




From: jim pike [mailto:amy7733@sbcglobal.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2007 10:00 PM 
To: Macneil, Spencer D SPL 
Subject: San Pedro Waterfront Project Plan, comments 
 
 
 Amy Thornbery 
1055 W. 17th St. 
San Pedro 
  
310-514-1206 
  
amy7733@sbcglobal.net  
  
To Whom It May Concern: 
  
I am saddened and horrified at the proposal of a new cruise ship terminal in 
our bay.  This disgusting idea is born out of sheer greed and blatant 
disregard for the residents in our community. Please discard it!   
  
Sincerely,  
  
Amy Thornberry 

 
 
 

Subject:  San Pedro Waterfront comment 
Creation Date: 2/28/07 10:07PM 
From:  jim pike <amy7733@sbcglobal.net> 
 
Created By: amy7733@sbcglobal.net 
 
 
Amy Thornberry 
  1055W. 17th St 
  San Pedro, Ca 90731 
  310 514 1206 
  amy7733@sbcglobal.net  
    
  To Whom It May Concern: 
    
  I am totally opposed to the construction of a new cruise ship terminal in our bay.  Also, please remove existing storage 
of noxious waste!  A new cruise ship terminal would only increase the amount of noxious waste to be removed.  To build 
one would be a blatant disregard of the health and quality of life of those living here in our community.  We are already 
choking on diesel particulates and living with inordinate amount of light and noise pollution. Please, say no to greed and 
overbuilding. 
    
  Sincerely, 
    
  Amy Thornberry 

 









 
From: Brian Carranza [mailto:bcarranza31@hotmail.com]  
Sent: Friday, December 29, 2006 9:48 PM 
To: ceqacomments@portla.org; Macneil, Spencer D SPL 
Subject: comment on port plan 
 
 
As a lifetime resident of San Pedro, I would like to see a something done to 
the waterfront comparable to what Long Beach has done to their waterfront. 
They have made it a nice place to spend a night out whether it is with 
friends or family. If I want to go and do something like having dinner at a 
nice restaurant, the first thing the people I am with do is think of out of 
town places. Places that are usually right across the bridge in Long Beach. 
We would love to stay in town if there were something like a Cheesecake 
Factory right on the water at Ports of Call.  The Port should attract 
businesses that will entice the residents of San Pedro to stay and spend 
money in their own community instead of spending it out of town. 
 
 
Brian Carranza 

 

















































 
From: Pat Rome [mailto:pjwrome@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Thursday, February 01, 2007 1:43 PM 
To: ceqacomments@portla.org  
Cc: Macneil, Spencer D SPL 
Subject: San Pedro Harbor 
 
 
The San Pedro Harbor area has incredible potential. Its natural beauty and 
wonderful weather are priceless. With proper  vision and planning we could 
have both. Having been on over 30 cruises and 150 ports, believe me, if there 
was something interesting and fun at the port we would stay. We already have 
a great start, the Red Line, the museums and Ports of Call, Thes just need to 
be upgraded and made accessible to all. Look at Redondo and Santa Monica 
piers.   
The first and formost concen rnust be safety. San Pedro is surrounded by tank 
farms.To renew any lease-much less prime ocean front, is beyond 
comprehension. How can any vision for the port include a tank farm? You are 
ignoring 20 years of history of trying to make the port area safe and fun. We 
have had 20 years of broken political promises. Are you, as more than a dozen 
residents stated on January 23, treating communitee involvement as a joke? 
The community plans and adivses and you ignore.  Please assure us that you 
will not allow a few dollars now distroy the potential of a vibrant, 
exciting, safe, world class port.Pat Rome , 25327 Pine Creek Ln. Wilmington, 
Ca 90744. Ph; 310 952-0533 
 













































 
 
From: WJohnhwjr@aol.com [mailto:WJohnhwjr@aol.com]  
Sent: Thursday, February 15, 2007 1:28 PM 
To: mcham@portla.org; c31acomments@portla.org; Macneil, Spencer D SPL; 
hahn@lacity.org; Ana.Bozic@lacity.org  
Subject: Waterfront master plan 
 
 
Dear Sir, 
    I have attended meetings concerning the "Bridge to the Breakwater" as 
well as open space and commercial business along the waterfront. 
    One of the biggest concerns in regards to new development is the 
infrastructure and its ability to handle the increase in traffic.  The 
ability of surface streets and on/off ramps from the freeway have to be 
addressed to see where the problems are at the present and in the future.   
    I feel that it is important to separate truck traffic from car traffic as 
much as possible.  In order to take some of the truck traffic off the surface 
streets, there needs to be an off ramp for the trucks going into the cargo 
transfer station warehouses between the "B" street exit and "Channel" street 
exit along the Harbor Freeway going south. I feel that this could be done 
quite easily and would reduce the traffic on Gaffey 50%. 
    The other area that needs attention is China Shipping, (dock 100) and 
Yang Ming at (dock 121).  Both of these terminals have poor freeway exit 
points.  One of the worst areas is the exit off the Vincent Thomas Bridge 
that exits on Harbor Blvd.  This area is heavily used by truck traffic. 
Since most of the trucks are turning left onto Harbor Blvd., there needs to 
be special traffic lanes for the trucks going into China Shipping and Yang 
Ming. 
    My suggestion is to eliminate the on ramp going onto the Vincent Thompson 
Bridge (47) that loops around and goes east bound toward Long Beach.  This 
extra space would then be used as extra lanes turning left for truck traffic. 
I would utilize the existing ramp on the other side of the Bridge where the 
traffic is going west bound and make a split for traffic continuing east 
bound.  The traffic going westbound would make a loop over the freeway (47) 
would emerge on the other side of the freeway going east toward Long Beach. 
The reason for this change would be to allow additional lanes for truck 
traffic to turn left onto harbor Blvd. as well as traffic continuing straight 
into the Cruise terminal and traffic turning right towards Ports of Call.  
    I feel that these changes could make a big difference in curbing some of 
the truck traffic and I also feel that these Shipping Companies should help 
pay for these improvements.  As we know, the port is expanding and the truck 
traffic is going to increase.  We need to start making improvements know, 
before we start adding more traffic without addressing the infrastructure. 
    Sincerely yours, 
    John Winkler 
    San Pedro 
    (310) 833-7455   
     

 



John R. Stinson Photography 
376 W. 14th St. 

San Pedro, Ca. 90731-4214 

(310) 831-8495 or (800) 696-9679 Voice-Fax 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 February 28, 2007 
 

Dear Sir 
 
I feel compelled to write and state my concerns regarding the “new?” port 

plan. The latest incarnation ignores the last five years of meetings and input from 
the community to propose a plan that had no input from the community. 

 
This is a joke and an abomination. What grand plan, what grand vision? 

They have gutted the original concept and proposed piecemeal development and 
an alternative that is essentially a mirror of the main proposal. 

 
As a member of the Coastal San Pedro Neighborhood Council, I must 

insist that the project follow the waterfront (not behind tank farms in some places) 
from the Bridge to the Breakwater.  I also want to personally endorse the letter 
from Doug Epperhart, the CSPNC President, regarding the board’s three-page 
letter of concerns and comments on the port plan. 

 
This project cannot proceed as currently proposed. To do so would be the 

equivalent of the Port of Los Angeles thumbing its nose at San Pedro and its 
residents. 

 
 

 
Sincerely 
 
 
John R, Stinson 



From: Leslie Priest [mailto:lpriest@ix.netcom.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, February 21, 2007 8:44 PM 
To: cequcomments@portla.org; Macneil, Spencer D SPL 
Cc: HGYCMario 
Subject: San Pedro, California, Waterfront - citizen comments 
 
Ref: Citizen Comments on the Port of Los Angeles San Pedro Waterfront Project 
 
Dear Sirs: 
 
  
 
Our membership voted to send you a consensus of our concerns and 
recommendations regarding the San Pedro Waterfront Project. The membership is 
composed of a cross section of the population affected by the project - 
community residents and recreational waterfront users.  
 
 
We met with Mr. Michael Cham of the Harbor Planning & Research Division of 
the Port of Los Angeles on Feb. 10. He presented an overview of the project 
and answered many of our questions. However, several questions remained 
unanswered. So our list includes suggestions for further study as well as 
recommendations. 
 
 
Our concerns and recommendations are focused primarily on the planned Cruise 
Ship terminal at Berth 45: 
 
1. We recommend that the Port planners investigate and catalog the 
impacts to recreational boating navigation of the Cabrillo Marina channel and 
Cabrillo beach and boat launch: 
 
§    700+ recreational boats reside in Cabrillo basin. All would have to 
navigate around a large ship parked at Berth 45 and avoid any turning basin 
activity.  
 
§    Accessibility and security zone would have to be considered around any 
large ship at Berth 45. The current rule for 500-foot security clearance 
would prevent normal sail, rowing, anchorage, and stationery fishing boat 
activities. 
 
 
2. We are concerned about the residential impacts to those living in San 
Pedro harbor and hills if large ships dock on the peninsula: 
 
§         Water quality 
 
§         Noise pollution 
 
§         Air quality 
 
§         Visual degradation caused by high cruise ship loading ramps 
 
 
3. We recommend the planners create an Alternative #3 to include: 
 
§    Cruise ship docking to Berth 50 on the East channel side only, with 
space developed to accommodate two moderately sized cruise ships, which will 
not impact recreational boating as much. 
 
§    Green space to extend up to the overlook, now Berth 45 (Black Pearl) 
dock, with citizen shore-side activities available along peninsula and 
remodeled east boat basin: 
 
o       Sailing/boating schools 
 
o       Youth clubs 



 
o       Additional public boat ramp and launch facilities 
 
§    Ports O'Call Village improvements like day parking guest docks for boat 
visitors to come into restaurants, shops and museums, much like new Long 
Beach Shoreline Village accommodations. 
 
 
 
4. We recommend the planners and port authority keep the users and 
residents of the area better informed about the comment periods and 
Environmental Impact findings. Many area users come from elsewhere in 
Southern California, so a wide scope of publicity is required. 
 
§         Advertise the public meetings in local papers and The Log. 
 
§         Post meeting times/places at the Marina offices and bulletin 
boards, even notices on dock gates. 
 
  
 
Please do not hesitate to contact us for any further discussion. We look 
forward to participating in future public meetings and comment periods before 
the final decisions are made. 
 
  
 
Sincerely, 
 
  
 
Mario Barron 
 
Commodore 
 
Hurricane Gulch Yacht Club 
 
cell phone (310) 413-8238 
 
www.hgyc.org  
 
  
 
Officers: Jeff LaBarre - Vice Commodore, Doug Iversen - Rear Commodore, 
Gillian Groves - Fleet Captain, Roger Murry - Port Captain, Leslie Roubal - 
Secretary, Connie Cano - Treasurer 
 
  
 
 
 
Leslie Priest Roubal 
 
Cell 909-289-4614 

 





 
From: Gillian K Groves [mailto:gillian@raytheon.com]  
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 9:38 AM 
To: Macneil, Spencer D SPL 
Cc: cequcomments@portla.org  
Subject: Comments/Concerns on planned San Pedro Waterfront Project (San 
Pedro, California, Waterfront) 
 
 
 
Dear Dr. MacNeil,  
 
I am excited and pleased with the revitalization focus for the Los Angeles 
Harbor area.  I have for many years berthed my 40' sailboat in the Cabrillo 
Marina Basin, and so spend much of my off-work hours in the San Pedro area, 
and on the waters of our harbor.  I look forward to many more years of 
sailing in the harbor and Southern California waters.  
 
As an avid recreational boater in the area, I am quite concerned with the 
planned cruise ship berth at pier 45.  This pier is directly adjacent to the 
only access to the Cabrillo Basin (home to more than 700 recreational boats, 
including live-aboards). It is also within easy distance of shore-based 
recreational boating at Cabrillo beach -- including kayaks, windsurfers, 
PWCs, and small sailboats.  How will an ocean liner impact our access in/out 
of the Cabrillo basin?  We sail within yards of that pier every time we leave 
and enter the basin.   The current 500-foot security rule for cruise ships 
would force total closure of the basin entrance whenever a ship is docked 
there.   How can you maintain security for the ship(s) when any child can 
sail their Sabot within feet of the vessel? (How shall you discriminate 
between an avid 8-yr old sailor and a terrorist)?  
 
Please consider building a cruise ship berth only on the other side of the 
peninsula -- Berths 50+, where safety, security, and recreational boating 
needs can all be accommodated.  Berth 45 could be part of a park -- green 
space for the public to enjoy the Cabrillo harbor area.  
 
Thanks and Regards,  
Gillian Groves  
Cabrillo Marina Berth 29 Slip B49 
 
   Raytheon  
 
  Gillian K. Groves 
Sr. Engineering Fellow 
Space and Airborne Systems/Advanced Concepts & Technology 
310.647.2315 
310.616.8007 fax 
 <mailto:gkgroves@raytheon.com> gkgroves@raytheon.com  
 
 
  



















From: Citizens For A Harbor Line [mailto:citizens4harborline@hotmail.com]  
Sent: Friday, December 22, 2006 4:17 PM 
To: ceqacomments@portla.org  
Cc: Macneil, Spencer D SPL 
Subject: Bring San Pedro On-line with MTA's Rail System! 
 
Citizens For A Harbor Line hereby issues a call to all members of the 
community to support the development of a dedicated light-rail line that 
serves residents of the Harbor Area. The introduction of a light-rail line to 
San Pedro would help accomplish several goals: 
 
    reduce traffic 
    reduce air-pollution 
    alleviate congestion 
 
While the Port's current Bridge to Breakwater Master Plan includes a 
potential long-range proposal to extend the MTA's blue or green line to San 
Pedro, it is the belief of this organization that more emphasis must be 
placed on providing adequate public transportation alternatives to residents 
of the Harbor Area. 
 
It is for the reasons stated above that Citizens For A Harbor Line calls upon 
all public officials serving the Harbor Area to take the necessary steps to 
ensure the creation of a light-rail line to San Pedro by the year 2020, 
without simultaneously interfering with the development of any current MTA 
projects. 
 

 













From: Chris Yang [mailto:chris_yang22@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Saturday, December 23, 2006 10:31 AM 
To: ceqacomments@portla.org; Macneil, Spencer D SPL 
Subject: If you build it, they will come... 
 
 
Here are my suggestions: 
 
1. Kill the Red Car - Nobody rides it, and it doesn't go anywhere. The one 
time I did go down there, three employees were working on a train (one was 
being trained). One person suggested I should work for the company because it 
pays really well.  
2. Reconsider a light-rail extension or new light-rail line - Culver City is 
getting a brand new light-rail line by 2010. If you are going to spend over 
$500 million on improving San Pedro's waterfront, it would be appropriate to 
secure the success of that investment by ensuring people from other parts of 
L.A. will actually go there. A recent presentation given by a Port employee 
compared your plans to the Embarcadero in San Francisco. Except San Francisco 
has a reliable mass transit system known as BART. If you're going to spend 
all that money, you need to give people some way to get to your new 
waterfront. Someone flying into LAX should have the option to go to (a) 
downtown or (b) San Pedro using the MTA's new light-rail system. Don't sell 
yourselves short. A "world-class" Port should have a "world-class" 
mass-transit system.  
 
Chris Yang 
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 
 
 
__________________________________________________ 
Do You Yahoo!? 
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around  
http://mail.yahoo.com  
 

 










