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Dr. Ralph G. Appy
Director of Environrnental Manaeement
Port of [,os Angeles
425 South Palos Verdes Street
San Pedro, CA 90731

Re: San Pedro Waterfront Project

5,2008

Dear Dr. Appy:

The South Coast Interfaith Council, *r,vr.v.scinterfaith.org, is attentive to the
well-being and quality of life of people within its constituency, 1s,'ghly in the
southern part of Los Angeles County. SCIC's Social Concerns Committee
commends the port for its suppod of the Bridge to Breakwater Master
Development Plan and its related projects. The San Pedro Waterfront koject
is especially significant as an effort to enhance the lives of local residents and
to draw visitors from throughout Califomia and far beyond. San Pedro is a
naturally scenic and rejuvenating area with a rich cultural heritage.

We urge that carelirl attention be given to alternative plans that have been put
forth and that the final Environmental Impact Report/Statement go beyond
merely giving written responses and actually incorporate the best and most
thoughtfirl recommendations. This may require one or more special public
workshops or study sessions. We are especially irnpressed with the
professional qualig and sensitivity to community and environmental concerts
of the Sustainable Waterfront Plan.

We urge that every effort be made to ensue that the Waterfront Project add to
the social cohesion of the San Pedro community, especially for its poorer
residents. ln this regard it is important to not mar the view from Cabrillo
Beach by siting a cruise ship terminal at Kaiser Point and to not over-gentriry
Ports O Call Village. Social cohesion and a spirit of community would also
be enhanced by a pedestrian thoroughfare and land bridge fiom downtown to
Ports O Call and by Red Car service from downtown to the waterfront.

Climate change is a challenge to which attention must be given. Accordingly,
it is vitally important that the Waterfront Project encourage walking and
bicycling as modes of getting from place to place and as forms of recreation.

Centra Shalan )  Harbor  Area Farmers '  l , t larke ls  . , t  GoorJ Sanar lan Counsel ing Center
CRaP Hunger Walks (Long Beach Pentnsuta) ..) Dr l, ' lattiti Luther K.ing Jr lnleiaith Cetebraiian , Re/igious Dreciorgs
Congregatiott Alhletic Leagues (South Bay Long Beach) a) Long Beach Religious Leaders Associalio, a! Etlvtronft]enial pncritjes Nelwotk



We endorse the Sustainable Waterfront Plan's recommendation to enhance
links to existing open space, specifically kland Park, Peck Park, Bandini
Canyon, Royal Palm Beach, White Point, Point Ferrnin, Sunken city, Angels
Gate Park Cabrillo Beach and the Harbor View Trail. Greenhouse gas
emissions can be reduced by locating all berths, particularly cruise ship berths,
at the inner harbor, thus reducing distances large numbers of cars, buses, and
trucks must travel and relieving congestion,

It is of course essential that the ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach follow
through with their Clean Air Action Plan. We applaud you for your
progressive Clean Trucks Program and hope that similarly inspired programs
can be instituted to give special protection to school children and the elderly.

This letter is also being sent by e-mail with attachments related to the
Sustainable Waterfront Plan.

Chair, Social Concerns Committee



From: Carl Farrington
To: Ceqacomments;
Subject: San Pedro Waterfront Project
Date: Friday, December 05, 2008 9:14:34 PM
Attachments: SustainableWaterfrontPlan.pdf

Goals of community Isabelle100808-1-1.doc

South Coast Interfaith Council
759 Linden Avenue

Long Beach, CA 90813
scic@charterinternet.com

December 5, 2008
Dr. Ralph G. Appy
Director of Environmental Management
Port of Los Angeles
425 South Palos Verdes Street
San Pedro, CA 90731

Re: San Pedro Waterfront Project

Dear Dr. Appy:

The South Coast Interfaith Council, www.scinterfaith.org, is attentive to the well-
being and quality of life of people within its constituency, roughly in the southern 
part of Los Angeles County.  SCIC’s Social Concerns Committee commends the 
port for its support of the Bridge to Breakwater Master Development Plan and its 
related projects.  The San Pedro Waterfront Project is especially significant as an 
effort to enhance the lives of local residents and to draw visitors from throughout 
California and far beyond.  San Pedro is a naturally scenic and rejuvenating area 
with a rich cultural heritage.

We urge that careful attention be given to alternative plans that have been put 
forth and that the final Environmental Impact Report/Statement go beyond merely 
giving written responses and actually incorporate the best and most thoughtful 
recommendations.  This may require one or more special public workshops or 
study sessions.  We are especially impressed with the professional quality and 
sensitivity to community and environmental concerns of the Sustainable 
Waterfront Plan.

We urge that every effort be made to ensure that the Waterfront Project add to the 



social cohesion of the San Pedro community, especially for its poorer residents.
In this regard it is important to not mar the view from Cabrillo Beach by siting a 
cruise ship terminal at Kaiser Point and to not over-gentrify Ports O Call Village.
Social cohesion and a spirit of community would also be enhanced by a pedestrian 
thoroughfare and land bridge from downtown to Ports O Call and by Red Car 
service from downtown to the waterfront.

Climate change is a challenge to which attention must be given.  Accordingly, it is 
vitally important that the Waterfront Project encourage walking and bicycling as 
modes of getting from place to place and as forms of recreation.  We endorse the 
Sustainable Waterfront Plan’s recommendation to enhance links to existing open 
space, specifically Leland Park, Peck Park, Bandini Canyon, Royal Palm Beach, 
White Point, Point Fermin, Sunken city, Angels Gate Park, Cabrillo Beach and the 
Harbor View Trail.  Greenhouse gas emissions can be reduced by locating all 
berths, particularly cruise ship berths, at the inner harbor, thus reducing distances 
large numbers of cars, buses, and trucks must travel and relieving congestion.

It is of course essential that the ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach follow 
through with their Clean Air Action Plan.  We applaud you for your progressive 
Clean Trucks Program and hope that similarly inspired programs can be instituted 
to give special protection to school children and the elderly.

This letter is also being sent by U.S. mail without attachments related to the 
Sustainable Waterfront Plan.

                                                Cordially,

                                                            Carl Farrington
                                                            Chair, Social Concerns Committee
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San Pedro Sustainable Waterfront Plan 
Specific Goals of the Community of San Pedro 

October 2008 Presentation  
PCAC Subcommittee 

1. All berths to be located at the inner harbor.
a. Set aside Cabrillo Beach/Outer Harbor area for recreational/educational uses that preclude cruise service.  
b. Maintain all berths as shared berths, with no terminals dedicated to one vender. 
c. Create some agreement that a limited temporary berth at existing Kaiser Point location may continue with 

restrictions.  
d. No new terminal or parking at Berth 46. 

2. Provide linkages to downtown and community. 
a. Create pedestrian-oriented design, from bridge to breakwater and to downtown.  
b. Incorporate/enhance regional transportation, such as express and Amtrak buses to L.A., L.B., Wilmington and 

other regional destinations, in order to reduce car trips to waterfront, beaches and off-site parking areas.   
c. Run the Red Car line extensively all along the waterfront with stops from Cabrillo Beach to Dock One, to 

Kaiser Point, to the north harbor cruise ship terminal and through downtown. 
d. Build land bridges between downtown and Ports of Call, including roof gardens and pedestrian walkways on 

the parking structures and east-west connecting walkways. 
e. Create pedestrian links to downtown, both physical and economic, to provide access to the water and POC. 
f. Maintain the scenic 2-way designation of Harbor Boulevard, preserving views and view corridors.  Maintain 

four-lane access. 
3. Provide links to and protection of existing open space.  

a. Enhance link to Bandini Canyon, Leland Park and Peck Park. 
b. Incorporate links to Harbor View Trail. 
c. Incorporate/complete California Coastal Trail through San Pedro Waterfront, including pedestrians, jogging, 

skating & bicyclists lanes. 
d. Enhance Coastal Trail links to Royal Palm Beach, White Point nature Conservancy, Angles Gates and Point 

Fermin Park. 
e. Create a promenade from the Bridge to the Breakwater along the waterfront. 
f. Create a second pedestrian walkway on the landside of Ports of Call. 
g. Create an Outer Harbor Park along the east edge of Kaiser Point. 

4. Expand salt water marsh habitat.  
a. Expand by 10 acres the tidal pool and salt marsh at Salinas de San Pedro. 

5. Plan/Develop Ports O Call  
a. Develop/enhance 150,000 SF of commercial space, a conference center, open space and a promenade in POC. 
b. Commit to extensive "commons" area between shops.  

6. Create diversity of parking options
a. Encourage pedestrian activity downtown, discourage traffic/pollution. 
b. Create shared parking facilities for downtown & waterfront. 
c. Minimize parking and roadways in tidelands, waterfront and beach areas.  
d. Create off-site parking, not just in downtown, but possibly between San Pedro & Wilmington for full day and 

longer use.  
e. Move parking, especially long-term parking, away from the waterfront by under-grounding day-trip visitor 

parking along Harbor Boulevard, and building parking structures for cruise ship passengers along John S. 
Gibson Boulevard and on Terminal Island. 

f. Create no parking structures on the waterfront that block view corridors. 
7. Create a plan that reflects the Port's sustainability goals. 

a. Require amping of all cruise ships. 
b. Plan the entire waterfront, including Westways, Warehouse One, Fruit Terminal and Boy Scout Camp.   
c. Maintain Cabrillo Bay for recreational use.   Relocate boat launch to Kaiser Point.  Convert Scout Camp to 

public use.  
d. Incorporate sustainable infrastructure and development such as green streets, bicycle streets, urban runoff 

treatment, constructed wetlands and LEED buildings.   
e. Create a waterfront business plan to describe the economic development goals, determine the mix of 

commercial, retail and educational/cultural uses development and enhance downtown businesses. 
f. Create a steering committee comprised of a variety of business, neighborhood and environmental stakeholders 

to meet with the port and their designated planning consultant. 



San Pedro Waterfront Sustainability Plan 
Broad Goals of the Community of San Pedro 

October 2008 Presentation
PCAC Subcommittee 

To develop a consensus project that reflects community, chamber, environmental and 
business agreement while supporting the sustainable development goals of the council 
district and the Port.  This consensus plan would minimize opposition allowing for 
expedited project review, approval and construction.

1. All berths to be located at the inner harbor.

2. Provide linkages to downtown and community.

3. Provide links to and protection of existing open space. 

4. Expand salt water marsh habitat.

5. Plan/Develop Ports O Call 

6. Create diversity of parking options to discourage traffic/pollution and 

encourage pedestrian activity downtown.

7. Create a plan that reflects the Port's sustainability goals. 





















From: havenick@cox.net
To: Ceqacomments; 
cc: kathleen; John Miller; AirQavol; AirQhowekamp; CSPNC June; 

CSPNC Warren; PCACchuck; PCACjayme; PCACjody; 
Subject: Re: SAN PEDRO WATERFRONT PROJECT EIS/EIR Comments Submittal
Date: Tuesday, December 09, 2008 11:53:55 AM
Attachments: B2B EIR Comments.pdf 

All, 
Please see attached comment letter document, revised only to correct Header to 
Air Quality Subcommittee with text same as previously submitted and as pasted 
below.  Thank you. 
-- 
Richard Havenick 
 
---- havenick@cox.net wrote: 
> (Submitted 12/08/08 through Air Quality Subcommittee of the Port Community 
Advisory Committee; Richard Havenick, 3707 Parker Street, San Pedro, CA  
90731) 
> 
> Dear Dr. Appy and Dr. MacNeil, 
> 
> We hereby submit our comments regarding the Subject EIR/EIS and the 
respective Proposed Project with the GENERAL RECOMMENDATIONS and 
SPECIFIC COMMENTS listed below. 
> 
> GENERAL RECOMMENDATIONS 
> 
> The resulting Final Project Description should be designed such that 
declaration of Overriding Considerations for Significant and Unavoidable 
Environmental Impacts is not necessary and for Project impacts that remain 
significant, the Port shall implement emission reduction measures elsewhere 
such that port-wide emissions do not increase. 
> 
> SPECIFIC COMMENTS 
> 
> 1.    As the EIR/EIS clearly demonstrates that significant impacts can largely 
be reduced, saving countless lives, through revision to exclude the Cruise 
Terminal at South Harbor, the Air Quality Subcommittee is opposed to 
construction and operation of the proposed Cruise Terminal in the Outer Harbor. 
> 
> 2.    The Proposed Project would be constructed in the location already 
identified as a Federal non-attainment area for Air Quality, would result in 

mailto:havenick@cox.net
mailto:Ceqacomments@portla.org
mailto:dwgkaw@hotmail.com
mailto:igornla@cox.net
mailto:avol@usc.edu
mailto:howekamp@gmail.com
mailto:BURLING102@aol.com
mailto:pmwarren@cox.net
mailto:det310@juno.com
mailto:spiritcruises@sbcglobal.net
mailto:jody.james@sbcglobal.net



Comments Submittal for the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS for the San Pedro Waterfront Project; 
Air Quality Subcommittee of the Port Community Advisory Committee 


December 8, 2008 
 
 
Dr. Spencer D. MacNeil 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Los Angeles District 
Regulatory Division, Ventura Field Office 
2151 Alessandro Drive, Suite 110 
Ventura, CA  93001 
 
Dr. Ralph Appy 
Director Environmental Management Division 
425 S. Palos Verdes Street 
San Pedro, CA  90731 
 
 
Subject: Comments Submittal for the Draft Supplemental EIR/EIS for the San Pedro 


Waterfront Project 
 
Dear Dr. Appy and Dr. MacNeil, 
 
We hereby submit our comments regarding the Subject EIR/EIS and the respective Proposed 
Project with the GENERAL RECOMMENDATIONS and SPECIFIC COMMENTS listed below. 
 
GENERAL RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
The resulting Final Project Description should be designed such that declaration of Overriding 
Considerations for Significant and Unavoidable Environmental Impacts is not necessary and for 
Project impacts that remain significant, the Port shall implement emission reduction measures 
elsewhere such that port-wide emissions do not increase. 
 
SPECIFIC COMMENTS 
 
1. As the EIR/EIS clearly demonstrates that significant impacts can largely be reduced, saving 


countless lives, through revision to exclude the Cruise Terminal at South Harbor, the Air 
Quality Subcommittee is opposed to construction and operation of the proposed Cruise 
Terminal in the Outer Harbor. 


 
2. The Proposed Project would be constructed in the location already identified as a Federal 


non-attainment area for Air Quality, would result in significant and unavoidable impacts which 
cannot be mitigated, and would increase the inhumane exposure of thousands of residents to 
toxic air emissions known to cause cancer, multiple heart and respiratory illnesses, and 
death. 


 
3. The Proposed Project would increase greenhouse gas emissions by several orders of 


magnitude beyond that for Alternative 4, which excludes the outer Harbor Cruise Terminal. 
 


4. All project descriptions require revision to include immediate implementation of Alternative 
Maritime Emission Control System (AMECS) either in combination with or in place of AMP. 
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5. The increased capability for reduction in ship emissions applicable to the ships planned for 
the outer harbor berths creates an Environmental Justice inequality wherein the community in 
close proximity to the inner harbor berths would suffer more greatly than persons in close 
proximity to the outer harbor berths.  From a public health standpoint as well as an 
Environmental Justice standpoint, operations at the inner harbor berths should be held to the 
same emission reduction standards as the outer harbor berths.  Moreover, splitting the ship 
emissions associated with expanded cruise operations between two separate locations that 
are in such close proximity creates a statistical outcome that understands the impacts caused 
by the resulting emissions. 


 
6. The following mitigation measures applicable to the Proposed Project and Alternatives for 


both inner and outer harbor require revision as stated: 
a. The MM-AQ-9 should require 100% Alternative Maritime Power (AMP) for Cruise 


Vessels immediately on start of Project operations.  Reference current phase-in 
stated as, “30% in 2009 and 80% in 2013;” and, “97% in 2013 and thereafter” at 
Outer Harbor. 


b. The MM AQ-3 should require 100% compliance to USEPA 2007 emission standards 
for on-road trucks during construction phase.  Reference current requirement stated 
as, “January 1, 2009 to December 31, 2011, shall comply with EPA 2004.” 


c. The MM AQ-15 should require 100% compliance to USEPA 2007 emission standards 
for on-road trucks during construction phase.  Reference MM AQ-15 currently stated 
as, “20% in 2009, 40% in 2012, and 80% in 2015 and thereafter.” 


d. All Project measures applicable to Low Sulfur Fuel (LSF) in Cruise Vessels require 
revision to require every possible effort to ensure use of 0.2 percent maximum sulfur 
content fuel immediately on start of Project operations without exemptions for 
technical difficulties (e.g., mono tank).  Refer to MM AQ-10, “Inner Harbor – 30% in 
2009 and 90% in 2013 and thereafter;” and, “Outer Harbor – 90% in 2013.” 


e. All uses planned for LNG-Powered Shuttle Busses require change to implement 
electric-powered busses.  Reference MM QA-14, LNG-Powered Shuttle Busses. 


f. The MM AQ-18 requires the following revisions: 
i. Require full EPA Tier 2 compliance at start of Project operations until 


implementation of Tier 3.  Currently stated phase-in of Tier 2 is 30% in 2010 
and 100% in 2014. 


ii. Require full EPA Tier 3 compliance in year 2015.  Currently stated phase-in 
of Tier 3 is 20% in 2015, 50% in 2018, and 100% in 2020. 


g. The MM AQ-21 must require EPA Tier 2 compliance at 100% in 2010 rather than as 
currently stated, 30% in 2010 and 100% in 2014. 


h. The MM AQ-22 should state the basis of periodic review such as once yearly and no 
less frequently than every five years.  Currently stated measure includes no timing 
requirement for review. 


i. The MM QA-23 should be revised to include no less than two additional review cycles 
between the years of 2022 and 2037. 


 
7. The following Impacts applicable to the Proposed Project require revision as stated: 


a. Significant understatement in AQ-9 regarding cumulative impacts that would result 
from the Proposed Project requires correction and clarification.  The statement under 
the section, Impact AQ-9, page 3.2-124, “In actuality, an appreciable impact on global 
climate change would occur only when the proposed project GHG emissions 
combine with GHG emissions from other man-made activities on a global scale”  
demonstrates a fundamental misapplication in consideration of cumulative impacts.  
Reasonable minds would agree that pollution from Port operations exists within the 
environment of regional pollution and that the communities closest to the Port and to 
goods transport are affected most significantly.  The Port has the responsibility to 
reduce impacts on project-specific basis without relief for application of the concept 
that pollution results on a global scale and as such, project-specific pollution is more 
acceptable. 
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b. Likely significant under estimation for on road vehicle emissions in AQ-3 results from 
the Port’s mistaken calculation of pollution resulting from transport of people to and 
from the Outer Harbor Cruise terminal as follows: 


i. The corrected total number of shuttle buses required in optimal 
circumstances (maximum participation in shuttle bus option) is a quantity of 
640 shuttle trips per day on the days of arrivals/departures.  Note the 
following numeric elements:  two ships; 4,000 people per ship; one arrival 
and one departure per ship; and, 25 persons per shuttle bus. 


ii. A significant quantity of Cruise Ship passengers will chose private transport 
(e.g., taxi, limousine, friend, etc.) to the Outer Harbor, resulting in significant 
increase in on-road vehicle emissions, not included in the Port’s calculation. 


 
We look forward to release of the Final EIR/EIS with incorporation of our recommendations as we 
seek mutually to benefit from improved air quality. 
 
 
 
 
 


 
 
Richard Havenick 
Chair, Air Quality Subcommittee 
Port Community Advisory Committee  
(for the Port of Los Angeles) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Copies to:  Dr. Geraldine Knatz, Port of Los Angeles Executive Director; Mr. Henry Hogo, Deputy 
Executive Officer, South Coast Air Quality Management District; Todd Sterling, California Air 
Resources Board; Jayme Wilson, Chair, Port Community Advisory Committee; Air Quality 
Subcommittee Members; Port Community Advisory Committee Members 







significant and unavoidable impacts which cannot be mitigated, and would 
increase the inhumane exposure of thousands of residents to toxic air emissions 
known to cause cancer, multiple heart and respiratory illnesses, and death. 
> 
> 3.    The Proposed Project would increase greenhouse gas emissions by 
several orders of magnitude beyond that for Alternative 4, which excludes the 
outer Harbor Cruise Terminal. 
> 
> 4.    All project descriptions require revision to include immediate 
implementation of Alternative Maritime Emission Control System (AMECS) either 
in combination with or in place of AMP. 
> 
> 5.    The increased capability for reduction in ship emissions applicable to the 
ships planned for the outer harbor berths creates an Environmental Justice 
inequality wherein the community in close proximity to the inner harbor berths 
would suffer more greatly than persons in close proximity to the outer harbor 
berths.  From a public health standpoint as well as an Environmental Justice 
standpoint, operations at the inner harbor berths should be held to the same 
emission reduction standards as the outer harbor berths.  Moreover, splitting the 
ship emissions associated with expanded cruise operations between two 
separate locations that are in such close proximity creates a statistical outcome 
that understands the impacts caused by the resulting emissions. 
> 
> 6.    The following mitigation measures applicable to the Proposed Project and 
Alternatives for both inner and outer harbor require revision as stated: 
> a.    The MM-AQ-9 should require 100% Alternative Maritime Power (AMP) for 
Cruise Vessels immediately on start of Project operations.  Reference current 
phase-in stated as, “30% in 2009 and 80% in 2013;” and, “97% in 2013 and 
thereafter” at Outer Harbor. 
> b.    The MM AQ-3 should require 100% compliance to USEPA 2007 emission 
standards for on-road trucks during construction phase.  Reference current 
requirement stated as, “January 1, 2009 to December 31, 2011, shall comply 
with EPA 2004.” 
> c.    The MM AQ-15 should require 100% compliance to USEPA 2007 emission 
standards for on-road trucks during construction phase.  Reference MM AQ-15 
currently stated as, “20% in 2009, 40% in 2012, and 80% in 2015 and 
thereafter.” 
> d.    All Project measures applicable to Low Sulfur Fuel (LSF) in Cruise Vessels 
require revision to require every possible effort to ensure use of 0.2 percent 
maximum sulfur content fuel immediately on start of Project operations without 
exemptions for technical difficulties (e.g., mono tank).  Refer to MM AQ-10, 
“Inner Harbor – 30% in 2009 and 90% in 2013 and thereafter;” and, “Outer 
Harbor – 90% in 2013.” 
> e.    All uses planned for LNG-Powered Shuttle Busses require change to 



implement electric-powered busses.  Reference MM QA-14, LNG-Powered Shuttle 
Busses. 
> f.    The MM AQ-18 requires the following revisions: 
> i.    Require full EPA Tier 2 compliance at start of Project operations until 
implementation of Tier 3.  Currently stated phase-in of Tier 2 is 30% in 2010 and 
100% in 2014. 
> ii.   Require full EPA Tier 3 compliance in year 2015.  Currently stated phase-in 
of Tier 3 is 20% in 2015, 50% in 2018, and 100% in 2020. 
> g.    The MM AQ-21 must require EPA Tier 2 compliance at 100% in 2010 
rather than as currently stated, 30% in 2010 and 100% in 2014. 
> h.    The MM AQ-22 should state the basis of periodic review such as once 
yearly and no less frequently than every five years.  Currently stated measure 
includes no timing requirement for review. 
> i.    The MM QA-23 should be revised to include no less than two additional 
review cycles between the years of 2022 and 2037. 
> 
> 7.    The following Impacts applicable to the Proposed Project require revision 
as stated: 
> a.    Significant understatement in AQ-9 regarding cumulative impacts that 
would result from the Proposed Project requires correction and clarification.  The 
statement under the section, Impact AQ-9, page 3.2-124, “In actuality, an 
appreciable impact on global climate change would occur only when the 
proposed project GHG emissions combine with GHG emissions from other man-
made activities on a global scale”  demonstrates a fundamental misapplication in 
consideration of cumulative impacts.  Reasonable minds would agree that 
pollution from Port operations exists within the environment of regional pollution 
and that the communities closest to the Port and to goods transport are affected 
most significantly.  The Port has the responsibility to reduce impacts on project-
specific basis without relief for application of the concept that pollution results on 
a global scale and as such, project-specific pollution is more acceptable. 
> b.    Likely significant under estimation for on road vehicle emissions in AQ-3 
results from the Port’s mistaken calculation of pollution resulting from transport 
of people to and from the Outer Harbor Cruise terminal as follows: 
> i.    The corrected total number of shuttle buses required in optimal 
circumstances (maximum participation in shuttle bus option) is a quantity of 640 
shuttle trips per day on the days of arrivals/departures.  Note the following 
numeric elements:  two ships; 4,000 people per ship; one arrival and one 
departure per ship; and, 25 persons per shuttle bus. 
> ii.   A significant quantity of Cruise Ship passengers will chose private 
transport (e.g., taxi, limousine, friend, etc.) to the Outer Harbor, resulting in 
significant increase in on-road vehicle emissions, not included in the Port’s 
calculation. 
> 
> We look forward to release of the Final EIR/EIS with incorporation of our 



recommendations as we seek mutually to benefit from improved air quality. 
> 
> Richard Havenick 
> Chair, Air Quality Subcommittee 
> Port Community Advisory Committee 
> (for the Port of Los Angeles) 
> Dear Dr. Appy and Dr. MacNeil, 
> -- 
> Richard Havenick 
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From: Patrick B. Tooley [PTooley@wmspartners.com]
Sent: Monday, December 08, 2008 2:11 PM
To: Ceqacomments
Cc: Patrick B. Tooley
Subject: San Pedro Waterfront Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Draft Environmental Impact 

Report (Draft EIS/EIR) 
Attachments: WMS-SPWP - EIR Letter.pdf

Please see attached our comment letter to the above referenced EIS/EIR. A hard copy is being sent via US Mail, 
postmarked today.  
 
I may be reached at the following address: 
 
Patrick Tooley 
Vice President 
Wilson Meany Sullivan 
100 Wilshire Blvd. 
Suite 940 
Santa Monica, CA 90401 
310-382-9000 
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From: Chuck Taylor [chuck@lomitacoc.com]
Sent: Monday, December 08, 2008 2:25 PM
To: Ceqacomments
Subject: San Pedro Waterfront Project
Attachments: POLA SP Waterfront Project.doc

Chuck Taylor 
Executive Director 
Lomita Chamber of Commerce 
25332 Narbonne Avenue 
P.O. Box 425 
Lomita, CA 90717 
chuck@lomitacoc.com 
 

No virus found in this outgoing message. 
Checked by AVG. 
Version: 7.5.552 / Virus Database: 270.9.15/1837 - Release Date: 12/8/2008 9:38 AM 





From: Peter Warren
To: Ceqacomments; 
Subject: san pedro waterfront project
Date: Thursday, December 11, 2008 6:26:54 PM
Attachments: LAN Minutes 11-10-08.doc 

ATT00001.htm 

Corps of Engineers and Port of LA,
 
Below and Attached are the comments on the San Pedro Waterfront 
Project from the Light, Aesthetics and Noise subcommitee.  
Because I was out of town, my email would not send them until I returned 
on Thursday.
Please include them in the comments submitted by the deadline. They 
were approved in November.
peter warren,
chair of the LAN subcommittee.
 

mailto:pmwarren@cox.net
mailto:Ceqacomments@portla.org

PORT OF LOS ANGELES COMMUNITY ADVISORY COMMITTEE


LIGHT, AESTHETICS AND NOISE SUBCOMMITTEE


Port of Los Angeles


425 S. Palos Verdes Street


San Pedro, California


The following motion was approved by the LAN Committee and is its comment on the Waterfront Plan for San Pedro.


Motion as approved:


Whereas, the Port plan for a Cruise Ship Terminal at Kaiser Point will


introduce new and increased levels of traffic, noise and intrusive lighting to south San Pedro, and;


Whereas, industrial uses such as the cruise business should be kept contiguous, and;

Whereas, existing and future San Pedro business and job development will benefit by improving and expanding the cruise ship berths near downtown and


modernizing the cruise terminal there, and;

Whereas, Ports O’ Call should also be expanded and modernized but not on a scale that would threaten existing business, and future development near and in downtown,

Whereas, the outer harbor berthing will proliferate noise, light, traffic and air quality impacts more than a single downtown alternative, and;

Whereas, the outer berthing options add up to 600 bus trips, and hundreds of car and truck trips a day through San Pedro to Kaiser Point with attendant noise, light, air pollution and traffic, and;

Whereas, the area south of 22nd Street should be a limited noise and light impact zone and should be developed for lower impact uses, and;

Whereas, this area should be dedicated to science, education, research, recreation, habitat preservation, people-friendly and compatible business uses.

Therefore, be it resolved that the Light Aesthetics and Noise Subcommittee supports the Sustainable Waterfront Plan and strongly opposes any permanent berthing of cruise ships in the outer harbor.


The recommendation was moved by Carrie Scoville, Second by Chuck Hart and passed with 2 Ayes, 0 Nays and 0 Abstentions.


Peter Warren stated that he had received a response to his comment letter that he wrote regarding the San Pedro Waterfront DEIR.  He stated that the biggest deficiency in terms of following CEQA, was the failure to analyze the Sustainable Waterfront Plan, which was submitted to the Port as an alternative.


He inquired from the Subcommittee as to whether there was a need for a separate motion to address this issue.  It was the sense of the Subcommittee that the San Pedro Coordinated Plan Subcommittee should consider such a motion.


· Pacific LA Marine Terminal, Pier 400 SEIR (Super Tanker)


There was no action taken on this Item.


G. Plans for Lighting Retrofits at Berths 118-131, Kinder Morgan and West Basin Container Terminal/Yang Ming Facilities – Discussion was postponed, as there were no Port staff members in attendance.  Dr. Appy communicated that he would be traveling and unable to attend, but that he would send another staff member in his stead.    


H.
Agenda Items for Next Meeting:  December 8, 2008


· The Glare and Noise Study


· Plans for Lighting Retrofits at Berths 118-131, Kinder Morgan and West Basin Container Terminal/Yang Ming Facilities


· Update on the Metrics for Noise and Light Levels


· Update on Getting Consultants for the Subcommittee


I.
Adjournment:  5:45 PM


Peter Warren, Chair  


Light, Aesthetics, and Noise Subcommittee


Debra Babcock-Doherty, PCAC Executive Assistant
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 PORT OF LOS ANGELES COMMUNITY ADVISORY COMMITTEE
LIGHT, AESTHETICS AND NOISE SUBCOMMITTEE

Port of Los Angeles

425 S. Palos Verdes Street

San Pedro, California

 

The following motion was approved by the LAN Committee and is its comment on the Waterfront Plan for San Pedro.

 

Motion as approved:

Whereas, the Port plan for a Cruise Ship Terminal at Kaiser Point will

introduce new and increased levels of traffic, noise and intrusive lighting to south San Pedro, and;

 

Whereas, industrial uses such as the cruise business should be kept contiguous, and;

 

Whereas, existing and future San Pedro business and job development will benefit by improving and expanding the cruise ship berths near downtown and

modernizing the cruise terminal there, and;

 

Whereas, Ports O� Call should also be expanded and modernized but not on a scale that would threaten existing business, and future development near and in downtown,

 

Whereas, the outer harbor berthing will proliferate noise, light, traffic and air quality impacts more than a single downtown alternative, and;

 

Whereas, the outer berthing options add up to 600 bus trips, and hundreds of car and truck trips a day through San Pedro to Kaiser Point with attendant noise, light, air pollution and traffic, and;

 

Whereas, the area south of 22nd Street should be a limited noise and light impact zone and should be developed for lower impact uses, and;

 

Whereas, this area should be dedicated to science, education, research, recreation, habitat preservation, people-friendly and compatible business uses.

 

Therefore, be it resolved that the Light Aesthetics and Noise Subcommittee supports the Sustainable Waterfront Plan and strongly opposes any permanent berthing of cruise ships in the outer harbor.

 

The recommendation was moved by Carrie Scoville, Second by Chuck Hart and passed with 2 Ayes, 0 Nays and 0 Abstentions.

 

Peter Warren stated that he had received a response to his comment letter that he wrote regarding the San Pedro Waterfront DEIR.  He stated that the biggest deficiency in terms of following CEQA, was the failure to analyze the Sustainable Waterfront Plan, which was submitted to the Port as an alternative.

 

He inquired from the Subcommittee as to whether there was a need for a separate motion to address this issue.  It was the sense of the Subcommittee that the San Pedro Coordinated Plan Subcommittee should consider such a motion.

 

·      Pacific LA Marine Terminal, Pier 400 SEIR (Super Tanker)

There was no action taken on this Item.

 

G.             Plans for Lighting Retrofits at Berths 118-131, Kinder Morgan and West Basin Container Terminal/Yang Ming Facilities � Discussion was postponed, as there were no Port staff members in attendance.  Dr. Appy communicated that he would be traveling and unable to attend, but that he would send another staff member in his stead.    

  
 H.            Agenda Items for Next Meeting:  December 8, 2008
·      The Glare and Noise Study

·      Plans for Lighting Retrofits at Berths 118-131, Kinder Morgan and West Basin Container Terminal/Yang Ming Facilities

·      Update on the Metrics for Noise and Light Levels

·      Update on Getting Consultants for the Subcommittee

 

I.            Adjournment:  5:45 PM

 

 

 

                                                                                     

Peter Warren, Chair  

Light, Aesthetics, and Noise Subcommittee

 

 

                                                                                     

Debra Babcock-Doherty, PCAC Executive Assistant

  


PORT OF LOS ANGELES COMMUNITY ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
LIGHT, AESTHETICS AND NOISE SUBCOMMITTEE 

Port of Los Angeles 
425 S. Palos Verdes Street 

San Pedro, California 
 
The following motion was approved by the LAN Committee and is its comment 
on the Waterfront Plan for San Pedro. 
 
Motion as approved: 

Whereas, the Port plan for a Cruise Ship Terminal at Kaiser Point will 
introduce new and increased levels of traffic, noise and intrusive lighting to south 
San Pedro, and; 
 

Whereas, industrial uses such as the cruise business should be kept contiguous, 
and; 

 
Whereas, existing and future San Pedro business and job development will 

benefit by improving and expanding the cruise ship berths near downtown and 
modernizing the cruise terminal there, and; 
 

Whereas, Ports O’ Call should also be expanded and modernized but not on a 
scale that would threaten existing business, and future development near and in 
downtown, 

 
Whereas, the outer harbor berthing will proliferate noise, light, traffic and air 

quality impacts more than a single downtown alternative, and; 
 
Whereas, the outer berthing options add up to 600 bus trips, and hundreds of car 

and truck trips a day through San Pedro to Kaiser Point with attendant noise, light, 
air pollution and traffic, and; 

 
Whereas, the area south of 22nd Street should be a limited noise and light impact 

zone and should be developed for lower impact uses, and; 
 
Whereas, this area should be dedicated to science, education, research, 

recreation, habitat preservation, people-friendly and compatible business uses. 
 
Therefore, be it resolved that the Light Aesthetics and Noise Subcommittee 

supports the Sustainable Waterfront Plan and strongly opposes any permanent 
berthing of cruise ships in the outer harbor. 
 
The recommendation was moved by Carrie Scoville, Second by Chuck Hart and 
passed with 2 Ayes, 0 Nays and 0 Abstentions. 
 

 1
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Peter Warren stated that he had received a response to his comment letter that he 
wrote regarding the San Pedro Waterfront DEIR.  He stated that the biggest 
deficiency in terms of following CEQA, was the failure to analyze the Sustainable 
Waterfront Plan, which was submitted to the Port as an alternative. 
 
He inquired from the Subcommittee as to whether there was a need for a separate 
motion to address this issue.  It was the sense of the Subcommittee that the San 
Pedro Coordinated Plan Subcommittee should consider such a motion. 
 

• Pacific LA Marine Terminal, Pier 400 SEIR (Super Tanker) 
There was no action taken on this Item. 
 

G. Plans for Lighting Retrofits at Berths 118-131, Kinder Morgan and West Basin 
Container Terminal/Yang Ming Facilities – Discussion was postponed, as there were 
no Port staff members in attendance.  Dr. Appy communicated that he would be 
traveling and unable to attend, but that he would send another staff member in his 
stead.     

 
H. Agenda Items for Next Meeting:  December 8, 2008 

• The Glare and Noise Study 
• Plans for Lighting Retrofits at Berths 118-131, Kinder Morgan and West Basin 

Container Terminal/Yang Ming Facilities 
• Update on the Metrics for Noise and Light Levels 
• Update on Getting Consultants for the Subcommittee 
 

I. Adjournment:  5:45 PM 
 

 
 

        
Peter Warren, Chair   
Light, Aesthetics, and Noise Subcommittee 
 
 
        
Debra Babcock-Doherty, PCAC Executive Assistant 



PORT OF LOS ANGELES COMMUNITY ADVISORY COMMITTEE

LIGHT, AESTHETICS AND NOISE SUBCOMMITTEE

Port of Los Angeles

425 S. Palos Verdes Street

San Pedro, California

 

The following motion was approved by the LAN Committee and is its comment on the 
Waterfront Plan for San Pedro.

 

Motion as approved:

Whereas, the Port plan for a Cruise Ship Terminal at Kaiser Point will

introduce new and increased levels of traffic, noise and intrusive lighting to south San Pedro, and;

 

Whereas, industrial uses such as the cruise business should be kept contiguous, and;

 

Whereas, existing and future San Pedro business and job development will benefit by improving 
and expanding the cruise ship berths near downtown and

modernizing the cruise terminal there, and;

 

Whereas, Ports O’ Call should also be expanded and modernized but not on a scale that would 
threaten existing business, and future development near and in downtown,

 

Whereas, the outer harbor berthing will proliferate noise, light, traffic and air quality impacts 
more than a single downtown alternative, and;
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Whereas, the outer berthing options add up to 600 bus trips, and hundreds of car and truck 
trips a day through San Pedro to Kaiser Point with attendant noise, light, air pollution and traffic, 
and;

 

Whereas, the area south of 22nd Street should be a limited noise and light impact zone and 
should be developed for lower impact uses, and;

 

Whereas, this area should be dedicated to science, education, research, recreation, habitat 
preservation, people-friendly and compatible business uses.

 

Therefore, be it resolved that the Light Aesthetics and Noise Subcommittee supports the 
Sustainable Waterfront Plan and strongly opposes any permanent berthing of cruise ships in the 
outer harbor.

 

The recommendation was moved by Carrie Scoville, Second by Chuck Hart and passed with 2 
Ayes, 0 Nays and 0 Abstentions.

 

Peter Warren stated that he had received a response to his comment letter that he wrote 
regarding the San Pedro Waterfront DEIR.  He stated that the biggest deficiency in terms of 
following CEQA, was the failure to analyze the Sustainable Waterfront Plan, which was submitted 
to the Port as an alternative.

 

He inquired from the Subcommittee as to whether there was a need for a separate motion to 
address this issue.  It was the sense of the Subcommittee that the San Pedro Coordinated Plan 
Subcommittee should consider such a motion.

 

•      Pacific LA Marine Terminal, Pier 400 SEIR (Super Tanker)

There was no action taken on this Item.

12/15/2008 ATT00001.htm

C:/…/ATT00001.htm 2/3



 

G.             Plans for Lighting Retrofits at Berths 118-131, Kinder Morgan and West Basin Container 
Terminal/Yang Ming Facilities – Discussion was postponed, as there were no Port staff members in 
attendance.  Dr. Appy communicated that he would be traveling and unable to attend, but that he 
would send another staff member in his stead.   

 
H.            Agenda Items for Next Meeting:  December 8, 2008

•      The Glare and Noise Study

•      Plans for Lighting Retrofits at Berths 118-131, Kinder Morgan and West Basin Container 
Terminal/Yang Ming Facilities

•      Update on the Metrics for Noise and Light Levels

•      Update on Getting Consultants for the Subcommittee

 

I.            Adjournment:  5:45 PM

 

 

 

                                                                                   
Peter Warren, Chair 

Light, Aesthetics, and Noise Subcommittee

 

 

                                                                                   
Debra Babcock-Doherty, PCAC Executive Assistant
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PRINCTSS CRI.JISES

. t ( o p .  ( o m  p l 2 a  e t j -

We support the idea of building the greenesc cruise terminal possible and reiterate our
support in working with the port to help design cruise terminals that meet the needs of the
passengers, community and the Port. The cruise industry needs to develop terminals that
work for the ships calling today and for the ships calling in the future. In addition, we
understand the desire to have the public interact with the waterfront and park areas near
the cruise terminal while also maintaining a safe and secure operation for our ships. In
addition, the waterside security zone and the affect it has on small boats in the harbor is
important to note. Princess Cruises fully cooperates with the security regulations put forth
by the Coast Guard; but we do want to work with the concerned parties to utilize all the
options available to creating a secure environment for our ships and our passengers. Of
note is the "floating barrier" concept discussed in the EIR, this is the type of alternative
that creates a good secure location while also addressing the need of the small boat
communlty.

We are excited about the prospects of revitalizing the waterfront and are encouraged by
the steps the Port has taken to move this project to the next level.

Bruce Krumrine
Vice President Shore Ooerations Princess Cruises



t

eE
PRINCESS CRUISES

c t c o p .  ( a , ' l p l 2 l e l y -

Dr. Spencer D. MacNeil
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Los Angeles District
Regu.latory Division, Ventura Field Office
2151 Alessandro Drive, Suite 110
Ventura. California 93lDl

Dr. Ralph G. Appy,
Director of Environmental Management
Port of Los Angeles
425 South Palos Verdes Street
San Pedro, CA 90731

Re: San Pedro Waterfront Project EIR

As a customer of the Port of l-os Angeles, we have a signihcant stake in the future of the
Port. We are supportive of the waterfront project that seeks to enhance the visitor serving
portions of the Port. Our customer and our crew members have a direct relationship with
the waterfront businesses and the businesses adjacent to the waterfront such as hotels,
shopping, and transportation. In addition, the ships utilize harbor area suppliers for much
of the ships operations plus employing local labor for our shore side operations.

Princess Cruises welcomes the opportunity to comment on the San Pedro Waterfront
EIR. Princess Cruises is in support of the San Pedro Waterfront Project and the goal of
sustainable development that will bring people, prosperity and revitalization to the
waterfront of the Pon of Los Angeles.

While the proposed project meets most of our needs, alternative number 2 with the
parking for cruise passengers at both the inner harbor and at the new outer harbor
development is our preferred option. We feel this is the best solution for efficient and cost
effective operations and would be the best solution for our customers.
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