ-1, and LM 13 
AQ-2, and LM AQ-3 are lease measures that may reduce future emissions; however, 14 
because implementation may change over the life of the leases, these measures were not 15 
included in emissions calculations.   16 
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3.2.3.12 Page 3.2-224 1 

Table 3.2-85:  Summary Matrix of Potential Impacts and Mitigation Measures 2 
for Air Quality Associated with the Proposed Project and Alternatives 3 

Alternative Environmental 
Impacts 

Impact 
Determination 

Mitigation 
Measures 

Impacts after 
Mitigation 

 

AQ-3: The 
proposed Project 
would result in 
operational 
emissions that 
exceed an 
SCAQMD 
threshold of 
significance in 
Table 3.2-16. 

CEQA: 
Operations would 
be significant for 
NOX, CO and 
VOC in 2017, 
2020, and 2026. 

MM AQ-9: 
Vessel Speed 
Reduction 
Program (VSRP).  
MM AQ-10: 
Alternative 
Maritime Power 
(AMP). 
The following 
lease measures 
would also be 
implemented to 
reduce impacts: 
LM AQ-1: 
Periodic Review 
of New 
Technology and 
Regulations.  
LM AQ-2: 
Substitution of 
New Technology 
by Tenant.   
LM AQ-3: 
Container Ship 
Engine Emissions 
Reduction 
Technology 
Improvements. 

CEQA: 
Operations 
would be 
significant and 
unavoidable for 
NOX, CO and 
VOC in 2017, 
2020, and 2026. 

NEPA: 
Operations would 
be significant for 
NOX in 2017, 
2020, and 2026, 
and for VOC in 
2020 and 2026. 

NEPA: 
Operations 
would be 
significant and 
unavoidable for 
NOX in 2017, 
2020, and 2026, 
and for VOC in 
2020. 

 4 
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3.2.3.13 Page 3.2-232, 3.2.4.7, Mitigation Monitoring  1 

Mitigation 
Measure 

MM AQ-2.  Harbor Craft Used during Construction.  Harbor craft must use Tier 3 or 
cleaner engines. 

Timing During specified construction phases. 
Methodology LAHD will include MM AQ-2 in the contract specifications for construction.  LAHD will 

monitor implementation of mitigation measures during construction. The construction 
equipment measures shall be met, unless one of the following circumstances exist and the 
contractor is able to provide proof that any of these circumstances exists:  
 A piece of specialized equipment is unavailable in a controlled form within the state of 

California, including through a leasing agreement.  
 A contractor has applied for necessary incentive funds to put controls on a piece of 

uncontrolled equipment planned for use on the project but the application process is not 
yet approved, or the application has been approved but funds are not yet available. 

 A contractor has ordered a control device for a piece of equipment planned for use on the 
project, or the contractor has ordered a new piece of controlled equipment to replace the 
uncontrolled equipment but that order has not been completed by the manufacturer or 
dealer.  In addition, for this exemption to apply, the contractor must attempt to lease 
controlled equipment to avoid using uncontrolled equipment but no dealer within 
200 miles of the project has the controlled equipment available for lease.   

Responsible 
Parties 

LAHD. 

Residual Impacts Significant and unavoidable  
Mitigation 
Measure 

MM AQ-3.  Fleet Modernization for On-Road Trucks Used during Construction Trucks 
with a GVWR of 19,500 or greater, including import haulers and earth movers, must comply 
with EPA 20072010 on-road emission standards. 

Timing During specified construction phases. 
Methodology LAHD will include MM AQ-3 in the contract specifications for construction.  LAHD will 

monitor implementation of mitigation measures during construction.  The construction 
equipment measures shall be met, unless one of the following circumstances exist and the 
contractor is able to provide proof that any of these circumstances exists:  
 A piece of specialized equipment is unavailable in a controlled form within the state of 

California, including through a leasing agreement.  
 A contractor has applied for necessary incentive funds to put controls on a piece of 

uncontrolled equipment planned for use on the project but the application process is not 
yet approved, or the application has been approved but funds are not yet available. 

 A contractor has ordered a control device for a piece of equipment planned for use on the 
project, or the contractor has ordered a new piece of controlled equipment to replace the 
uncontrolled equipment but that order has not been completed by the manufacturer or 
dealer.  In addition, for this exemption to apply, the contractor must attempt to lease 
controlled equipment to avoid using uncontrolled equipment but no dealer within 
200 miles of the project has the controlled equipment available for lease.   

Responsible 
Parties 

LAHD. 

Residual Impacts Significant and unavoidable  
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Mitigation 
Measure 

MM AQ-4.  Fleet Modernization for Construction Equipment (except vessels, harbor 
craft, on-road trucks, and dredging equipment).  All diesel-powered construction 
equipment greater than 50 hp must meet EPA Tier 4 off-road emission standards. 

Timing During specified construction phases. 
Methodology LAHD will include MM AQ-4 in the contract specifications for construction.  LAHD will 

monitor implementation of mitigation measures during construction.  The construction 
equipment measures shall be met, unless one of the following circumstances exist and the 
contractor is able to provide proof that any of these circumstances exists:  
 A piece of specialized equipment is unavailable in a controlled form within the state of 

California, including through a leasing agreement.  
 A contractor has applied for necessary incentive funds to put controls on a piece of 

uncontrolled equipment planned for use on the project but the application process is not 
yet approved, or the application has been approved but funds are not yet available. 

 A contractor has ordered a control device for a piece of equipment planned for use on the 
project, or the contractor has ordered a new piece of controlled equipment to replace the 
uncontrolled equipment but that order has not been completed by the manufacturer or 
dealer.  In addition, for this exemption to apply, the contractor must attempt to lease 
controlled equipment to avoid using uncontrolled equipment, but no dealer within 200 
miles of the project has the controlled equipment available for lease.   

Responsible 
Parties 

LAHD. 

Residual Impacts Significant and unavoidable  



Los Angeles Harbor Department 
 

Chapter 3 Modifications to the Draft EIS/EIR 
 
 

 
Berths 212–224 (YTI) Container Terminal 
Improvements Project Final EIS/EIR 3-18 October 2014 

ICF 00070.13 
 

Mitigation 
Measure 

MM AQ-7.  Additional Fugitive Dust Controls.  Contractor must apply water to disturbed 
surfaces at intervals of 2 hours. adhere to the following control measures, at a minimum: 
 Active grading sites shall be watered at intervals of 2 hours. 

 Traffic speeds on all unpaved roads must be limited to 15 mph or less. 

 Contractors shall apply approved non-toxic chemical soil stabilizers to all inactive 
construction areas or replace groundcover in disturbed areas. 

 Contractors shall provide temporary wind fencing around sites being graded or cleared. 

 Trucks hauling dirt, sand, or gravel shall be covered or shall maintain at least 2 feet of 
freeboard in accordance with Section 23114 of the California Vehicle Code (“Spilling 
Loads on Highways”). 

 Construction contractors shall install wheel washers where vehicles enter and exit 
unpaved roads onto paved roads, or wash off tires of vehicles and any equipment leaving 
the construction site. 

 The grading contractor shall suspend all soil disturbance activities when winds exceed 25 
mph or when visible dust plumes emanate from a site, and disturbed areas shall be 
stabilized if construction is delayed. 

 Open storage piles (greater than 3 feet tall and a total surface area of 150 square feet) 
shall be covered with a plastic tarp or chemical dust suppressant. 

 Materials shall be stabilized while loading, unloading, and transporting to reduce fugitive 
dust emissions. 

 Belly-dump truck seals shall be checked regularly to remove trapped rocks to prevent 
possible spillage. 

 Track-out regulations shall be followed and water shall be provided while loading and 
unloading to reduce visible dust plumes. 

 Waste materials shall be hauled off site immediately. 

Timing During specified construction phases. 
Methodology LAHD will include MM AQ-7 in the contract specifications for construction.  LAHD will 

monitor implementation of mitigation measures during construction. 
Responsible 
Parties 

LAHD  

Residual Impacts Significant and unavoidable  
Lease Measure LM AQ-3: Container Ship Engine Emissions Reduction Technology Improvements.  

The tenant will encourage NYK Line to determine the feasibility of incorporating all 
emission reduction technology and/or design options for vessels calling at the YTI Terminal. 

Timing During operation 
Methodology LAHD will include this lease measure in lease agreements with tenant. 
Responsible 
Parties 

YTI, LAHD. 

Residual Impacts Significant and unavoidable. 
 1 
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3.2.4 Changes Made to Section 3.3, Biological 1 

Resources 2 

3.2.4.1 Page 3.3-46 3 

Under the proposed Project, approximately 2,600 linear feet of sheet and king piles 4 
would be installed for the dredging at Berths 214–220.  Even though these piles would 5 
not rise very high above the seafloor, new hard substrate from these pilings could 6 
contribute to productivity in the Harbor, while pilings would also add structure in the 7 
water column that could be used by invertebrates and fishes.  Prior to installation of 8 
in-water structures, eelgrass surveys would be conducted as required under the SCEMP, 9 
unless determined to be unnecessary by NMFS.  Although eelgrass is not likely to grow 10 
in the waters adjacent to the YTI Terminal (because the depth at the proposed 11 
construction site [-45 feet MLLW] is generally too deep for eelgrass growth), if it is 12 
found in the vicinity of any of the structures prior to construction, a plan would be 13 
developed to ensure that there would be no net loss of eelgrass habitat, consistent with the 14 
SCEMP. 15 

3.2.5 Changes Made to Section 3.6, Greenhouse Gas 16 

Emissions 17 

3.2.5.1 Pages 3.6-1 and 3.6-34 18 

 MM GHG-4: Carbon Offsets for Certain GHG Emissions.  YTI shall 19 
purchase carbon offsets from sources listed on the American 20 
Carbon Registry and/or the Climate Action Reserve (or any other 21 
such registry approved by CARB) for a total of 16,380 metric 22 
tons of GHG emissions associated with electricity usage for 23 
certain terminal operations by the year 2026.  24 

3.2.5.2 Page 3.6-34 25 

In addition to the air quality mitigation measures identified above, mitigation measures 26 
MM GHG-1 through MM GHG-34, directed at GHG emissions reduction specifically, 27 
were considered.  Furthermore, LAHD’s standard lease measures LM AQ-1 and 28 
LM AQ-2 would be included in the tenant lease; these measures would further reduce 29 
future GHG emissions and serve to comply with Port air quality planning requirements.   30 

3.2.5.3 Page 3.6-48 31 

Mitigation Measures 32 

Mitigation measures MM AQ-9, MM-AQ10, and MM GHG-1 through MM GHG-34 33 
would be applied to Alternative 2.  Construction mitigation measures MM AQ-1 and MM 34 
AQ-5 would not apply because dredging or crane delivery would not occur under 35 
Alternative 2 without USACE approval.  Lease measures LM AQ-1 and LM AQ-2 would 36 
also be applied.  Table 3.6-10 presents GHG emissions following the application of 37 
quantifiable mitigation measures. 38 
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3.2.5.4 Page 3.6-55 1 

Mitigation Measures 2 

The same mitigation measures identified for the proposed Project (i.e., MM AQ-1, 3 
MM AQ-5, MM AQ-9, MM-AQ10, and MM GHG-1 through MM GHG-34) would also 4 
be applied to Alternative 3.  Lease measures LM AQ-1 and LM AQ-2 would also be 5 
applied. 6 

3.2.5.5 Page 3.6-58 7 

Mitigation Measures 8 

Mitigation measures MM AQ-1, MM AQ-5, MM AQ-9, MM AQ-10, MM GHG-1 9 
through MM GHG-34, as well as lease measures LM AQ-1 and LM AQ-2 were applied.10 
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3.2.5.6 Page 3.6-60 1 

Table 3.6-15:  Summary Matrix of Impacts and Mitigation Measures for GHG Associated with the Proposed Project and 
Alternatives 

Alternative Environmental Impacts Impact 
Determination 

Mitigation Measures Impacts after 
Mitigation 

Proposed 
Project 

GHG-1:  The proposed Project 
would generate GHG emissions, 
either directly or indirectly that 
would exceed the SCAQMD 
10,000 mty CO2e threshold. 

CEQA:  Significant  MM AQ-1.  Crane Delivery Ships Used during 
Construction. 
MM AQ-5.  Dredging Equipment. 
MM AQ-9.  Vessel Speed Reduction Program. 
MM AQ-10.  Alternative Maritime Power 
MM GHG-1.  Energy Audit.  
MM GHG-2.  LED Lighting. 
MM GHG-3.  Recycling. 
MM GHG-4: Carbon Offsets for Certain GHG 
Emissions. 

CEQA:  Significant 
and Unavoidable 

NEPA:  Not 
applicable 

Mitigation not applicable NEPA:  Not 
applicable 

GHG-2:  The proposed Project 
would not conflict with state or 
local plans and policies adopted 
for the purpose of reducing 
GHG emissions. 

CEQA:  Less than 
significant  

No mitigation is required. CEQA:  Less than 
significant  

NEPA:  Not 
applicable 

Mitigation measures are not applicable NEPA:  Not 
applicable 

Alternative 1 – 
No Project 

GHG-1:  Alternative 1 would 
generate GHG emissions, either 
directly or indirectly that would 
exceed the SCAQMD 10,000 
mty CO2e threshold. 

CEQA:  Significant  No mitigation is required. CEQA:  Significant 
and Unavoidable 

NEPA:  Not 
applicable 

Mitigation not applicable NEPA:  Not 
applicable 

GHG-2:  Alternative 1 would 
not conflict with state or local 
plans and policies adopted for 
the purpose of reducing GHG 
emissions. 

CEQA:  Less than 
significant  

No mitigation is required. CEQA:  Less than 
significant  

NEPA:  Not 
applicable 

Mitigation not applicable NEPA:  Not 
applicable 
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Table 3.6-15:  Summary Matrix of Impacts and Mitigation Measures for GHG Associated with the Proposed Project and 
Alternatives 

Alternative Environmental Impacts Impact 
Determination 

Mitigation Measures Impacts after 
Mitigation 

Alternative 2 – 
No Federal 
Action 

GHG-1:  Alternative 2 would 
generate GHG emissions, either 
directly or indirectly that would 
exceed the SCAQMD 10,000 
mty CO2e threshold. 

CEQA:  Significant  MM AQ-9.  Vessel Speed Reduction Program. 
MM AQ-10.  Alternative Maritime Power 
MM GHG-1.  Energy Audit.  
MM GHG-2.  LED Lighting. 
MM GHG-3.  Recycling. 
MM GHG-4: Carbon Offsets for Certain GHG 
Emissions. 

CEQA:  Significant 
and Unavoidable 

NEPA:  Not 
applicable 

Mitigation not applicable NEPA:  Not 
applicable 

GHG-2:  Alternative 2 would 
not conflict with state or local 
plans and policies adopted for 
the purpose of reducing GHG 
emissions. 

CEQA:  Less than 
significant  

No mitigation is required. CEQA:  Less than 
significant 

NEPA: Not 
applicable 

Mitigation not applicable NEPA:  Not 
applicable 

Alternative 3 – 
Reduced 
Project:  
Improve Berths 
217–220 Only 

GHG-1:  Alternative 3 would 
generate GHG emissions, either 
directly or indirectly that would 
exceed the SCAQMD 10,000 
mty CO2e threshold. 

CEQA:  Significant  MM AQ-1.  Crane Delivery Ships Used during 
Construction. 
MM AQ-5.  Dredging Equipment. 
MM AQ-9.  Vessel Speed Reduction Program. 
MM AQ-10.  Alternative Maritime Power 
MM GHG-1.  Energy Audit.  
MM GHG-2.  LED Lighting. 
MM GHG-3.  Recycling. 
MM GHG-4: Carbon Offsets for Certain GHG 
Emissions. 

CEQA:  Significant 
and Unavoidable 

NEPA:  Not 
applicable 

NEPA:  Not 
applicable 

GHG-2:  Alternative 3 would 
not conflict with state or local 
plans and policies adopted for 
the purpose of reducing GHG 
emissions. 

CEQA:  Less than 
significant  

No mitigation is required. CEQA:  Less than 
significant  

NEPA:  Not 
applicable 

Mitigation not applicable NEPA:  Not 
applicable 
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3.2.5.7 Page 3.6-63 1 

Mitigation 
Measure 

MM GHG-4: Carbon Offsets for Certain GHG Emissions.  YTI shall purchase carbon 
offsets from sources listed on the American Carbon Registry and/or the Climate Action 
Reserve (or any other such registry approved by CARB) for a total of 16,380 metric tons of 
GHG emissions associated with electricity usage for certain terminal operations by the year 
2026. 

Timing By the year 2026. 

Methodology LAHD will require MM GHG-4 in the tenant lease during operation.  LAHD will monitor 
implementation of mitigation measures during construction and operation. 

Responsible 
Parties 

Tenant. 

Residual 
Impacts  

Significant and unavoidable after mitigation for construction and operational GHG 
emissions.   

 2 

3.2.6 Changes Made to Section 3.8, Groundwater and 3 

Soils 4 

3.2.6.1 Pages 3.8-2 through 3.8-4 5 

MM GW-1:   Soil Sampling, Testing, and Treatment.  Prior to ground-disturbing 6 
construction activities, tThe following actions must be implemented by 7 
LAHD or its contractors: 8 

f) Prior to conducting excavations or disturbing the site cap in the 9 
former National Metals and Steel site, and the former Al Larson’s 10 
Boat site, and the former Hugo Neu Proler lease site, EPA must 11 
receive a “Notification of Activity” according to Federal protocol 12 
under the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) for former 13 
polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) remediation sites.  In place (in-situ) 14 
soil sampling for PCBs must be completed prior to excavation and 15 
the analytical results provided to the EPA for review, prior to 16 
excavation.  The sampling, analytical method, extraction, and soil 17 
disposal methods must comply with EPA TSCA regulations for PCB 18 
remediation sites where the original source of the PCBs was greater 19 
than 50 milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg).  Sampling frequency and 20 
depth must be consistent with established EPA sampling procedures 21 
or guidance such as 40 CFR 761, Subpart N (40 CFR 761.260 et al.), 22 
or CERCLA site characterization guidance.  PCB-containing waste 23 
soils must be disposed of and labeled as TSCA waste.  EPA written 24 
concurrence with the notification is needed before excavation may 25 
proceed in former PCB remediation areas.  In addition, as lead 26 
agency for PCBs, EPA may attach conditions to their concurrence, 27 
which must be followed.  If excavation occurs in these soils, a site-28 
specific health and safety plan (SSHSP) would be required to address 29 
worker safety. 30 
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g) In the former National Metals Steel and Al Larson Boat sites, soils 1 
must also be tested in advance for total petroleum hydrocarbons 2 
(TPH), and Title 22 metals, and organochlorine pesticides (OCPs) as 3 
a condition of remediation site closure by the Los Angeles County 4 
Fire Department, Health and Hazardous Materials Section, and 5 
LAHD past practice to provide adequate information for construction 6 
waste characterization and/or worker safety hazard evaluations, prior 7 
to excavation.  Based on past sampling, organochlorine pesticides 8 
(OCPs) should also be tested at the National Metals Steel and Al 9 
Larson Boat site, and Title 22 metals and TPH should be tested at the 10 
Hugo Neu Proler lease site.  If direct truck loading or immediate soil 11 
reuse is desired at the National Metals Steel, Al Larson Boat, and 12 
former Hugo Neu Proler lease sites, testing of any other constituents 13 
necessary for proper disposal or soil reuse should also be performed 14 
prior to excavation. 15 

h) Soils in the former Golden West leasehold must be tested for TPH, 16 
benzene, toluene, ethyl benzene and xylenes, and polyaromatic 17 
hydrocarbons prior to excavationdisposal.  This is due to elevated 18 
petroleum waste left in backfill soils at this site.  In addition, any 19 
other constituent analyses needed by the disposal site or for soil 20 
reuse should be analyzed at the same time and for the reason 21 
described in (b) above.  If excavation occurs in these soils, an 22 
SSHSP would be required to address worker safety.  23 

i) Soils in the former Dow Chemical site must be tested for volatile 24 
organic compounds prior to excavationdisposal.  This is because past 25 
sampling indicates carbon tetrachloride is present at concentrations 26 
above industrial limits and at a level not protective of construction 27 
workers.  Other lower-level volatile organic compounds (VOCs) 28 
were also found and should also be tested.  In addition, any other 29 
constituent analyses needed by the disposal site or for immediate 30 
reuse should be analyzed for at the same time.  If excavation occurs 31 
in these soils, an SSHSP would be required to address worker safety. 32 

j) In Waste Discharge Order 90-045, the Los Angeles Regional Water 33 
Quality Control Board requires maintenance of the structural 34 
integrity of the site cap for the former Golden West site and the 35 
National Metals Steel/Al Larson Boat Shop site.  The site cap is to be 36 
a minimum of a 21-inch layer of clean material, compacted 37 
according to civil engineering standards, and the top 7 inches of this 38 
layer are to be asphalt concrete pavement.  Groundwater monitoring 39 
requirements were rescinded for this site due to the presence of this 40 
cap and 6 years of monitoring indicating that the cap was protecting 41 
the groundwater from remnant contaminants in site soils.  EPA may 42 
also be concerned with the integrity of this cap over former PCB 43 
remediation areas.  Therefore, if the cap is disturbed over these sites, 44 
including the Hugo Neu Proler lease site, stormwater should not be 45 
allowed to infiltrate the cap, and during normal operations, the 46 
integrity of the cap should be inspected and maintained.  Any other 47 
EPA requirements should also be followed. 48 
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MM GW-2:  Contamination Contingency Plan.  The following contingency plan 1 
will be implemented to address contamination discovered during 2 
demolition, grading, and construction.   3 

j) All trench excavation and filling operations will be observed for the 4 
presence of free petroleum products, chemicals, or contaminated soil.  5 
Soil suspected of contamination will be segregated from other soil.  6 
In the event soil suspected of contamination is encountered during 7 
construction, the contractor will notify LAHD’s environmental 8 
representative.  LAHD will confirm the presence of the suspect 9 
material and direct the contractor to remove, stockpile or contain, 10 
and characterize the suspect material.  Continued work at a 11 
contaminated site will require the approval of the LAHD Project 12 
Engineer. 13 

k) Excavation of VOC-impacted soil, or soil suspected of being 14 
impacted by VOCs based on historical site use, will require obtaining 15 
and complying with a South Coast Air Quality Management District 16 
Rule 1166 permit.  For soil suspected to have carbon tetrachloride, a 17 
Photo Ionization Detector (PID) with an 11.7 eV lamp will be 18 
necessary to detect significant levels. 19 

l) The remedial option(s) selected will be dependent on a suite of 20 
criteria (including but not limited to types of chemical constituents, 21 
concentration of the chemicals, health and safety issues, time 22 
constraints, and cost) and will be determined on a site-specific basis.  23 
Both offsite and onsite remedial options may be evaluated. 24 

m) The extent of removal actions will be determined on a site-specific 25 
basis.  At a minimum, the impacted area(s) within the boundaries of 26 
the construction area will be remediated to the satisfaction of LAHD 27 
and the lead regulatory agency for the site or action.  The LAHD 28 
Project Manager overseeing removal actions will inform the 29 
contractor when the removal action is complete. 30 

n) Copies of hazardous waste manifests or other documents indicating 31 
the amount, nature, and disposition of such materials will be 32 
submitted to the LAHD Project Manager within 60 days of project 33 
completion. 34 

o) In the event that contaminated soil is encountered either prior to or 35 
during construction, all onsite personnel handling or working in the 36 
vicinity of the contaminated material must be trained in accordance 37 
with EPA and Occupational Safety and Health and Administration 38 
(OSHA) regulations for hazardous waste operations or demonstrate 39 
they have completed the appropriate training.  Training must provide 40 
protective measures and practices to reduce or eliminate hazardous 41 
materials/waste hazards at the workplace. 42 

p) When impacted soil must be excavated, air monitoring will be 43 
conducted as appropriate for related emissions adjacent to the 44 
excavation.  45 

q) All excavations will be backfilled with structurally suitable fill 46 
material that is free from contamination per LAHD standards. 47 
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r) Standard engineering controls and BMPs will be implemented while 1 
excavating impacted soils to minimize human exposure to potential 2 
contaminants.  Engineering controls and construction BMPs will 3 
include but not be limited to the following: 4 

 Contractor will water/mist soil as its being excavated and loaded 5 
onto transportation trucks. 6 

 Contractor will place any stockpiled soil in areas shielded from 7 
prevailing winds. 8 

 Contractor will cover the bottom of excavated areas with 9 
sheeting when work is not being performed. 10 

3.2.6.2 Figure 3.8-1 11 

Figure 3.8-1, Previous Soil and Groundwater Investigation Locations, contained some 12 
errors and required some additional information to be added for clarification.  13 
Figure 3.8-1 has been modified and is included as a modification within this Final 14 
EIS/EIR following this page. 15 

3.2.6.3 Pages 3.8-11 and 3.8-12 16 

Former Hugo Neu Proler Corporation Lease Area Site (South Tip of Berth 211):  In 17 
July and August of 1990, a site assessment was conducted in the 1.6-acre Hugo Neu 18 
Proler parcel by Environmental Audit, Inc. (EAI) as part of a 75-acre development 19 
project in the area of Berths 212–215.  The 1.6-acre Hugo Neu Proler lease site (Figure 20 
3.8-1) is located southeast of and adjacent to the former National Metals site (within the 21 
YTI Container Terminal Improvements Project footprint).  The purpose of the 22 
investigation was to examine the possible presence of soil and/or groundwater 23 
contamination on site.  As part of the assessment, seven exploratory borings were 24 
advanced and a monitoring well was installed.  The borings and monitoring well were 25 
sampled.  Sampling parameters included PCBs, TPH, semivolatile organic compounds 26 
(SVOCs), metals, and organics.  27 

Various metals were detected in soil samples taken:  two contained soluble 28 
concentrations of lead, and one contained soluble concentrations of cadmium above Title 29 
22 standards.  As a result, remediation of metal contamination in soil was recommended.  30 
Additionally, TPH concentrations in soil ranged from 10 parts per million (ppm) to 31 
16,800 ppm; therefore, it was also determined that remediation of hydrocarbon impacted 32 
soil would be warranted.  PCBs concentrations in soil were detected in concentrations 33 
ranging from 1.0 to 1.6 mg/kg, not exceeding cleanup goals.  Groundwater samples did 34 
not reveal detectable concentrations of TPH or PCBs. Selenium was the only metal 35 
detected, at a concentration of 0.1 ppm.  Groundwater remediation was not deemed to be 36 
necessary at that time. 37 

Upon receiving the analytical data above, remedial cleanup levels were established:  TPH 38 
at 1,000 mg/kg, lead at 500 mg/kg, cadmium at 50 mg/kg, and PCBs at 50 mg/kg (if 39 
present).  The initial phase of remediation consisted of excavating a 20 x 20 foot area to a 40 
depth of 3 feet bgs on October 21, 1990.   41 

Subsequently, twenty-two soil samples from excavation spoils and four excavation 42 
bottom samples were collected and analyzed for cadmium, lead, and zinc TTLC and 43 



Figure 3.8-1
Previous Soil and Groundwater Investigation Locations

Port of Los Angeles Berths 212-224 [YTI] Container Terminal Improvements Project
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STLC, and for PCBs.  Also, two samples were analyzed for copper TTLC and STLC.  1 
Lead was detected in one sample at a TTLC of 1,040 mg/kg (exceeding the TTLC 2 
regulatory threshold of 1,000 mg/kg) and in 16 samples at STLC concentrations between 3 
5.8 and 116 mg/L (exceeding the STLC regulatory threshold of 5.0 mg/L).  Copper was 4 
detected at an STLC concentration of 37.9 mg/L (exceeding the STLC regulatory 5 
threshold of 25 mg/L).  Concentrations of PCBs were detected in 11 soil stockpile 6 
samples with total concentrations ranging from 6 to 26 mg/kg (below the 1990 regulatory 7 
threshold of 50 mg/kg).  Soil samples from the excavation bottom were all ND 8 
(<1.0 mg/kg).  EAI collected additional samples from each sidewall at 1.5 feet bgs and 9 
two excavation bottom samples at approximately 3 feet bgs from this same excavation 10 
and tested for metals and for PCBs.  No PCBs were detected above the detection limit of 11 
0.15 mg/kg.  All metals concentrations were below their TTLC threshold values and 12 
maximum metal concentrations were cadmium at 3.5 mg/kg, and lead at 122 mg/kg. 13 

Additional excavation, removal, and disposal of contaminated soil were conducted by 14 
Hugo Neu Proler Corporation in January 1991.  Excavation activities were supervised by 15 
HPNC and EAI staff.  Between the initial phase of remediation described above (1990) 16 
and excavation activities conducted in 1991, approximately 4,155 cubic yards of soil 17 
were excavated, transported, and disposed of.  18 

Upon completion of the excavation activities, a total of 33 soil verification samples were 19 
collected to determine whether the impacted soil had been removed.  Samples were 20 
analyzed for TPH, cadmium, lead and zinc, and PCBs.  Selected soil samples were also 21 
tested for pH, soluble lead, and benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene and xylene (BTEX).  22 
Carbon chain analysis was also conducted on selected soil samples with TPH 23 
concentrations greater than 1,000 mg/kg.  TPH was detected in 27 samples with a 24 
maximum concentration of 13,500 mg/kg and an average concentration of 1,391 mg/kg.  25 
BTEX was not detected.  Carbon chain analysis indicated that the petroleum 26 
hydrocarbons detected were in the C-13 to C-20 range.  Cadmium was detected in 31 27 
samples with a maximum concentration of 16.3 mg/kg and an average concentration of 28 
4.4 mg/kg.  Lead was detected in 22 samples with a maximum concentration of 29 
530 mg/kg and an average concentration of 130 mg/kg.  Three samples were also 30 
analyzed for lead STLC; the maximum concentration was 9.8 mg/L and the average 31 
concentration was 8.6 mg/L.  Zinc was detected in all 33 samples with a maximum 32 
concentration of 3,800 mg/kg and an average concentration of 599 mg/kg.  PCBs were 33 
detected in 21 samples with a maximum total concentration of 8.63 mg/kg and an average 34 
total concentration of 1.68 mg/kg.  During this time, excavation confirmation samples 35 
were also collected by LAHD for PCB analysis.  The average PCB concentration was 36 
7.5 mg/kg with a maximum value of 140 mg/kg.    37 

In response to a WDR permit issued by the LARWQCB for remediation of metals-38 
impacted soil at the HPNC site, CH2M HILL conducted oversight of soil sampling 39 
activities in May and June of 2000.  The sampling activities were being conducted as part 40 
of a Final Sampling and Analysis Plan (FSAP) approved by the LARWQCB, in which 41 
the Hugo Neu Proler lease site was divided into 30 parcels and sampled according to 42 
procedures specified in the FSAP.  A total of 9 soil borings were advanced via direct-43 
push geoprobe drill rig, and samples were collected in 3 distinct parcels; parcels 14, 18, 44 
and 19.  Samples collected revealed lead and selenium concentrations above screening 45 
levels but below the STLC.  Additionally, low concentrations (below WDR limits) of 46 
PAHs were detected in one of the samples collected.  Samples collection in other parcels 47 
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had occurred dating back to October 1997.  Results were not available during the 1 
completion of this document. 2 

3.2.6.4 Page 3.8-12 3 

SA Recycling:  The site is located east and outside of the proposed project footprint site 4 
at 901 New Dock Street (Figure 3.8-1).  The site is a Cleanup Program Site under the 5 
oversight of the RWQCB and is listed as open and undergoing remediation.  Impacted 6 
media includes groundwater and soil, and contaminants of concern include benzene, 7 
toluene, xylenes, PCBs, metals, gasoline, diesel, methyl tertiary butyl ether, tertiary butyl 8 
alcohol, fuel oxygenates, and polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons.  Remediation activities 9 
conducted on site have included the excavation, removal, and disposal of approximately 10 
80, 000 cubic yards of contaminated soil.  The site has and currently operates as a scrap 11 
metal recycling facility and has been the subject of extensive studies, site assessments, 12 
and remedial activities dating back to the mid-1980s.  SA Recycling currently operates on 13 
the site, which was previously occupied by the Hugo Neu Proler Corporation (HNPC).  14 
The site currently contains separate phase product in groundwater and is undergoing 15 
groundwater monitoring on a semiannual basis.   16 

Other Sites: 17 

Former Navy Sites 6A and 6B:  As shown on Figure 3.8-1, these are former Navy sites 18 
that are just south of the proposed project footprint, but part of the current TICTF area.  19 
Site 6B was used for multiple underground fuel storage tanks, vehicle maintenance, 20 
weapons cleaning, and a scrap metal disposal yard, and waste oil was likely used for dust 21 
suppression.  Site 6A was used for buried waste material from dismantled boats, 22 
sandblast waste, and shipyard wastes, and waste oil was likely used for dust suppression.  23 
Several cleanups and investigations have been performed at these sites.  With appropriate 24 
cleanup and CEQA review, these sites are now a part of the TICTF.  A portion of Site 6A 25 
is restricted to commercial/industrial use due to potential pockets of contamination left 26 
behind.  Site 6B is still undergoing study to ascertain compliance under State standards 27 
for unrestricted use; the underground tanks were abandoned in place.  Previous site 28 
assessment has shown that environmental conditions at Site 6B do not restrict use of the 29 
property for industrial uses; however, appropriate worker awareness and notifications 30 
will be needed in the event that construction activities that disturb site soil are to be 31 
performed. 32 

Former and Active Pipelines:  Several former and active pipelines carrying fuel or 33 
chemical products may run through, or be adjacent to, the subject site (e.g., Exxon-Mobil, 34 
Navy, or former Dow Chemical lines).  Any excavation plan normally includes a 35 
thorough search for both active and inactive pipeline rights-of-way, so that appropriate 36 
precautions may be taken to prevent material release should subsurface pipelines be 37 
encountered during site construction or maintenance. 38 

Previous Onsite Investigations  39 

In July and August of 1990, a site assessment was conducted in the 1.6 acre Hugo Neu 40 
Proler parcel by Environmental Audit, Inc. (EAI) as part of a 75-acre development 41 
project in the area of Berths 212–215.  The 1.6 acre HNPC site (Figure 3.8-1) is located 42 
east and adjacent to the former National Metals site (within the YTI Container Terminal 43 
Improvements Project footprint).The purpose of the investigation was to examine the 44 
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possible presence of soil and/or groundwater contamination on site.  As part of the 1 
assessment, seven exploratory borings were advanced and a monitoring well was 2 
installed.  The borings and monitoring well were sampled.  Sampling parameters included 3 
PCBs, TPH, metals, and organics.  4 

Various metals were detected in soil samples taken: two contained soluble concentrations 5 
of lead, and one contained soluble concentrations of cadmium above Title 22 standards.  6 
As a result, remediation of metal contamination in soil was recommended.  Additionally, 7 
TPH concentrations in soil ranged from 10 parts per million (ppm) to 16,800 ppm; thus, it 8 
was also determined that remediation of hydrocarbon impacted soil would be warranted.  9 
Groundwater samples did not reveal detectable concentrations of TPH or PCBs.  10 
Selenium was the only metal detected, at a concentration of 0.1 ppm.  Groundwater 11 
remediation was not deemed to be necessary at the time.  12 

Excavation, removal, and disposal of contaminated soil was conducted by HNPC in 13 
January 1991.  Excavation activities were supervised by HPNC and EAI staff.  Upon 14 
completion of the excavation activities, a total of 33 soil verification samples were 15 
collected to determine whether the impacted soil had been removed.  Elevated TPH and 16 
metal concentrations were detected in some of the samples taken.  17 

In response to a WDR permit issued by the LARWQCB for remediation of metals-18 
impacted soil at the HPNC site, CH2M HILL conducted oversight of soil sampling 19 
activities in May and June of 2000.  The sampling activities were being conducted as part 20 
of a Final Sampling and Analysis Plan (FSAP) approved by the LARWQCB, in which 21 
the HNPC site was divided into 30 parcels and sampled according to procedures specified 22 
in the FSAP.  A total of 9 soil borings were advanced via direct-push geoprobe drill rig, 23 
and samples were collected in 3 distinct parcels; parcels 14, 18, and 19.  Samples 24 
collected revealed lead and selenium concentrations above screening levels but below the 25 
STLC.  Additionally, low concentrations (below WDR limits) of PAHs were detected in 26 
one of the samples collected.  Samples collection in other parcels had occurred dating 27 
back to October 1997.  Results were not available during the completion of this 28 
document. 29 

3.2.6.5 Page 3.8-17 30 

3.8.3.9 Toxic Substances Control Act (40 CFR 761.61) 31 

The former National Metals/Al Larson Boat Shop site and the former Hugo Neu lease 32 
area site areis considered a TSCA-regulated sites for PCBs.  Specific requirements as a 33 
TSCA-regulated site include prior EPA notification of intended subsurface construction 34 
activities, in-situ soil sampling for PCBs with sample extraction using EPA Method 35 
3540C or 3550B and analysis by EPA Method 8082A, and disposal of soils as a TSCA 36 
labeled waste, if PCBs are detected.  EPA must concur with information in the 37 
Notification in writing before excavation occurs.  Sometimes EPA will attach further 38 
conditions to their concurrence, which would have to be followed. 39 
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3.2.6.6 Page 3.8-21 1 

Impact GW-1:  Construction of the proposed Project would not 2 
encounter toxic substances or other contaminants associated with 3 
historical uses of the Port, resulting in short-term exposure to 4 
construction/operations personnel and/or long-term exposure to 5 
future site occupants.   6 

Because of the YTI Terminal’s historical activities related to various hazardous materials, 7 
the site has been subject of several environmental studies and cleanup efforts.  As such, 8 
soil and/or groundwater contamination has been identified during these investigations, as 9 
mentioned above in Section 3.8.2.3, Soil and Groundwater Investigations.  Upon review 10 
of the available environmental studies, results indicated that there are fourfive potential 11 
contamination areas within the proposed project area and one potential source outside the 12 
proposed project footprint:  13 

 Former National Metals Site/Al Larson Boat Shop Property, which was 14 
previously located in Berths 212−214 in the northeast portion of the proposed 15 
project site;   16 

 Golden West Refining Company, which was located in Berth 215, also in the 17 
northeast portion of the proposed project site;  18 

 Former Dow Property, located in central portion of the proposed project site just 19 
south of Berths 217 and 218; and 20 

 Orange County Steel Salvage/Adams Steel, which was located south of the 21 
former location of New Dock Street; and outside the YTI Terminal footprint. 22 

 Former area leased from Hugo Neu Proler Corporation, which was located at the 23 
south end of Berth 211 and is now a part of the YTI Terminal. 24 

3.2.6.7 Page 3.8-25 25 

MM GW-1:   Soil Sampling, Testing, and Treatment.  Prior to ground-disturbing 26 
construction activities, tThe following actions must be implemented by 27 
LAHD or its contractors: 28 

a) Prior to conducting excavations or disturbing the site cap in the 29 
former National Metals and Steel site, and the former Al Larson’s 30 
Boat site, and the former Hugo Neu Proler lease site, EPA must 31 
receive a “Notification of Activity” according to Federal protocol 32 
under the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) for former 33 
polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) remediation sites.  In place (in-situ) 34 
soil sampling for PCBs must be completed prior to excavation and 35 
the analytical results provided to the EPA for review, prior to 36 
excavation.  The sampling, analytical method, extraction, and soil 37 
disposal methods must comply with EPA TSCA regulations for PCB 38 
remediation sites where the original source of the PCBs was greater 39 
than 50 milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg).  Sampling frequency and 40 
depth must be consistent with established EPA sampling procedures 41 
or guidance such as 40 CFR 761, Subpart N (40 CFR 761.260 et al.), 42 
or CERCLA site characterization guidance.  PCB-containing waste 43 
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soils must be disposed of and labeled as TSCA waste.  EPA written 1 
concurrence with the notification is needed before excavation may 2 
proceed in former PCB remediation areas.  In addition, as lead 3 
agency for PCBs, EPA may attach conditions to their concurrence, 4 
which must be followed.  If excavation occurs in these soils, a site-5 
specific health and safety plan (SSHSP) would be required to address 6 
worker safety. 7 

b) In the former National Metals Steel and Al Larson Boat sites, soils 8 
must also be tested in advance for total petroleum hydrocarbons 9 
(TPH), and Title 22 metals, and organochlorine pesticides (OCPs) as 10 
a condition of remediation site closure by the Los Angeles County 11 
Fire Department, Health and Hazardous Materials Section, and 12 
LAHD past practice to provide adequate information for construction 13 
waste characterization and/or worker safety hazard evaluations, prior 14 
to excavation.  Based on past sampling, organochlorine pesticides 15 
(OCPs) should also be tested at the National Metals Steel and Al 16 
Larson Boat site, and Title 22 metals and TPH should be tested at the 17 
Hugo Neu Proler lease site.  If direct truck loading or immediate soil 18 
reuse is desired at the National Metals Steel, Al Larson Boat, and 19 
former Hugo Neu Proler lease sites, testing of any other constituents 20 
necessary for proper disposal or soil reuse should also be performed 21 
prior to excavation. 22 

c) Soils in the former Golden West leasehold must be tested for TPH, 23 
benzene, toluene, ethyl benzene and xylenes, and polyaromatic 24 
hydrocarbons prior to excavationdisposal.  This is due to elevated 25 
petroleum waste left in backfill soils at this site.  In addition, any 26 
other constituent analyses needed by the disposal site or for soil 27 
reuse should be analyzed at the same time and for the reason 28 
described in (b) above.  If excavation occurs in these soils, an 29 
SSHSP would be required to address worker safety.  30 

d) Soils in the former Dow Chemical site must be tested for volatile 31 
organic compounds prior to excavationdisposal.  This is because past 32 
sampling indicates carbon tetrachloride is present at concentrations 33 
above industrial limits and at a level not protective of construction 34 
workers.  Other lower-level volatile organic compounds (VOCs) 35 
were also found and should also be tested.  In addition, any other 36 
constituent analyses needed by the disposal site or for immediate 37 
reuse should be analyzed for at the same time.  If excavation occurs 38 
in these soils, an SSHSP would be required to address worker safety. 39 

e) In Waste Discharge Order 90-045, the Los Angeles Regional Water 40 
Quality Control Board requires maintenance of the structural 41 
integrity of the site cap for the former Golden West site and the 42 
National Metals Steel/Al Larson Boat Shop site.  The site cap is to be 43 
a minimum of a 21-inch layer of clean material, compacted 44 
according to civil engineering standards, and the top 7 inches of this 45 
layer are to be asphalt concrete pavement.  Groundwater monitoring 46 
requirements were rescinded for this site due to the presence of this 47 
cap and 6 years of monitoring indicating that the cap was protecting 48 
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the groundwater from remnant contaminants in site soils.  EPA may 1 
also be concerned with the integrity of this cap over former PCB 2 
remediation areas.  Therefore, if the cap is disturbed over these sites, 3 
including the Hugo Neu Proler lease site, stormwater should not be 4 
allowed to infiltrate the cap, and during normal operations, the 5 
integrity of the cap should be inspected and maintained.  Any other 6 
EPA requirements should also be followed. 7 

MM GW-2:  Contamination Contingency Plan.  The following contingency plan 8 
will be implemented to address contamination discovered during 9 
demolition, grading, and construction.   10 

a) All trench excavation and filling operations will be observed for the 11 
presence of free petroleum products, chemicals, or contaminated soil.  12 
Soil suspected of contamination will be segregated from other soil.  13 
In the event soil suspected of contamination is encountered during 14 
construction, the contractor will notify LAHD’s environmental 15 
representative.  LAHD will confirm the presence of the suspect 16 
material and direct the contractor to remove, stockpile or contain, 17 
and characterize the suspect material.  Continued work at a 18 
contaminated site will require the approval of the LAHD Project 19 
Engineer. 20 

b) Excavation of VOC-impacted soil, or soil suspected of being 21 
impacted by VOCs based on historical site use, will require obtaining 22 
and complying with a South Coast Air Quality Management District 23 
Rule 1166 permit.  For soil suspected to have carbon tetrachloride, a 24 
Photo Ionization Detector (PID) with an 11.7 eV lamp will be 25 
necessary to detect significant levels. 26 

c) The remedial option(s) selected will be dependent on a suite of 27 
criteria (including but not limited to types of chemical constituents, 28 
concentration of the chemicals, health and safety issues, time 29 
constraints, and cost) and will be determined on a site-specific basis.  30 
Both offsite and onsite remedial options may be evaluated. 31 

d) The extent of removal actions will be determined on a site-specific 32 
basis.  At a minimum, the impacted area(s) within the boundaries of 33 
the construction area will be remediated to the satisfaction of LAHD 34 
and the lead regulatory agency for the site or action.  The LAHD 35 
Project Manager overseeing removal actions will inform the 36 
contractor when the removal action is complete. 37 

e) Copies of hazardous waste manifests or other documents indicating 38 
the amount, nature, and disposition of such materials will be 39 
submitted to the LAHD Project Manager within 60 days of project 40 
completion. 41 

f) In the event that contaminated soil is encountered either prior to or 42 
during construction, all onsite personnel handling or working in the 43 
vicinity of the contaminated material must be trained in accordance 44 
with EPA and Occupational Safety and Health and Administration 45 
(OSHA) regulations for hazardous waste operations or demonstrate 46 
they have completed the appropriate training.  Training must provide 47 
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protective measures and practices to reduce or eliminate hazardous 1 
materials/waste hazards at the workplace. 2 

g) When impacted soil must be excavated, air monitoring will be 3 
conducted as appropriate for related emissions adjacent to the 4 
excavation.  5 

h) All excavations will be backfilled with structurally suitable fill 6 
material that is free from contamination per LAHD standards. 7 

i) Standard engineering controls and BMPs will be implemented while 8 
excavating impacted soils to minimize human exposure to potential 9 
contaminants.  Engineering controls and construction BMPs will 10 
include but not be limited to the following: 11 

 Contractor will water/mist soil as its being excavated and loaded 12 
onto transportation trucks. 13 

 Contractor will place any stockpiled soil in areas shielded from 14 
prevailing winds. 15 

 Contractor will cover the bottom of excavated areas with 16 
sheeting when work is not being performed. 17 

3.2.6.8 Page 3.8-48 18 

Impact GW-1:  Construction of the proposed Project would not encounter toxic substances or other 
contaminants associated with historical uses of the Port, resulting in short-term exposure to 
construction/operations personnel and/or long-term exposure to future site occupants.   
Mitigation Measure MM GW-1:  Soil Sampling, Testing, and Treatment.  Prior to ground-disturbing 

construction activities, tThe following actions must be implemented by LAHD or its 
contractors: 

a) Prior to conducting excavations or disturbing the site cap in the former National 
Metals and Steel site, and the former Al Larson’s Boat site, and the former Hugo 
Neu Proler lease site, EPA must receive a “Notification of Activity” according to 
Federal protocol under the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) for former 
polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) remediation sites.  In place (in-situ) soil sampling 
for PCBs must be completed prior to excavation and the analytical results provided 
to the EPA for review, prior to excavation.  The sampling, analytical method, 
extraction, and soil disposal methods must comply with EPA TSCA regulations for 
PCB remediation sites where the original source of the PCBs was greater than 
50 milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg).  Sampling frequency and depth must be 
consistent with established EPA sampling procedures or guidance such as 40 CFR 
761, Subpart N (40 CFR 761.260 et al.), or CERCLA site characterization guidance.  
PCB-containing waste soils must be disposed of and labeled as TSCA waste.  EPA 
written concurrence with the notification is needed before excavation may proceed 
in former PCB remediation areas.  In addition, as lead agency for PCBs, EPA may 
attach conditions to their concurrence, which must be followed.  If excavation occurs 
in these soils, a site-specific health and safety plan (SSHSP) would be required to 
address worker safety. 

b) In the former National Metals Steel and Al Larson Boat sites, soils must also be 
tested in advance for total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH), and Title 22 metals, and 
organochlorine pesticides (OCPs) as a condition of remediation site closure by the 
Los Angeles County Fire Department, Health and Hazardous Materials Section, and 
LAHD past practice to provide adequate information for construction waste 
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characterization and/or worker safety hazard evaluations, prior to excavation.  Based 
on past sampling, organochlorine pesticides (OCPs) should also be tested at the 
National Metals Steel and Al Larson Boat site, and Title 22 metals and TPH should 
be tested at the Hugo Neu Proler lease site.  If direct truck loading or immediate soil 
reuse is desired at the National Metals Steel, Al Larson Boat, and former Hugo Neu 
Proler lease sites, testing of any other constituents necessary for proper disposal or 
soil reuse should also be performed prior to excavation. 

c) Soils in the former Golden West leasehold must be tested for TPH, benzene, toluene, 
ethyl benzene and xylenes, and polyaromatic hydrocarbons prior to 
excavationdisposal.  This is due to elevated petroleum waste left in backfill soils at 
this site.  In addition, any other constituent analyses needed by the disposal site or 
for soil reuse should be analyzed at the same time and for the reason described in (b) 
above.  If excavation occurs in these soils, an SSHSP would be required to address 
worker safety.  

d) Soils in the former Dow Chemical site must be tested for volatile organic 
compounds prior to excavationdisposal.  This is because past sampling indicates 
carbon tetrachloride is present at concentrations above industrial limits and at a level 
not protective of construction workers.  Other lower-level volatile organic 
compounds (VOCs) were also found and should also be tested.  In addition, any 
other constituent analyses needed by the disposal site or for immediate reuse should 
be analyzed for at the same time.  If excavation occurs in these soils, an SSHSP 
would be required to address worker safety. 

e) In Waste Discharge Order 90-045, the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control 
Board requires maintenance of the structural integrity of the site cap for the former 
Golden West site and the National Metals Steel/Al Larson Boat Shop site.  The site 
cap is to be a minimum of a 21-inch layer of clean material, compacted according to 
civil engineering standards, and the top 7 inches of this layer are to be asphalt 
concrete pavement.  Groundwater monitoring requirements were rescinded for this 
site due to the presence of this cap and 6 years of monitoring indicating that the cap 
was protecting the groundwater from remnant contaminants in site soils.  EPA may 
also be concerned with the integrity of this cap over former PCB remediation areas.  
Therefore, if the cap is disturbed over these sites, including the Hugo Neu Proler 
lease site, stormwater should not be allowed to infiltrate the cap, and during normal 
operations, the integrity of the cap should be inspected and maintained.  Any other 
EPA requirements should also be followed. 

Timing Prior to and concurrent with proposed project construction. 
Methodology LAHD will include these mitigation measures in the bid specification for construction of 

the proposed Project or an alternative. 
Responsible Parties LAHD through construction contractor. 
Residual Impacts Less than significant  
Mitigation Measure MM GW-2: Contamination Contingency Plan.  The following contingency plan will 

be implemented to address contamination discovered during demolition, grading, and 
construction: 
a) All trench excavation and filling operations will be observed for the presence of 

free petroleum products, chemicals, or contaminated soil.  Soil suspected of 
contamination will be segregated from other soil.  In the event soil suspected of 
contamination is encountered during construction, the contractor will notify 
LAHD’s environmental representative.  LAHD will confirm the presence of the 
suspect material and direct the contractor to remove, stockpile or contain, and 
characterize the suspect material.  Continued work at a contaminated site will 
require the approval of the LAHD Project Engineer. 
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b) Excavation of VOC-impacted soil, or soil suspected of being impacted by 
VOCs based on historical site use, will require obtaining and complying with a 
South Coast Air Quality Management District Rule 1166 permit.  For soil 
suspected to have carbon tetrachloride, a Photo Ionization Detector (PID) with 
an 11.7 eV lamp will be necessary to detect significant levels. 

c) The remedial option(s) selected will be dependent on a suite of criteria 
(including but not limited to types of chemical constituents, concentration of 
the chemicals, health and safety issues, time constraints, and cost) and will be 
determined on a site-specific basis.  Both offsite and onsite remedial options 
may be evaluated. 

d) The extent of removal actions will be determined on a site-specific basis.  At a 
minimum, the impacted area(s) within the boundaries of the construction area 
will be remediated to the satisfaction of LAHD and the lead regulatory agency 
for the site or action.  The LAHD Project Manager overseeing removal actions 
will inform the contractor when the removal action is complete. 

e) Copies of hazardous waste manifests or other documents indicating the amount, 
nature, and disposition of such materials will be submitted to the LAHD Project 
Manager within 60 days of project completion. 

f) In the event that contaminated soil is encountered either prior to or during 
construction, all onsite personnel handling or working in the vicinity of the 
contaminated material must be trained in accordance with EPA and 
Occupational Safety and Health and Administration (OSHA) regulations for 
hazardous waste operations or demonstrate they have completed the appropriate 
training.  Training must provide protective measures and practices to reduce or 
eliminate hazardous materials/waste hazards at the workplace. 

g) When impacted soil must be excavated, air monitoring will be conducted as 
appropriate for related emissions adjacent to the excavation.  

h) All excavations will be backfilled with structurally suitable fill material that is 
free from contamination per LAHD standards. 

i) Standard engineering controls and BMPs will be implemented while excavating 
impacted soils to minimize human exposure to potential contaminants.  
Engineering controls and construction BMPs will include but not be limited to 
the following: 
 Contractor will water/mist soil as its being excavated and loaded onto 

transportation trucks. 

 Contractor will place any stockpiled soil in areas shielded from prevailing 
winds. 

 Contractor will cover the bottom of excavated areas with sheeting when work is 
not being performed. 

Timing Concurrent with proposed project construction. 
Methodology LAHD will include these mitigation measures in the bid specification for construction of 

the proposed Project or an alternative. 
Responsible Parties LAHD through construction contractor. 
Residual Impacts Less than significant  

 1 
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3.2.7 Changes Made to Section 3.15, Water Quality, 1 

Sediments, and Oceanography 2 

3.2.7.1 Page 3.15-23 3 

Water Resources Action Plan 4 

The WRAP was prepared by the Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach, in coordination 5 
with their cities, EPA, and the Los Angeles RWQCB (POLA and POLB 2009).  The 6 
WRAP’s purpose is to provide a programmatic framework to identify mechanisms for the 7 
Ports to achieve the goals and targets that will be established in the relevant TMDLs and 8 
to comply with the GCASP, GIASP, and municipal permits issued to the ports and their 9 
respective cities and tenants through the NPDES program.  The WRAP identifies 10 
multiple current and potential control measures to minimize effects to water and sediment 11 
quality.  These include Land Use Control Measures, On-Water Source Control Measures, 12 
Sediment Control Measures, and Watershed Control Measures.  The WRAP is considered 13 
a living document, and the ports will modify it as circumstances warrant.  At present, the 14 
LAHD is preparing several documents in support of the WRAP objectives, including a 15 
Vessel Guidance Manual, a Design Guidance Manual (to address SUSMP, LID and other 16 
BMPs), and a Sediment Management Strategy document. 17 

Additionally, the WRAP includes measures to prohibit and avoid the discharge of sewage 18 
in the harbor.  The State of California applied for and received approval to establish a 19 
statewide No Discharge Zone for sewage.  As such, the discharge of sewage, whether 20 
treated or untreated, is prohibited within California waters (including the Ports of Los 21 
Angeles and Long Beach).  This rule prohibits sewage discharge from the following 22 
vessels: all large passenger vessels of 300 gross tons or greater and large oceangoing 23 
vessels of 300 gross tons or greater with available holding tank capacity or containing 24 
sewage generated while the vessel was outside of the marine waters of the State of 25 
California. 26 

3.2.8 Changes Made to Chapter 4, Cumulative Impacts 27 

3.2.8.1 Figure 4-1 28 

Figure 4-1, Related and Cumulative Projects, contained some errors on the location of the 29 
respective projects.  Figure 4-1 has been modified to show the appropriate locations of 30 
the projects, and is included as a modification within this Final EIS/EIR following this 31 
page. 32 

3.2.9 Changes Made to Chapter 5, Environmental 33 

Justice 34 

3.2.9.1 Pages 5-1 and 5-2 35 

The Environmental Justice analysis and impact determinations are applicable only to 36 
NEPA; they are not required under CEQA.  Further, because Alternative 1 is not subject 37 
to NEPA as it is a CEQA-only alternative, and Alternative 2 would result in no 38 
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Related and Cumulative Projects

Berths 212-224 [YTI] Container Terminal Improvements Project
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62. Da na  S tra nd Public Housing
      Redevelopment Project
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64. L AS U D S R S pa n K-8 S chool
65. Wilmington Redevelopment Pla n
      Amendment/Expa nsion Project
66. Ba nning Museum a nd Ba nning Pa rk
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68. Piers G & J T ermina l Redevelopment Project
69. Pier A West Remedia tion Project
70. Pier A Ea st, Port of L ong Bea ch
71. Pier S  Ma rine T ermina l
72. Administra tion Building Repla cement Project
73. Gera ld Desmond Bridge Repla cement Project
74. Chemoil Ma rine T ermina l, T a nk Insta lla tion
75. Pier B Ra il Y a rd Expa nsion
     (On- Dock Ra il S upport Fa cility
76. Mitsubishi Cement Corpora tion
      Fa cility Modifica tions
77. Ea gle Rock Construction Aggrega te
      T ermina l Development
78. Cemera  L ong Bea ch Aggrega te T ermina l
79. T ermina l Isla nd Ra il Projects
80. Pola ris Aggrega te T ermina l
81. S ulex Demolition Project
82. Pier T , T T I (formerly Ha njin) T ermina l, Pha se III

83. S chuyler Heim Bridge Repla cement
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84. I-710 (L ong Bea ch Freewa y) Ma jor Corridor S tudy
85. Cerritos Cha nnel Bridge

86. BP Ca rson Refinery S a fety, Complia nce
      a nd Optimiza tion Project
87. Kinder Morga n T ermina l Expa nsion
88. Chemoil T ermina ls Corpora tion
89. ConocoPhillips Refinery T a nk Repla cement Project
90. BP L ogistics Project
91. U ltra ma r Inc., Olympic T a nk Fa rm
92. WesPa c S ma rt Energy T ra nsport S ystem Project
93. T esoro Relia bility Improvement
        a nd Regula tory Complia nce Project
94. Wa rren Oil WT U  Centra l Fa cility
        a nd New Equipment Project

Port of Los Angeles Projects
1. Berths 136-147 Ma rine T ermina l, West Ba sin
2. S a n Pedro Wa terfront Project
3. Cha nnel Deepening Project
4. Ca brillo Wa y Ma rina , Pha se II
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12. Wilmington Wa terfront Ma ster Pla n
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18. S outhern Ca lifornia  Interna tiona l Ga tewa y
      Project (S CIG)
19. S a n Pedro Wa terfront Enha ncements Project
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23. Port of L os Angeles Ma ster Pla n U pda te. 
24. U S S  Iowa  Ba ttleship
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26. Ma intena nce Dredging
27. Outer Ha rbor Cruise T ermina l a nd
      Outer Ha rbor Pa rk
28. City Dock No. 1 Ma rine Resea rch Project
29. Ports O'Ca ll Redevelopment 
30. Anchora ge Roa d S oil S tora ge S ite (ARS S S )
      Open S pa ce
31. T rucking S upport Center
32. Reloca tion of S A Recycling
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34. Al L a rson Boa t S hop Improvement Project
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      U nion L oca l 13 Dispa tch Ha ll Project
37. Wilmington Y outh S a iling a nd Aqua tic Center
38. S ola r Pa nel Insta lla tion Progra m
39. MOT EMS  U pgra de Progra m 
40. Fish Processing in Fish Ha rbor
Port of Los Angeles and/or Port of Long Beach
Potential Port-Wide Operational Projects
41. Na vy Wa y/S ea side Avenue Intercha nge
ICTF Joint Powers Authority
42. U nion Pa cific Ra ilroa d ICT F Moderniza tion Project
Community of San Pedro Projects
43. 15th S treet Elementa ry S chool
44. Pa cific Corridors Redevelopment Project
45. Condominiums, 28000 Western Ave
46. T a rget (Ga ffey S treet)
47. L a  S a lle L ofts
48. Condominiums, 319 N. Ha rbor Blvd
49. Ponte Vista /Na va l S ite
50. 8th S treet L ofts
51. S a n Pedro Pla za  Pa rk
52. Ca brillo Avenue Extension
53. A-Delta  Rea lty
54. S ingle Fa mily Homes (Ga ffey S treet)
55. Pa los Verdes U rba n Villa ge
56. Vue (Pa cific T ra de Center), 255 5th S t
57. Ba nk L ofts
58. Mixed-use development, 281 W 8th S t
59. T empora ry L ittle L ea gue Pa rk
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incremental difference than the NEPA Baseline, these alternatives are not analyzed for 1 
Environmental Justice impacts.  After the incorporation of mitigation measures, the 2 
proposed Project and Alternative 3 would result in potentially significant impacts on 3 
minority populations and low-income individuals related to air quality, and would result 4 
in a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact related to 5 
construction noise at the liveaboard receptors, which would constitute a 6 
disproportionately high and adverse effect on minority and low-income populations. 7 

3.2.9.2 Pages 5-18 and 5-19 8 

Noise (Section 3.12 and Section 4.2.12) 9 

As described in Section 3.12.4.2, the significance criteria for noise are the same for both 10 
the CEQA and NEPA analyses.   11 

Impact NOI-1: The proposed Project would not increase the existing ambient noise 12 
levels at any identified noise receptor in the proposed project area by 5 dBA or more; 13 
however, noise produced by pile driving during sheet and king pile installation would be 14 
6 dB above the ambient noise level at the nearby liveaboard boat area in the East Basin.  15 
Mitigation measure MM NOI-1, which would require the contractor to use a pile driving 16 
system, such as an IHC Hydrohammer SC Series or equivalent; a Bruce hammer (with 17 
silencing kit); an IHC Hydrohammer, SC series (with a sound insulation system); or an 18 
equivalent silenced hammer that is capable of limiting maximum noise levels at 50 feet 19 
from the pile driver to 104 dBA or less during installation of king piles and sheet piles, 20 
would reduce the maximum noise levels during installation of king piles and sheet piles.  21 
Mitigation measure MM NOI-2, which would require installation of temporary noise 22 
attenuation barriers suitable for pile-driving equipment as needed, would further reduce 23 
construction noise.  With implementation of mitigation measures MM NOI-1 and MM 24 
NOI-2, the proposed Project would not have a significant impact related to noise.  25 
However, the proposed Project could make a cumulatively considerable contribution to a 26 
significant cumulative impact at the liveaboard receptors.  This cumulative impact would 27 
constitute a disproportionately high and adverse effect on minority and low-income 28 
populations. 29 

3.2.9.3 Page 5-38 30 

3.2.9.4 Noise (Section 3.12 and Section 4.2.12) 31 

As described in Section 3.12.4.2, the significance criteria for noise are the same for both 32 
the CEQA and NEPA analyses.   33 

Impact NOI-1: Alternative 3-related construction noise from pile driving would not 34 
increase existing ambient noise levels at any identified noise-sensitive receptor in the 35 
proposed project vicinity by 5 dBA or more.  Thus, Alternative 3 individually would not 36 
have a significant impact related to noise.  However, the construction noise from pile 37 
driving could temporarily increase the ambient noise levels at nearby liveaboard boats 38 
and, should construction of other projects in the vicinity occur concurrently, these 39 
construction activities could make a cumulatively considerable contribution to a 40 
significant cumulative impact at the liveaboard boats.  Mitigation measures MM NOI-1 41 
and MM NOI-2 would further reduce construction noise; however, even with their 42 
implementation, Alternative 3 would make a cumulatively considerable contribution to a 43 
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significant cumulative impact related to noise at the liveaboard receptors.  This 1 
cumulative impact related to construction noise would constitute a disproportionately 2 
high and adverse effect on minority and low-income populations.   3 

3.2.9.5 Page 5-39 4 

Significant unavoidable air quality and noise impacts would constitute disproportionately 5 
high and adverse effects on minority and/or low-income population under the proposed 6 
Project.  All other resource impacts would either be less than significant or, if significant, 7 
would be limited to the proposed project site, would not affect the public, would be 8 
mitigated to less-than-significant levels, or would otherwise not have disproportionately 9 
high and adverse effects on minority and/or low-income populations. 10 

Table 5-3:  Summary of Disproportionate Effects on Minority and Low-Income 
Populations from the Proposed Project and Alternatives 

Alternative a Air Quality Noise 
Proposed Project   Criteria pollutant emissions in 

excess of thresholds from 
construction and operations. 

 High ambient concentrations of 
NO2 and PM10 associated with 
operations (with mitigation).   

 Noise impacts at the 
liveaboard receptors 
during pile driving could 
be cumulatively 
considerable. 

Alternative 3 (Reduced 
Project: Improve Berths 
217–220 Only) 

 Criteria pollutant emissions in 
excess of thresholds from 
construction and operations. 

 High ambient concentrations of 
NO2 and PM10 associated with 
construction and operations 
(with mitigation).   

 Noise impacts at the 
liveaboard receptors 
during pile driving could 
be cumulatively 
considerable. 

a Table 5-3 does not include Alternative 1 because the impacts of the No Project Alternative are not 
required to be analyzed under NEPA.  NEPA requires the analysis of a No Federal Action Alternative 
(Alternative 2).  Additionally, Table 5-3 does not include Alternative 2 because Alternative 2 is the same 
as the NEPA baseline and would not result in any impacts under NEPA. 

 11 

3.2.10 Changes Made to Chapter 6, Comparison of 12 

Alternatives 13 

3.2.10.1 Page 6-11 14 

Total construction and annual operation CO2e emissions would exceed the GHG 15 
threshold of 10,000 mty in all analysis years under the proposed Project and 16 
Alternatives 1 through 3.  Mitigation measures MM AQ-1, MM AQ-5, MM AQ-9, and 17 
MM AQ-10 and MM GHG-1 through MM GHG-34 would reduce GHG emissions for 18 
the proposed Project and Alternatives 2 and 3 (mitigation is not applicable to 19 
Alternative 1); however, impacts would remain significant and unavoidable under the 20 
proposed Project and Alternatives 1 through 3 under CEQA.  No impact determination 21 
regarding GHG 22 
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3.2.11 Changes Made to Chapter 7, Socioeconomics 1 

3.2.11.1 Page 7-28 2 

In addition to ongoing public involvement initiatives, the Port Community Mitigation 3 
Trust Fund (Fund) was established in 2008 as a result of the settlement between the Port 4 
of Los Angeles and the City of Los Angeles known as the TraPac Memorandum of 5 
Understanding (MOU).  The Harbor Community Benefit Foundation (HCBF), the 6 
nonprofit established to operate the Port Community Mitigation Trust Fund, addresses the 7 
negative cumulative environmental and public health impacts created by the business 8 
operations at the Port.  The mission of the Harbor Community Benefit FoundationHCBF 9 
is “to carry out public benefit projects that assess, protect, and improve public health, 10 
quality of life, and the natural environment of the local communities.”  The Harbor 11 
Community Benefit FoundationHCBF carries out its mission by overseeing grants and 12 
addressing, through mitigation projects, off-port impacts from existing and future 13 
operations at the Port of Los Angeles in the communities of Wilmington and San Pedro.  14 
(Harbor Community Benefit Foundation 2014.)   15 

Per Exhibit B of the MOU, a specific list of Port expansion projects was established for 16 
which LAHD would contribute funds to the Fund upon project implementation.  The YTI 17 
Container Terminal Improvements Project is one of the projects listed in Exhibit B.  As 18 
such, LAHD has estimated it will contribute approximately $773,500 to the HCBF per 19 
the established calculation method if the proposed Project is implemented in accordance 20 
with the provisions of the MOU.  The final amount will be determined at the time the 21 
Board considers whether to certify the Final EIR and approve the proposed Project.  22 

The MOU specifies that contributions will be made to the HCBF per the established 23 
calculation for throughput in exceedance of existing capacity.  As such, if a project 24 
alternative that results in an increased terminal capacity is approved, a contribution would 25 
be made to the Fund.  Alternative 3 results in the same throughput in the horizon year as 26 
the proposed Project.  Therefore, should Alternative 3 be approved, LAHD would 27 
contribute the same funds to the HCBF as if the proposed Project was approved.  Because 28 
Alternatives 1 and 2 do not result in an increase in terminal capacity, no contributions 29 
would be made to the HCBF should one of these two alternatives be approved. 30 

The MOU does not allow the funding to be used as mitigation for direct project effects.  31 
The HCBF awards funding to a variety of projects and programs aimed at reducing 32 
health, environmental, and community impacts from Port operations in the communities 33 
of San Pedro and Wilmington.  Projects and programs that have been granted funds from 34 
the HCBF include: 35 

 construction of a dedicated respiratory clinic at the Wilmington Family Health 36 
Center; 37 

 operation of the Long Beach Alliance for Children with Asthma and the 38 
Children’s Clinic, which provide home visits and low and no cost respiratory 39 
care for families; 40 

 purchase of CNG buses by the Boys & Girls Club of Los Angeles to provide 41 
transportation between the Boys & Girls Club and the Harbor Community Clinic; 42 
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 guided community exercise programs and health education provided by the Tzu 1 
Chi Community Clinic; 2 

 additional respiratory and asthma services for the Harbor Community Clinic in 3 
San Pedro and Rainbow Services; 4 

 establishment of a support network for Harbor area residents with Chronic 5 
Obstructive Pulmonary Disease (COPD) by Breathe California of Los Angeles 6 
County; 7 

 registration of the Harbor Community Clinic as a Certified Enrollment Entity to 8 
assist residents with respiratory illnesses enroll in health plans under the 9 
California Health Benefit Exchange; 10 

 expansion of a summer fellowship program on Port operations and respiratory 11 
health with Los Angeles Biomed; 12 

 hiring of a Community Health Worker for the Harbor community through the 13 
Robert F. Kennedy Institute; 14 

 bringing St. Mary’s mobile care clinic to Wilmington for no cost medical care for 15 
low-income individuals; and 16 

 continued support of the Bridge for Health program, which supports individuals 17 
with respiratory illnesses in Harbor communities through The Children’s Clinic. 18 

Please see the HCBF website at http://hcbf.org/ for further information on past and 19 
current grants.  See Appendix C: Grant Project Reporting and Evaluation Guidelines of 20 
the HCBF Strategic Plan 2013-2016, also available on the HCBF website, for information 21 
on how the HCBF quantifies the success of the projects and programs it funds.  22 
Monitoring performance and success of the projects and programs receiving grants 23 
through the HCBF is the foundation’s responsibility. 24 

LAHD is also in the process of implementing several development projects, including the 25 
San Pedro Waterfront Master Plan and Wilmington Waterfront Master Plan.  These 26 
development programs are aimed at strengthening economic development and enhancing 27 
community amenities.  Specifically, objectives of the San Pedro Waterfront Master Plan 28 
include increasing public waterfront access, enhancing commercial opportunities, 29 
improving transportation and non-vehicular mobility around the waterfront, and growing 30 
the Port in a sustainable manner.  Project elements include the creation of new harbors 31 
and a public pier, new commercial development, enhancement of visitor attractions, 32 
development of a waterfront promenade and open space, and a variety of transportation 33 
improvements.  The EIS/EIR for the San Pedro Waterfront Master Plan was certified in 34 
September 2009, and by July 2012, several projects had been implemented, including 35 
Crafted at the Port of Los Angeles, which is an arts and crafts market. 36 



Los Angeles Harbor Department 
 

Chapter 3 Modifications to the Draft EIS/EIR 
 
 

 
Berths 212–224 (YTI) Container Terminal 
Improvements Project Final EIS/EIR 3-41 October 2014 

ICF 00070.13 
 

3.2.11.2 Page 7-38, Table 7-16 1 

Table 7-16:  Proposed Project: Direct and Secondary Construction 
Employment Over the Construction Period  

Period Employment (Number of Jobs) 
2012–2013 
Direct  0.35 
Secondary 0. 35 
Subtotal 0.61.0 
2013–2014 
Direct  611 
Secondary 611 

Subtotal 1222 
2014–2015 
Direct  1418 
Secondary 1415 

Subtotal 2533 
2015–2016 
Direct  180197 
Secondary 147162 

Subtotal 327359 
2016–2017 
Direct 2184 

Secondary 2151 

Subtotal 4335 
Totals 
Direct 410 

Secondary 340 

GRAND TOTAL 750 
 2 

3.2.12 Changes Made to Appendices 3 

3.2.12.1 Appendix F 4 

Appendix F, Draft Sediment Characterization Report, dated November 2013, has been 5 
replaced with the Final Sediment Characterization Report, dated May 2014.  The final 6 
report is appended to this Final EIS/EIR. 7 

8 
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