SCH-1

2.0 Responses to Comments

State Clearinghouse, August 22, 2007
SCH-1.

Your comment is appreciated and will be forwarded to the Board of Harbor Commissioners
for consideration.
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CADOT-1

CADOT-2

CADOT-3

CADOT-3

CADOT-4

CADOT-5

2.0 Responses to Comments

CA Department of Transportation, August 16, 2007
CADOT-1.

Thank you for your comment supporting Mitigation Measure TRANS-7.

CADOT-2.

A Congestion Management Plan (CMP) analysis was prepared for the Project. Consistent
with the CMP guidelines of the State of California and Los Angeles County. Based on
CMP Traffic Impact Analysis Guidelines, an increase of 0.02 or more in the demand-tocapacity (D/C) ratio with a resulting LOS F at a CMP arterial monitoring station is
considered a significant impact. This applies only if the project meets the minimum CMP
threshold for analysis, 50 trips at a CMP intersection during either the AM or PM
weekday peak hours and 150 or more trips on a freeway segment intersection during
either the AM or PM weekday peak hours. The results of the CMP analysis indicated that
the Project would not result in more than a 0.02 increase in the V/C at the CMP
monitoring intersection of “O” street/Alameda Street. Therefore, there is no impact at
this CMP location. Additionally, the Project would not result in adding 150 or more
Project trips to either of the freeway monitoring locations (I-110 at “C” Street or I-710 at
Willow Street). Therefore, no CMP system analysis is required at these locations and no
related freeway significant impacts would occur. Impact analyses of the Project on all
access ramps and interchanges were completed and the results of those analyses are
provided in the Draft EIS/EIR.

CADOT-3.

The Port of Los Angeles is aware that this location is forecast to operate at an adverse
level of service (2038). The Port is currently reviewing improvements at this location at
the concept level.

CADOT-4.

Thank you for your comment. During construction of Project elements, and ongoing
terminal operations, the Port would comply with local and state requirements to minimize
and control storm water discharges from the Berths 136-147 Terminal.

CADOT-5.

The project would comply with applicable State of California regulations requiring
Caltrans permits for oversize vehicles. To the extent feasible, large size trucks would be
limited to off-peak commute periods.
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NAHC-1

NAHC-2

NAHC-3

NAHC-3

NAHC-4

NAHC-5

NAHC-6
NAHC-7

2.0 Responses to Comments

Native American Heritage Commission, July 20, 2007
NAHC-1.

Draft EIS/EIR Section 3.4.2.5.1.1 (page 3.4-6, lines 11-15), states, “A cultural resource
site record and literature search of the proposed Project site was performed to identify the
location of recorded sites and results of previous archaeological studies (SCCIA 2004).
No recorded archaeological resources are located within the proposed Project area. Four
previous studies have covered portions of the proposed Project site.” Lines 21-23 state,
“any existing soils in the proposed Pier A rail yard relocation area are imported and do
not have the potential to contain intact prehistoric archaeological resources, as Native
Americans would not have occupied the slough environment.” Lines 39-42 state,
“Neither the Northwest Slip nor the waters along Berths 144-147 are expected to contain
significant marine cultural resources such as shipwrecks or isolated prehistoric artifacts
that could have eroded down slope from the upland landform.” Draft EIS/EIR Section
3.4.2.5.1.2 (page 3.4-7, lines 1-8 state), “the Harry Bridges Buffer Area [and] Harry
Bridges Boulevard [impact areas] ha[ve] been extensively modified since it was characterized
in the 1993 “B” Street Realignment EIR (LAHD 1993a). Since then, most structures and
buildings have been demolished and/or removed, and the underlying soils have been
disturbed by grading or filling to a depth of several feet. Therefore, it is unlikely that any
intact, potentially significant prehistoric or historic archaeological remains exist within the
proposed Project area.“ Therefore, the Draft EIS/EIR systematically discusses that the
Project site was subject to a records search at the California Historical Resources
Information System (CHRIS), that no recorded archaeological sites are recorded in the
area, and that the archaeological sensitivity or likelihood of encountering intact, potential
significant cultural resources is very low. Therefore, no revisions to the Final EIS/EIR
are required.
A list of Native American individuals and /or organizations to contact regarding the
proposed Project site has been requested from the Native American Heritage
Commission. Once the list is received, these contacts will be made to determine if there
is any other significant cultural or archeological information available about the site that
has not been previously disclosed.

NAHC-2.

No additional archaeological investigations were required to assess the presence/absence
of unknown archaeological resources, as the Project site was subject to a records search
at the CHRIS, that no recorded archaeological sites are recorded in the area, and that the
archaeological sensitivity or likelihood of encountering intact, potential significant
cultural resources is very low. Therefore, no revisions to the Final EIS/EIR are required.

NAHC-3.

No archaeological resources are recorded in the Project site area. All proposed impact
areas are industrial or modern urban land uses such that no Native American sacred land
areas are reasonably expected. The proposed Project does not include any “energy
corridor proposed route or alternative route” described in the comment. Therefore, no
revisions to the Final EIS/EIR are required.

NAHC-4.

Draft EIS/EIR Section 3.4.4.3.1.1 (page 3.4-20, lines 39-44 and page 3.4-21, lines 1-24)
outline mitigation Mitigation Measure CR-1. This measure provides for a process for
temporarily suspending construction in the event that a previously unknown
archaeological resource is encountered, consistent with this comment. Therefore, no
revisions to the Final EIS/EIR are required.
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NAHC-5.

Draft EIS/EIR Mitigation Measure CR-1 (Draft EIS/EIR page 3.4-21, lines 10-24)
outlines the procedures specified in PRC Section 5097.98 in the unlikely event that human
remains are encountered during construction. Therefore, no revisions to the Final EIS/EIR
are required.

NAHC-6.

Draft EIS/EIR Mitigation Measure CR-1 (Draft EIS/EIR page 3.4-21, lines 10-24)
outlines the procedures specified in PRC Section 5097.98 in the unlikely event that human
remains are encountered during construction.

NAHC-7.

Please see response to comment NAHC-1. There is little potential for encountering
potentially significant archaeological resources during Project construction. Therefore, there
is no nexus for redesigning the proposed Project design. Draft EIS/EIR Mitigation Measure
CR-1 would reduce any unlikely impacts on potentially significant archaeological
resources encountered during construction to less than significant.

Berths 136-147 Terminal Final EIS/EIR
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DTSC-1

DTSC-2

DTSC-2

DTSC-3
DTSC-4

DTSC-5

DTSC-6

2.0 Responses to Comments

Department of Toxic Substances Control, July 24, 2007
DTSC-1.

Draft EIS/EIR Mitigation Measure GW-1, requires LAHD to remediate all contaminated
soils within proposed Project boundaries prior to or during demolition and grading
activities. All remediation shall occur in compliance with local, state, and federal
regulations, and as directed by the Los Angeles Fire Department, DTSC, and/or
RWQCB. Therefore, no revisions to the Final EIS/EIR are required.

DTSC-2.

Final EIS/EIR Mitigation Measure GW-1 has been revised consistent with this comment.

DTSC-3.

Final EIS/EIR Mitigation Measure GW-1 has been revised consistent with this comment.

DTSC-4.

Final EIS/EIR Mitigation Measure GW-1 has been revised consistent with this comment.

DTSC-5.

Draft Mitigation Measure GW-2, requires implementation of a contingency plan to
address previously unknown contamination during demolition, grading, and construction,
as identified in the comment. Therefore, no revisions to the Final EIS/EIR are required.

DTSC-6.

Final EIS/EIR Section 3.6.3 (Applicable Regulations) has been revised consistent with
this comment.

Berths 136-147 Terminal Final EIS/EIR
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CCC-1

2.0 Responses to Comments

California Coastal Commission, August 15, 2007
CCC-1.

The Port would conduct testing of the sediments to be dredged to determine the
suitability of the material for unconfined aquatic disposal. If dredged material is suitable
and if the Port selects to dispose of the material at either the LA-2 or LA-3 ocean disposal
sites, the Port would prepare and submit a federal consistency certification for that
disposal activity to the California Coastal Commission. The certification would include
the testing results and a description of why beneficial reuse of that material is not a viable
alternative. Therefore, no revisions to the Final EIS/EIR are required.
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