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SANBAG San Bernardino Associated Governments

N70 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 "R gpogu‘rmn
Phone: {909} 884-8276  Fax: {909) 885-4407  Web: www.sanbag.ca.gov MEASURET - 4

Working Tegether

m  San Bemardino Couniy Transporation Commission = San Bemaordino County Transportation Authority
m 5San Bemardino County Congestion Monagement Agency a  Service Authorify for Freeway Emergen_cie%\

December 13, 2005

Raiph G. Appy, Ph.D.

Director of Environmental Management
Port of Los Angeles

P.O. Box 151

San Pedro, CA 80733

Subject: Comments from the San Bemardino Associated Governments on the
Supplemental Notice of Preparation for the Southern California International
Gateway Project

Dear. Dr. Appy:

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Supplemental Notice of
Preparation issued on October 31, 2005 for the Southem California International Gateway
Project. The San Bemardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) is the coungil of
governments, county transportation commission, and transportatlon plannlng agency for
San Bernardino County. = Nearly all of the rail freight and ‘an-estimated 40 percent of the truck
freight flowing into and out of Southern California passes through San Bernardiric County

Because of the impact of goods-movement activities on San Bernardino County, and because of
the substantial contribution of port-related freight movements to those impacts, SANBAG
requests that the EIR provide the following analyses: ‘

¢ An assessment of the increase in truck and rail volume through San Bemardino County
that wili be enabled by the SCIG. This should include an . assessment of volume
increases (both near term and at least 20-years into the future) with and without the
8CIG. The EIR should alse document the total flows the SCIG is expectad to handle in
the future. -

= A quantification of the impacts of increases in truck and rail volumes on infrastructure,

operations, communities, and the environment in San Bernardino County. This should

include requirements for additional rail and highway infrastructure capacity, impacts on

_ traffic delays at rail/highway grade crossmgs and impacts on noise and air quahty along
train and truck routes. :

= ~An assessment of the effect of thie SCIG on operations -at existing mtermoda! faculmes in
,;_:.::San Bemardmo County such as the BNSF facmty in the Clty of San Bemardmo

rga051213-ss

Cities of: Adelanto, Borstdw Big Bear Lake, Chino, Ching Hills, Colton, Fontana, Grand ferrace, Hesperia, Highland, Loma Linda, Moniclair,
Needles, Ontario, Rancho Cucamonga, Rediands, Rialto, San Bemardine, Twentynine Palms, Upland, Viclowville, Yucaipa )
Towns of: Apple Valley, Yucca Valley  County of San Bemnardino



- Dr. Ralph G. Appy, Ph.D.
December 13, 2005
Page 2 of 2

We appreciate your consideration of the above comments. The proposed SCIG is aptly named
the Southern California International Gateway, and we trust that the EIR will assess the facility
from a true regional perspective. SANBAG would be happy to assist you in assembling data for
San Bernardino County related to this request. Please contact Steve Smith, Principal
Transportation Analyst at (909)884-8276 to coordinate data needs.

Sincerely, |
oyt
Ty Schuiling

Director of Planning and Programming
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December 13, 2005
Dr. Ralph Appy
Director of Environmental Management
Los Angeles Harbor Department
- 425 South Palos Verdes Strect
P.O.Box 151

San Pedro, CA 90733-0151

RE: Notice of Preparation for Draft Environmental Impact Report
Southern Califomiz International Gateway Project
Case No. ADP 041027-199

PDear Dr. Appy-

Uniion Pacific Raitroad Company (Unkon. Pacific) appreciates the apportunity to submit
the following scoping COMMEINS ol the Port of Los Angeles’ (POLA’S) Drafi Environmental
Tmpact Repoxt (DEIR) for the Southern California Infernational Gateway project SCId).

Union Pacific has a strong interest in POLA’s plans to ephance intexmodal goods
movegient throughout the San Pedro Poris 1o accommodate prajected trade growth. We agree
with the conclusion of the Port’s 2004 Rail Policy fhat neac-dock. rail facilities must be
1o hendle that growth, As aresult, we strongly support constrizction mnd operation of the SCIG
as Burlington Northern Santa Fe bas praposed.

Union Pacific is simultanconsly pursuing compleﬁén of oo existing Tntermodal
Contatner Trausfer Facility (ICTF) north of the SCIG site. POLA has already indicated in the

© notice dotuments fhat it will evaluate the SCH3 project’s cumulative CEQA. impacta in Light of

other past, present, and probable fisture projects, which wwould include Union Pacific’s planned
cormpletion of the ICTE. Union Pacific favors a coordinated approach for both projects aud will
contipne to work with POLA staff as we refine our plans for ICTE completion.

Plense don’t hegitate to contact me ai any tinge if you have questions.

Scott D Moose :
Geporst Manggoe - Public Paeneeships

TNION PACIFICRATLROAD .
10 Davgles e, Stop 1560, Cmittes, NE 68172-1560
- gh. {402 594-F7E Ex. {402) 233-2383 i

sdiaonSyp.om



From: "Tari Taricco" <TariT @taricco.com>

To: <CEQAComments@portla.org>
Date: 12/13/2005 1:53:11 PM
Subject: Southern Califernia International Gateway

Comments on the on going cancer that is the Port of LA.

The following comments are made to persuade the Port not to expand
further :
and to point out future problems the expansion will create.

1) The project location North of PCH is not suitable since the Ports
were to be limited to South side of PCH. Council woman Hahn
has worked to reduce the Port impact and this is not suitable.

2) The project puts unreasonable additional traffic and pollufion loads
on PCH and Anaheim streets and
the entire area due to trucks and frains.

3} Cal Trans should deny any additional truck traffic on PCH which is
already overburdened in this area.

4} SCAQMD should deny this project due to its major pollution impact.
Any project should decrease, not increase pollution.

5} it ts not possible for this project o result in a pollution
reduction for the surrounding community and

an increase in the quality of ife? {Not without smoke and mirrors
such as maglev and related fraudulent deflections)

6) Why exactly should these cancerous projects continue to consume and
burden the surrounding communities? '

7} Why are all port projects a loose-loose for the surrounding
communities and serve fo benefit
the Chinese, the infand US consumer etc?

8) Why is the Port a bad neighbor to the communities?
9} The Port can build this facility offshore not onshore.
With best regards,

Tari Taricco

Taricco Corporation

Web: www_taricco.com <blocked::http:/iwww taricco.com>
Phene: (562) 437-5433

Fax: {562) 901-3932

IMPORTANT INFORMATION & CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE

The information in this Email is confidential between Taricco Corp. and
the named recipient and may not be released to third parties without the
expressed written consent of Taricco Cosp. Itis intended solely for the
named recipient. Access to this Email by anyone else is unauthorized, If
you are not the intended recipient or the employee or ageni responsible



for delivering the message to the recipient named, please note that any
use, disclosure, copying, distribution of this Email or any action taken

or omilted to be taken in reliance on it is prohibited. If you are not

the intended recipient, please inform us by returning a copy of the

Email with the subject line marked “wrong address” and then deleling the
Email, and any attachments and any copies of if.

Any questions should be directed to sales@taricco.com

Taricco Corporation uses regularly updated anti-virus software in an
attempt to reduce the possibility of infection. However, we do not
guarantee that any attachments to this email are virus free.

ccC: <district1@longheach.gov>
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Long Beach Unified School District
BUSINESS DEPARTMENT - Business Services
Facilities Development & Planning Branch
2425 Webster Ave., Long Beach, CA 90810
Phone {562) 997-7550 FAX (562) 595-8644

December 14, 2005

Ralph G. Appy, Ph.D. Via Hand Delivery, Fax and U.S. Mail
Director of Environmental Management
Port of Los Angeles

. 425 5. Palos Verdes Street
San Pedro, CA 920733-0151

Subject: Comments on Southern California International Gateway Project {Notice of Preparation)
Dear Dr_ Appy:

The Long Beach Unified School District (“District”) appreciates the opportunity fo comment on the Notice
of Preparation (“NOP") prepared for the proposed Southern California International Gateway Project
(*Project”) by the Port of Los Angeles/City of Los Angeles Harbor Department (“Port"). As the Port may
be aware, the District is statutorily required to provide safe and clean school facilities and to provide a
high quality public education to students within its boundaries. While the District was originally
established in 1885 with fewer than a dozen students meeting in a borrowed tent, the District is now fully
responsible for providing school facilities and public education services to more than 95,000 students in
95 public schools in the cities of Long Beach, Lakewood, Signal Hill, and Avalon on Catalina Istand. It is
the third largest school district In the state of California and employs more than 8,000 teachers and staff,
making it the largest employer in the City of Long Beach.

In addition to establishing high standards of academic excellence for its students, the District is committed
to providing a safe environment and school facilities for its students and employees. Thus, the District’s
primary concern in its review of the NOP is to distinguish the environmental impacts which must be
properly addressed, analyzed, and mitigated to assure an environment conducive to learning. This letter,
therefore, identifies Project impacts which- may effect the health, safety and welfare of the studenis and
staff of schools located closest to the proposed Project facilities. The Project EIR must address all
possible future impacts on the District, including the District's ability to develop new school facilities and/or
expand existing schools in accordance with state mandated requirements.

Overview of Potential Project Impacts on School Faciities

The proposed Project described in the NOP is generally bounded by the Terminal Island Freeway fo the
east, Sepulveda Boulevard to the north, the Dominguez Channel to the west, and Pacific Coast Highway
fo the south and portions of the Project would be located in the Cities of Los Angeles, Carson, and Long
Beach. The proposed Project consists of a near-dock rail leading and _unloading facility to facilitate the
movement of container freight in and out of the Port by raill. The District understands that completion of
the proposed Project will allow the Port to accommodate the increased rail and fruck traffic associated
with the existing and future levels of containerized freight the Pori plans on handling.

Based on the District’s review of the NOP and the Project area, the Disirict believes that there are at least
seven schools, a Child Development Center and a maintenance facility currently operating in the vicinity
of the Project site and/or planned Project facilities/operations. These school facilities are listed below and
are all within less than one mile of the Project or portions thereof, with the closest school located only
210-feet away (see attached Figure 1) 7 S :
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CONDO RN

Webster Elementary School ~ 1755 W. 32™ Way

Stephens Middle School — 1830 W. Columbus Street

Cabrillo High School - 2001 Santa Fe Avenue

Hudson Middle School (& Maintenance Facility) — 2335 Webster Avenue

Reid High Scheol — 2152 W. Hill Sireet

Garfield Elementary School — 2240 Baltic Avenue

Muir Elementary School — 3038 Delta Avenue

Bethune Transitional Center (school for homeless students) — 2041 San Gabriel Avenue
Child Development Center — 2209 Seabright Avenue

Given the proximity of the Project to the above described schools, the District is very concemed that
Project implementation could have a number of potentially significant direct and indirect impacts on the
District's school facilities identified above, as well as the students and staff using these facilities. The
District will provide its specific concerns in greater detail below, but the District is particularly concemed
that the EIR analyze, address, and mitigate any potentially significant impacts associated with the
following:

1.

Hazardous air emissions associated with the rail yard, increased rail operations, and additional
truck traffic from the Project.

Noise associated with the rail yard, increased rail operations, and additional truck traffic from the

Project. -

Public health and safely issues associated with spills, leaks, or other accidents from rail or fruck
traffic as well as any pipelines within the vicinity of District facilities.

Traffic impacts associated with additional truck traffic fo and from the Project site generating health
and safety issues, such as additional air poliution and increased fraffic on routes to and from school
sites that students may utilize.

Potential Mitigation Measures

in order to ensure none of the above described Project impacts rise to a potenfially significant level, the
Dlstnct suggests the EIR analyze the foliowing potential mmgatlon measures to offset such lmpacts

-1

Construction of gymnasiums/multipurpose rooms at schools currently wsthout such facilities so that
District students and staff have indoor facilities for exercise and other acfivities to avoid hazardous
emissions or unheaithiul air quality.

Construction of enclosed lunchroom facilities so that District students and staff have indoor facilities

for lunch and other activities to avoid hazardous emissions or unhealthful air quality.

Improvements fo District air conditioningffiltration units at schools, which do not currently have
sufﬁciently modern or appropriate equipment necessary to ensure adequate indoor air quality.

Construction of sound barriersfinstaliation of dual-paned wmdows to offset noise |mpacts to potentially
impacted schools.

Construction or improvement of rail and/or traffic signéls and crossings fo ensure the safely of
students en route to school facilities given the potential increased traffic associated with the Project.
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Specific Concerns

In the paragraphs that follow, the District describes the specific concerns it has concerning the Project’s
potential environmental, health and safety impacts and requests that the Port thoroughly address these
‘issues in the upcoming EIR. The EIR should fully recognize that schools must be treated as a sensitive
land use given the concentration of young children within and around these facilities for many hours of the
school day and during after-school activities. In addition, students themselves must be treated as
“sensitive receptors given the disproportionate impacts certain pollutants have on children.

Secondly, the District requests that the EIR recognize the unique nature of school facilities under
California faw. Schools are one of the most protected and heavily regulated land uses. The development
of new schools and expansicn and modernization of existing schools lrigger a myriad of special regutatory
‘requirements for the District that are enforced by a variety of state agencies, which makes finding an
adequate school site, andfor expanding an existing school site challenging. These regulations include
review and approval by the California Department of Education, the Depariment of Toxic Substances
Control and various other agencies, and often trigger special studies to confirm that stringent health and
safety standards are met. Such studies may involve various agency consultations and oversight and the
use of rigorous study protocols. This very high level of review creates great difficulty in constructing
school facilities. Therefore, the District is very concerned that the proposed Project may subsequently
preclude it from upgrading or expanding the schools in the vicinity of the Project described above. These
statutorily proscribed sife constraints may also make it impossible to find new or replacement school sites
in this community after the Project is complete.

Title 5 and Statutory School Siting lssues

The District requests that the EIR evaluate the Project’s potential direct and indirect impacts on nearby
school facilities in conformance with the school siting requirements established in Title 5, California Code
of Regulations {CCR), the Education Code, and the Public Resources Code. If the Project, or any portion
thersof, involves the activilies described below, the EIR must contain the appropriate study including a
level of analysis sufficient to satisfy the state agencies with regulatory authority over the District. To
accomplish this level of analysis, the District recommends that the Port analyze Project impacts on District
facilities and students as though it were the District. In other words, if a rail ine is proposed to be sited
within 1,500 feet of school site, the Port should conduct a comparable safety study to that which would be
requ;red of the District if it proposed placmg a schoo! site within 1,500 feet of the same rail line. Please
ensure that the EIR evaluates not only the relationship and proximity of the main components of the -
.Project to the District's school facilities, but also any infrastruclure or utilities that would extend to the
‘Project site {(especially power lines and pipelines) or other support facilities.

For the Port’s reference, Section 14010 of Title 5, CCR contains the following special criteria for potential
hazards in the vicinity of schoo! sites:

‘a. The property line of a school site even if it is a joint use agreement shall be at least the following
distance from the edge of respective power line easements: (1) 100 feet for 50-133 KV ling; (2)
150 feet for 220-230 kV line; and (3) 350 feet for 500-550 kV line.

b. If the proposed site is within 1,500 feet of a railroad track easement, a safety study shall be done
by a competent professional frained in assessing cargo manifests, frequency, speed, and
schedule of railroad traffic, grade, curves, type and condition of track need for sound or safety

.. barriers, need for pedestrian and vehicle safeguards at railroad crossings, presence of high
pressure gas lines near the tracks that could rupture in the event of a derailment, preparation of
an evacuation plan. In addition to the analys:s possible and reasonable mitigation measures
must be identified.
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¢. The site shall not be adjacent to a road or freeway that any site-related traffic and sound level
studies have determined will have safety problems or sound levels, which adversely affect the
- educational program.

d. Pursuant to Education Code sections 17212 and 17212.5, the site shall not contain an active
earthquake fault or fault trace.

e. Pursuant to Education Code sections 17212 and 17212.5, the site is not within an area of flood or
dam flood inundation unless the cost of mitigating the flood or inundation impact is reasonable.

f. The site shall not be located near an above-ground water or fuel storage tank or within 1500 feet
of the gasement of an above ground or underground pipeline that can pose a safety hazard as
determined by a risk analysis study, conducted by a competent professional, which may include
certification from a local public utility commission.

g. The site is not subject to moderate to high liquefaction or landslides.

h. The shape of the site shall have a proportionate length to width ratio to accommodate the building
layout, parking and playfields that can be safely supervised and does not exceed the allowed
passing time to classes for the district.

i. The site shall be easily accessible from arierial roads and shall allow minimum peripheral visibility
from the planned driveways in accordance with the Sight Distance Standards established in the
“Highway Design Manual,” Table 201.1, published by the Department of Transportation, July 1,
1990 edition, and incorporated into this section by reference,

j. The site shall not be on major arterial streets with a heavy traffic pattern as determined by site-
related fraffic studies including those that require student crossings unless mitigation of traffic
hazards and a plan for the safe arrival and departure of students appropriate to the grade level
has been provided.

k. Existing or proposed zoning of the surrounding properties shall be compatible with schools in that
it would not pose a potential health or safety risk to students or staff in accordance with Education
Code Section 17213 and Govermnment Code Sectlon 65402 and available studies of traffic
surrounding the sile.

. The site shall be located within the p‘rdpose'd attendance area to encourage student walking and
avoid extensive bussing unless bussing is used to promote ethnic diversity.

m. The site shall be selected to promote joint use of parks, libraries, museums and other public
services, the acreage of which may be included as part of the recommended acreage as stated in
subsection (&) of this section.

n. The site shall be conveniently located for public' services including but not limited to fire
protection, police protection, public transit and trash disposal whenever feasible.

0. The district shall consider environmental factors of I:ght wind, noise, aesthetics, and air poliution
in its site selection process.

p. Easements on or adjacent to the site shall nof restrict access or building placement.

q. If the proposed site is on or within 2,000 feet of a 'signiﬁcaht disposal of hazardous waste, the
school district shall contact the Department of Toxic Substances Control for a determination of
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whether the property should be considered a Hazardous Waste Property or Border Zone
Property.

The District also requests the Port and the EIR consider and include appropriate analysis of the rail
operations issues described in Education Code Sections 172122 and the hazardous materials
requirements of Public Resources Code Section 21151.4 and 21151.8.

Hazardous Air Emissions

1.

1a.

1b.

1¢.

The Initial Study indicates that the proposed Project would divert truck traffic using nearby Jocal
freeways (e.g., 710 Freeway) to a facility in closer proximity to the Port, which would ease traffic

- conditions on local freeways and reduce air quality impacts. While the proposed Project may
- achieve a positive overall environmental impact for the region as stated in the Initial Study, the

proposed Project would substantially decrease localized air quality for the nearby population,
including school population, in the Project area. The proposed Project would place more traffic
on local roadways, primarily on Pacific Coast Highway. (n addition, the District anticipates that
the increased efficiency of the loading and transport freight operations at the Port will lead to
additional ship, train, and vehicle trips, thereby increasing the related air pollutant emissions.
Therefore, the EIR should identify all hazardous air emission sources and their impacts on the
school population, including the proximity of District school facilities to the potential emission
sources. Specifically, the EIR should consider the following issues:

The EIR must clarify how any additional vesse! traffic resulting from the proposed Project would

be mitigated and describe how vessel traffic would be monitored. The initial Study states that the

proposed Project would not result in changes in vessel traffic levels or patterns to create
substantial safety risks. However, the District believes that increases in the processing of freight
would lead to accepting more freight from additional ships. i it is determined that the proposed
Project may lead to additionat ships utilizing the port facilities, air pollutant emissions from these
additional ships must be accounted for in both the emissions inventory and health risk analysis.
The EIR must describe how potentially improved handling of containerized cargo would improve
vessel traffic flow and identify how it refates to the emissions. (We suggest you review a recent
Court of Appeals case on the relationship between infrastructure sizing and its impact on growth.
See Laub v. Davis, 2005 DJDAR 12079 (October 7, 2005)}.

The EIR should include a health risk analysis that considers the potential health impacts from

both the exterior and interior exposure of students fo train related emissions in combination with

existing port emissions. The proposed Project would involve an increase in the use of trains
along the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRRY) to transport freight as opposed to trucks. In addition,
the proposed track extension would locate emission sources closer fo the existing schools.
Therefore, the healthrisk analysis performed for the Project needs to consider the both the
exterior and interior exposure of students.

The EIR must include a health risk analysis that evaluates the potential healih risk for all sources
that may potentially affect the health of the students within the District including appropriate air
dispersion medeling {as described in Education Code Section 17213(c)}2)C)). The proposed
Project has the potentiaf to increase localized concentrations of air pollutants In the vicinity of the
Project site. Though Project-related air poliutant concentrations will be evaluated within the
technical studies conducted under CEQA, the District is concerned about the cumuiative effects
of air pollutant cencenirations on the health of the students at District schools. The California Air

- Resources Board’s Diesel Particulate Matter. Exposure Assessment Study for the Ports of Los

Angeles and Long Beach states that there are already significant healih risks associated with
existing port related air pollutant concentrations. The District is concerned that the Project would
degrade the air quality conditions at District schools. :
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1d.

le.

1f.

1q.

The EIR must include a health risk analysis that evaluates potential impacts on indoor air quality
ai the District's school facilities and whether the use of High Efficiency Particulate Air (HEPA) filter
systems at District schools would improve indoor air quality. The District is concerned that air
pollutant concenirations may adversely affect the indoor air quality at District schools.

The EIR must include an evaluation of how the potential construction of
gymnasiums/mulfipurpose room with HEPA filter systems could improve the air quality of students
and faculty. The provision of gymnasiums/multipurpose room would provide an alternative to
exercising outside where air gquality Is considered poor due to the Port and Port of Long Beach
being the largest single source of PM'™ within the south coast air basin. The provision of
gymnasiums/multipurpose room as mitigation measures is essential because children and the
elderly represent the most vulnerable segment of our population and children have higher
respiratory rates due to their level of physical activity.

The California Air Resources Board (CARB) has published the Diesef Parficulate Matter Exposure
Assessment Study for the Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach. This Study has ideniified
current operations at the Ports of Long Beach and Los Angeles as major sources of PM10. |t
also stated "Growth forecasts predict that rade at the POLA and POLB will triple by 2020,
resulting in a 60 percent increase in diese!l PM emissions from current levels unless further
controls are enacted.” This increase in emissions and associated health risk due to the increased
port activities must also be evaluated within the EIR.

The proposed Project may expose District students and staff to unhealthful air quality conditions.
We request that the Draft EIR address these serious concerns and identify specific mitigation
measures to reduce all such impacts to less than significant.

Noise and Vibration impacts

2.

The EIR must include noise and vibration evaluation at each of the school sites potentially
impacted by the proposed Project. The existing schools currently experience extensive noise
from trains (especially along the San Pedre Branch line that extends along the eastern boundary
of the Project site) and trucks associated with the existing industrial activiies. The increased
number of frain and vehicle trips would contribute to the increased noise and vibration impacis for
the existing schools. The iypical approach for the assessment of noise uses a 24-hour CNEL
noise metric which averages noise levels from train activity with periods of no train activity over a
24-hour period. This approach would understate the impact of train noise which is most evident
during single train passings. The noise impact assessment should evaluate the noise impact
from single train events and not be averaged with periods of no frain activity. This single event
train noise impact assessment needs to include a discussion of how train noise would result in
speech interference at 45 dBA Leq. Increasing the frequency of train operations may fead {o a
greater number of occumrences of interference of speech intelligibility of students and faculty.
This increase in noise may resfrict the Districl’'s ability to expand and improve the existing
schools. Noise analysis should identify these sensHive receptors and evaluate site specific
impacts and mitigation for each school. The EIR should identify all feasible mitigation measures
necessary and appropriate fo reduce noise and vibration impacts to any of the District's school
facilities potentially impacted by the Project.

The noise impact evaluation also needs to consider poientiél tnitigation measures such as a
perimeter sound/barrier wall along the Terminal Island freeway at Hudson to protect the site from
noise, traffic, and viewing activities at the facility. Other types of mitigation measures that should

- be considered are removal of at-grade crossings between the railroad and sireels, use of

quadgate railroad crossing systems, trenches to reduce vibration impacts, construction of
gymnasiums to provide a quiet athletic environment and structural acoustic improvements at
schools. ' ' o
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Traffic and Transportafion:

4.

In page 34 of the IS, it is indicated that the proposed Project might result in the increased use and
fraffic on the existing streets in the Project area, which could increase hazards at pedestrian
crossings in the vicinity of the District's schools. These crossings are already very busy and pose
potential safety hazards to the District’s students. The increased traffic from the Project may
create potentially significant impacts because the proposed Project would exacerbate the current
situation. Further degradation of the current hazardous condition would constitute a potentially
significant impact. The traffic study should identify existing and future hazardous intersections in
the Project vicinity and conduct proper analysis.

Public Health & Safety:

5.

The EIR should identify any high-pressurized gas or liquid petroleum lines within the Project site
and evaluate the risk of rupturing. The District is concerned about the high pressure gas or liquid
petroleum pipelines within the railroad easements in the Project vicinity. The District is concemed
that the overall increase in rail traffic would also increase the probability of derailment and
pipeline rupture.

The EIR should identify potential safety risks related to transport’handling of hazardous materials
such as potential for spill, release, leak, and explosion in case of derailment or accident. The
District anticipates that an increase in rail usage would also increase the quantity and volume of
hazardous materials being transported to and from the Project site,

The EIR should identify any overhead or underground fransmission power lines above 50 kV.
The District is concerned with the current and future electric power sources in association with the
EMF effect. The EIR should aiso idenfify any plans for relocation, construction, and/or any
proposed voliage increase for existing fransmission lines.

Cumulalive Impacts:

8.

The EIR must include a cumulative impacts analysis. The District is concerned about the
cumulative effects of the air, fraffic, noise, and public health and safety issues related io the
Project. While these impacts may be less than significant individually, they may be significant
cumulatively.

Analysis of cumulative projects must include local development as well as general and anticipated
growth within the Project area. The District is concerned that the proposed Project would have
compounding effects that exiend beyond the defined Project and area. The EIR cumulative
impact analysis must consider the Project’s growth inducing impacts and associated pubiic health
and safety issues that are reasonably anticipated as result of the proposed Project and potential
future impacts the Project may have on the District's ability to construct additional school facilities
andfor expand existing school sites.

General;

10. -

The EIR shoul include a figure (or figures} that shows general locations for all major Project
construction and improvements including, but not limited to, all new tracks (e.g., tracks for transfer
of marine containers & additional BNSF fracks), fueling areas, a truck infout gate, eic. Please
clarify the Area of Less Frequent Train Movements as shown in Figure 2, Project Site Area. It is
uncertain what the Area of Less Frequent Train Movements represents; if that is- the area where
additionat rail racks are being proposed, pleaselabel as such.
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1.

12.

13.

The significance delermination and the analysis must be consistent throughout the Initial Study.
There are a number of instances where the Project impacts are called Less Than Significant but it

" is stated 'that these impacts will be discussed in the EIR. Where an impact analysis cannot be
- substantiated in the Initial Study, these impacls should be considered Potentially Significant and

further discussed in the EIR. For example in Section VII{b), Hazards and Hazardous Materials,

the impact was determined to be less than significant because an Emergency Response Plan and

Health and Safety Plans would be developed and these plans are expected to remedy any
dangers associated with an upset or accidental release of hazardous materials. However, the
Initial Study states thal the adequacy of these plans and measures will be addressed in the EIR.
If adequacy of these plans could not be substantiated, the impact should be considered
Potentially Significant and properly evaiuated in the EIR.

The EIR must evaluate the impacis of displacing the existing ownersflessees as result of the
consequential relocation of Cal Cartage. Notwithstanding the fact that the cumrently proposed
location for the Cal Carfage operation would create greater distance between Cal Cartage and
the nearby schools, the displaced industries may move closer to the schools or have other
impacts. The EIR must identify all direct and indirect impacts of Project |mp!ementat|on including
cumutative impacts of these displacements.

The EIR must include an adequate analysis of Project alternatives including, but not limited to
potential alternatives to truck and rail fraffic routing as 1t relates to offsetting any potential impacts
fo the District’s schoot facilities, students or staff.

Thank you for the opportunity to respond to the NOP and we would like to be included on the mailing list
for all future notices and documents pertiaining to this Project. The District looks forward to reviewing the
EIR when i is released for pubic review. The Disitict would also be happy to meet with the Port and its
consultants to discuss the impact of the Project on the District’s facilities, students and staff and potential
mitigation measures to offset such impacts. The District trusts that the Port and the District can resolve all
school facility, student and staff health and safety concerns in a collaborative manner. Please send one
complete set of the DEIR to me at the above address when it becomes avaitable. If you have any
questions or would like to meet to discuss our concerns; please fee! free to contact me at (562) 997-7550.

Sincerely,

(o A —

Carri Matsumoto

Executive Director .

Facilities Development and Planning

LONG BEACH UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

cc: Chris Steinhauser — LBUSD

Kim Stallings ~ EBUSD
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CITY OF LONG BEACH

DEPARTMENT QF PLANNING & BUILDING

333 W. Ocean Bivd, 7" Floor  Long Beach, CA 90802  (562) 570-6357  FAX (562) 570 -6068
COMMUNITY & ENVIRONMENTAL FLANNING

December 14, 2005

Dr. Ralph G. Appy _

Director of Environmental Management
Environmental Management Division
Port of Los Angeles

425 South Palos Verdes Street

San Pedro, CA 90731

RE: Southern California International Gateway (SCIG)
Comments on Supplemental Notice of Preparation

Dear Dr. Appy:

The City of Long Beach has reviewed the Supplemental Notice of Preparation (NOP) on the
proposed Southemn California International Gateway Project (Case ADP#041027-199) and has
the following comments to provide in accordance ‘with Section 15082 of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines. In addition, at the City Council’s request, staff
collected comments from the public regarding the SCIG NOP at two public meetings. These

- comments are attached and we would like you to consider them in preparing your
environmental analysis and add the speakers to your mailing list.

Project Deécription |

The project descnptton does not accurately reflect the full extent of the proposed project and
therefore it is difficult to respond to the Supplemental NOP. The project description provided in -
the NOP is a general discussion of “new technologies” intended to achieve the Port's Rail
Policy, Project Objectives consistent with this Rail Policy, and a list of six Project Elements that -
outline various types of site structures and infrastructure to be either demolished or
constructed.

. The NOP provides no information or descnptlon related to the activities occurnng at this site
such as: -

Projected number of containers and trucks entering and exiting the site

The projecied hours of operation and activities occurring on the site

The location and placement of buildings, uses and activities on the site
Identification of new technologies to be utilized at the site

ldentification of all anticipated primary facility operators on the site

Identification of all property owners by property address or Assessor Parcel Number
Interrelationship of project operations with other neaerock operators, including ICTF

* & 9 & & »
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operations
» Discussion of the alternatlve delivery systems and optional access routes contained
in the Additional Assessment on page A-6 '

The NOP refers to the 27 acre area south of Pacific Coast Highway as “additional project
features outside of the Primary Project Area” and is not included as part of the project
‘description. This area is in fact an integral part of the project and must be included in the
project description. According to page A-3 of the NOP, this area is serving as a corridor for rail
‘leading into the project. In order to accomplish this, existing buildings would have to be
demolished, at grade or grade separated crossings would have to be constructed and
additional infrastructure is necessary to facilitate the project. None of these elements are
identified in the NOP or project description. The NOP and pro;ect description must identify all
the physicat and functional changes.

The project area boundaries should therefore include and accurately identify all areas that are

an inseparable part of the project improvements and operations proposal. Dividing the project

into separate areas without a full acknowledgment of project components outside the
designated project area could constitute a piece-mealing of the project area under CEQA.

Project Objectives

- The Project Objectives are deficient in the following areas:

e Over-emphasis on near-dock intermodal facilities
Three of the five Project Objectives focus on a near-dock facility. This restricts
consideration of a reascnable range of alternatives that could achieve broader cargo
movement goals while lessening environmental impacts, including on—dock rail usage
and other alternative locations.

« Exclusion of altematlve fuels, alternative dehvery systems and optional access
routes
The new fuels and technologies listed on pages A-1 and A-2 are only discussed as
features the rail operator is either “planning to incorporate” or “investigating” usage.
The Additional Assessment on page A-6 list possible clean fuels, altemative delivery
- systems (i.e., magnetic levitation) and optional access to the project site (i.e., direct
access from the Terminal Island Freeway). Excluding these features from the
project description and project objectives creates ambiguity on the Port’s level of
commitment.

: Reguired Entitlements

Identify all governmental entities respohsible for project review and approval. Fully describe all
:entitlement approvals required for the project as proposed.

The Long Beach portion 6f'this project site is in the IL'Light Industrial zoning district and has a
General Plan Land Use Designation of LUD No. 9R Restricted Industry. The following
dlscretronary approvals would be required from the Clty of Long Beach




r
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+ Conditional Use Permit to establish any transportation-related land uses in the {L
District, including warehousing, storage, terminal facmtles -and freight/cargo
transportation

+ General! Plan Amendment to redesignate the project site from LUD No. 9R

- Restricted Industry to LUD 9G General Industry (the LUD No. 9R General Pian
District does not permit any outdoor or env1ronmentalty impacting industrial
operations) : . .

_ Light and Glare Impacts

~ The Environmental Checklist and Impact Analysis identifies exterior operational lighting as a
potentially significant impact to sensitive receptors located in residentiat areas to the east of the
- Project Area. The EIR must therefore provide the following information:

« An analysis of potential light and glare impacts to properties in West Long Beach,
with particular emphasis on impacts o sensitive receptors such as residential
neighborhoods, nearby schools, churches, shelters, and medical fand uses

"+ Identification of possible mitigation measures, mciudmg glare shields and reduced
nighttime hours of operation :

Air Quality Impacts

As stated on page 9 of the Environmental Checkiist, project operations could “result in
permanent increased air emissions at and near the site due to an ihcrease in rail and truck
traffic traveling to and from the area.” According to the South Coast Air Quality Management
District (SCAQMD), the Port and nearby areas have the highest cancer risk rates in the Los
Angeles metropolitan region, due in part to truck-related diesel emlss:ons .

-The air quality analysis should address the conciuswns from the following recent stud:es in
" relation to project impacts:

« City of Long Beach Baseline Air Quality and Noise Human Heaith RISk Assessment
" approved by the Long Beach City Council on May 24, 2005 :
o SCAQMD MATES il and MATES I}l studies
e California Air Resources Board study on diesel particulate matter exposure in the
Ports (Diesel Participate Matter Fxposure Assessment for the Ports of Los Angeles
and Long Beach, draft, October 2005).

The EIR air quality impact analysis should include the following:

» Construction-refated air quality impacts from both off-road mobile sources (e.g.,
heavy-duty construction equipment) and on-road mobite sources (e.g., construction
worker vehicle trips, material transport trips)

« Operation-related air quality impacts from both on-site operations (e. g container
handling equipment) and off-site vehicular tnps (e g., worker vehicular trips,
container truck trips).

. Average and maximum daily on-site operations emissions_by polfutant type using
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current technologies (i.e., diesel-powered delivery systems)
e . Comparison of anticipated operational emissions between diesel powered and
. alternative non-diesel powered delivery systems
e A Human Heatth Risk Assessment on pollutant emission impacts to adjacent
residents and sensitive receptors in West Long Beach for both diesel and non-diesel
powered systems
« All applicable mitigation measures hsted in the SCAQMD Air Quality Handbook

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

As noted on page 21 of the Environmental Checklist, the proposed project is directly across the
Terminal island Freeway from Reid High School, Hudson School and Bethune Program for the
‘Homeless (school for homeless children), each of which is within a quarter mile of the project
site.

_ The EIR hazards and hazardous materials analysis should include the jollowing:

-« Determination of whether any cumrent or historic uses at the project site have
resulted in the release of any hazardous wastes or substances in the project vicinity,
particularly in relation to nearby residential areas in West Long Beach
ldentification of any known or potentially contaminated areas within the project site
A Human Health Risk Assessment on soil and groundwater contamination, with
particular emphaSIs on impacts to residents and sensitive receptors in West Long
Beach

« Mitigation measures that are in full compliance with all notification and remédiation
procedures set forth by the California Department of Toxic Substance Control
(DTSC) and the Regional Water Quality Control Board

- Land Use and Planning .

* As previously discussed, the project area portion located within the City of Long Beach would
require approval of a Conditional Use Permit and General Plan Amendment. Therefore, the
project as proposed would conflict with an applicable land use plan and Environmental Issue
IX.b. should be identified as a Potentially Significant Impact in the EIR. '

The EIR land use impact analysis should include the following:

¢ Comparison of the proposed project operations on the Long Beach portion of the

* project site with the permitted land uses as set forth in Case No. 9501-12, approved

by the Long Beach Planning Commission in July 1995 for the fruck parking fand use

-« Discussion of any inconsistencies between the proposed project and all applicable
local and regional plans, including the Regional Comprehensive Plan and Regional
Transportation Plan by the Southem California Association of Governments (SCAG).

Noise

. The discussibn on page 30 of the Environmental Checklist acknowledges that “the proposed -
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intermodal facility would increase truck and rail trip generation in the area, which could change
- or increase traffic noise in the area. Operation of the proposed intermodal facility could also
result in noise from the use of on-site heavy equipment.” :

The EiR noise impact analysis should include the foliowing: |

« ldentification of potential noise impacts associated with both project construction and
operations, particularly in terms of potential impacts to residents and sensitive
receptors in West Long Beach

+ |dentification of mitigation measures, including technological improvements on noise

.. muffling equipment, strict adherence to exterior noise level limitations as set forth in
Chapter 8.80 (Noise) of the Long Beach Municipal Code, and limiting hours of
operation to daytime hours only.

7 Population and Housing

While the proposed project would not induce substantial population growth, there could be
substantial displacement of peaple and housing units due to the negative environmental effects
associated with air, noise, traffic and other adverse physical impacts generated by the
proposed project. Therefore, Environmental Issue Xil.c. should be identified as a Potentially
Significant Impact in the EIR.

The EIR population and housing impact analysis should include the following:

A thorough analysis on the prOJect's economic and social effects on the surrounding
physical environment in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15131.

_* Discussion of the project’s potential for physical deterioration to nearby residential
neighborhoods and commercial areas through declining property values, causinga -
ripple effect of store closures, long term vacancies and urban décay in West Long
Beach.

« Mitigation measures to lessen urban decay impacts fo West Long Beach mcludmg
limited operational capacity and alternative project locations

Public':s'er.vices

Although the Environmental Checklist did not 1dent1fy any potential significant impacts to public
services, the project could impact emergency service delivery and response times to nearby
communities. Therefore, Environmental Issue Xlil.a. should be identified as a Potentially
. Significant Impact for fire, police and school services.

" The _EiR public services analysis should thoroughly address the following:

Analyze project impacts to police and fire service staff resources
Analyze project impacts on emergency service response routes and response times
to nearby neighborhoods
* Analyze pro;ect impacts to nearby schools, parhcu!aﬂy in terms of local intersection
- levels of service _ =
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Transportation/Traffic

As discussed on page 36 of the Environmental Checklist, increased vehicular movement on

. nearby arteries would occur during project operations “"due to an increase in truck traffic to and

- from the facility.” In addition, the proposed project "could result in traffic exceeding a level-of-
service standard for congestion management program intersections in the Port area.”

The EIR transportation/traffic impact analysis should examine the following factors:

[ ]

Identify all intersections and corridors potentially impacted by project truck travel

- patterns, particularly along Witlow/Sepulveda

Provide intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU) calculations for all nearby
intersections within the City of Long Beach and Highway Capacity calculations for all
State roadways in the project vicinity (i.e., Pacific Coast Highway)

No credit should be taken for any assumed reductions in existing traffic volumes on
surrounding freeways or major arterials, since Port economic growth could replace or
add more truck trips than anticipated to be reduced from this project

Account for the high percentage of project truck trips through the use of passenger
car equalivents in order to provide a meaningful level of service analysis at both
traffic-signals and roadway segments with significant grade differentials

Examine project impacts on Pacific Coast Highway east of the project site, especially
during the PM peak period

Analyze project site entrance operations (capacity vs. antncnpated demand) to
determine the required on-site queuing capacity necessary to prevent impacits to the
public street network -

Analyze on-site truck tumlng movements to determine if suff cient space is allocated
for complex movements, including on-site U-turns (particularly if truck entry and
exiting would be from Pacific Coast Highway only} ‘
Analyze the impact of relocating truck support services currently provided on-s:te and
the loss of on-site truck and trailer parking

Address parking impacts resulting from the loss of existing on-site parking spaces for
trucks and trailers and the anticipated increase in worker and truck parking demands
from project operations

Fully describe all anticipated rail modifications and relocations in the South Lead
Track Area and all other industrial faciiities in this Area

Analyze potential impacts to emergency services response routes and response
times to the project area and nearby areas resulting from at-grade track
improvements in the South Lead Track Area

Analyze alternative access routes to the project, includlng a direct connection with
the Terminal Island Freeway

Altermatives

CEQA requires EIRs to describe a range of reasonable alternatives to the project, or to the
location of the project, which would feasibly attain most of the basic project objectives while
“avoiding or substantially lessening significant environmental impacts, even if these alternatives
would impede to some degree the attainment of the project objectives or would be more costly
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CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(f)(2)(A) states that in regard to alternative project locations, .
“(thhe key question and first step in analysis is whether any of the significant effects of the
project would be avoided or substantially lessened by putting the project in another location.”
In addition, a reduced size project alternative should be included to determine if a smaller
_project could attain most of the project objectives while reducing environmental effects.

The Supplemental NOP provides the following alternatives:

Preferred Alternative (Proposed Project)

Classifying the proposed project as the Preferred Alternative implies a foregone
conclusion prior to EIR analysis of a reasonable range of alternatives and public
disclosure of the reasoning for alternative selection. '

Alternative 2: Double-ended Track DesAign

~ Alternative 2 as described in the Supplemental NOP is similar to the proposed

project in terms of operations. However, Alternative 2 would employ the use of
rubber tire, diesel-powered gantry cranes for both train loading/unioading and
container stacking activities while the under the proposed project (Alternative 1), all-
electric cranes would be used for rail and container stacking activities.

Alternative 2 is therefore less environmentally friendly than the proposed project.
Since the purpose of considering a range of project alternatives is to lessen
environmental impacts while attaining most of the basic project objectives, this
alternative fails to meet the basic criteria of a project alternative under CEQA.

Alternative 3: Alternative Site Location
This Alternative was added to the Supplemental NOP with only one sentence stating:
“A siting study will be performed to determine feasibility of other site locations and

‘these will be assessed as appropriate.”

- A siting study is not necessarily an alternative location analysis. Itis unclear what is
- meant by “determine feasibility of other site locations.” Is feasibility related to

meeting project objectives, lessening environmental impacts, or both?

Alternative locations analyzed in the EIR should at a minimum include an on-dock

location and a near-dock location further to the west of Long Beach neighborhoods.

Additional Assessment '
Based on comments received at the two October scoping meetings, alternative clean
delivery systems and optional new access routes to the project site have been added

to the Alternatives description on page A-6. These are project modifications which

could significantly lessen environmental impacts and should be incorporated into the
project description rather than considered part of the alternatives analysis.

- At a minimum, the EIR should include the foilowiﬁg alternatives with sufficient information to
aliow meaningful evaluation, analysis, and comparison with the proposed project:
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On-Dock Alternative Location

This Alternative would provide the greatest reduction in the most significant
environmental impacts to nearby residential neighborhoods and other sensitive
receptors in regard {o air, noise, traffic, and nighttime lighting impacts as well as
potentially reducing freeway traffic impacts. The broad project objectives not directly
related to near-dock facilities would also be met by this alternative (increase use of
Alameda Corridor, manage Port growth, and promote improvements consistent with
the Goods Movement Initiative). Therefore, this Alternative would be the
Environmentally Superior Alternative other than the No Project Alternative.

Near-Dock Alternative Location

This Alternative would locate project activities close to the Ports but further from
residential neighborhoods.. Aerial maps of the surrounding area cléarly show an
abundance of rail lines on nearby sites between Terminal Island and the proposed
project site (as well as potential project areas along or near Alameda Street in the
Carson area between LLomita Boulevard and the 405 freeway). An alternative near-

- dock fagility in this area would lessen environmental impacts to residential areas and
- on the 710 freeway, although localized impacts in terms of air, noise, traffic and

nighttime lighting could be significant. This Alternative could also meet all five
Project Objectives.

Reduced Project Aiternative

This Alternative would be a reduced scale version of the project at the same
proposed location. As such, localized project impacts related to air, noise, and traffic
would be proportionally reduced although nighttime lighting impacts could be similar
to the project as proposed. A Reduced Project Alternative could also meet all five
Project Objectives.

- Cumulative Impacts

The Cumulative Projects List should include the following nearby projects:

ICTF Expansion Project

LNG facility in the Port of Long Beach Pier T

Port of Long Beach Pier B rail yard project

All other proposed projects in the Ports and nearby industrial areas

Since the project area is located in an exireme non-attainment area for ozone, oxides of
" nitrogen and reactive organic gases, the project’s incrementat effect on air quality would be
considered cumulatively considerable and an unavoidable significant cumulative impact.
- The project should therefore include features that would reduce emissions, particularly diesel
emissions, to reduce air quality impacts to the greatest extent possnble Therefore, the project
design features listed on pages A-1 and A-2 of the NOP should be fully incorporated into the

~ project as required components rather than uses to be investigated. ‘

Mitigation Measures
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- Required mitigation measures for any near-dock project location should include the following:

» Sustainability and green Port improvements on at least the same level of
commitment as the Port of Long Beach Green Port Policy '

« Design features to eliminate the use of diesel-powered railroad switch engines,
diesel-powered yard hostling trucks, diesel-powered cranes, and other diesel and
high poliuting fuels from all truck and rail equipment operations

» Incorporate automatic idling reduction devices to all iocomotives
Incorporate the alternative delivery systems and optional access routes described on
page A-6 of the Supplemental NOP

City Councit Comments

At their regular December 13, 2005 meeting, the Long Beach City Councll stated that if project
generated environmental impacts to Westside residents could not be adequately mitigated, the
City Councit would oppose this project.

All questions regarding this environmental review process should be directed to either myseif at

~{562) 570-6357 or Craig Chalfant, Environmental Planner, at (562) 570-6368.

; Sincerely',

7/

Suzanne Frick

Director of Planning and Building



For attachments please see NOP Comment 1 page 69-85.



-

UNIVERSITY

OF SOUTHERN
CALIFORNIA

Division of
Environmental Health

’ Department of
Preventive Medicine

1540 Alcazar Street
CHP 236

Los Angeles,
California 90033-9013
Tel: 323'442 1096
Fax: 323 442 3272

Keck School of Medicine

University of Southern California

December 14, 2005

Dr. Ralph Appy

Director of Environmental Management
Los Angeles Harbor Department

425 South Palos Verdes Street

San Pedro, CA 90731

Re: Comments on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) (dated September 19,
2005) and Supplemental NOP (dated October 31, 2005) for the proposed
Southern California International Gateway (SCIG) Project to be
operated by BNSF Railway

Dear Dr. Appy:

We submit these comments on the proposed Southern California International
Gateway (SCIG) Project on behalf of the Community Outreach and Education
Program of the Southern California Environmental Health Sciences Center,
based at Keck School of Medicine of the University of Southern California,

Our Center is composed of scientists from USC and UCLA, many of whom
conduct air pollution research. Our USC investigators have been conducting a
decade-long study (known as the Children’s Health Study) of the health
effects of air pollution on the respiratory health of school children. Findings
from this study show that children who grow up breathing polluted air have
reduced lung fimction when they reach adulthood, that air poilution is linked
to increased school absences, that children with asthma suffer other health
problems (such as bronchitis) when they are exposed to high levels of
particulate matter, and that children who live or go to school near busy roads
or freeways have more asthma. These comments from our Center's
Community Ouireach and Education Program are submitted with these
scientific studies - and dozens of other air poliution health investigations - in
mind. These and other relevant studies of air pollution’s effects on health are
included on a CD submitted with this letter. (See Appendix A, List of
References, and Appendix B, Full Scientific Articles on Compact Disk, CD).

As discussed in greater detail below, we have serious concerns about the
potential health impacts of this project on residents and school children who
live, play, and learn in close proximity to the planned intermodal container
transfer facility. Our concems relate to the anticipated increase in air
poliution from the additional mobile sources the rail yard will introduce or



attract to the area: big-rig trucks, yard equipment, locomotives on-site, Alameda Corridor

- locomotives, and locomotives operating along the San Pedro Branch tracks. The communities
near the proposed rail yard are densely populated, contain many schools and other “sensitive
receptor” facilities, including a homeless shelter and a school for homeless children, and they are
already heavily impacted by the Port, Port traffic to and from the existing Union Pacific
Intermodal Container Transfer Facility (ICTF), and nearby refinerics. We believe that the
additional health impacts related to air pollution and noise from the proposed SCIG project on
nearby residents are significant and must be folly mitigated, adding no additional health burden,
if the Port of Los Angeles continues to consider siting the SCIG project af the proposed location.

As background, a recent document by the California Air Resources Board entitled “Emission
Reduction Plan for Ports and International Trade in California” states the following concerns:

“...People living in comnmmnities with high pollution burdens [are a group] that is of particular concern |
when assessing the impacts of goods movement-related emissions. Sensitive groups, including children
and infants, the elderly and people with heart or lung disease, can be at increased risk of experiencing

" harmfu] effects from exposure to air pollution. People living in communities close to sources of goods
movement-related emissions, such as potts, rzil yards, and inter-tnodal transfer facilities are likely to suffer
.greater health impacts and these impacts will likely add to an existing health burden.” (p. A-22) ...

“Many of these commmnities are made up of people from economically disadvantaged groups who would
be least able to sustain the personal and financial impacts related to increased disease burden™. (p. A-8)

The restdents and school children living near the proposed SCIG project comprise a group “with
a high pollution burden” (as described above) and many members of the population are both
economically disadvantaged and minority (full demographic data for the three most heavily
affected zip codes is aftached as the final appendix).

Because we believe that the potential health impacts of the SCIG Project would be so
detrimental, we respectfully request that the Los Angeles Harbor Department:

a) Investigate whether increased efficiencies of on-dock rail at both the Ports of L A.

' and Long Beach would negate the need for this new facility. Increasing the
efficiency of on~dock rail is specifically called for by the August 2005 Los Angeles
Harbor Department Rail Policy, as well as the California Air Resources Board’s Draft
Emission Reduction Plan for Ports and International Goods Movement, p. II-50,
which can be found at hitp://www.arb.ca.gov/planning/gmerp/gmerp.hitm.

b) If on-dock rail is fully investigated and determined to be infeasible, search for
© alternative sites on which to build a new intermodal container transfer facility that can
~ service the Alameda corridor with less significant public health impacts on nearby
, residents.

- ¢) Ifan alternative site for a new ICTF is fully investigated and determined to be
infeasible, and if the SCIG project moves forward, implement enforceable mitigation
measures including use of the most innovative technology to reduce air pollution
from the new rail yard, the trucks or other delivery system entering and leaving it, and
the locomotives entering and leaving it on the San Pedro Tracks as well as on the
Alameda Corridor in order to ensure protection of the health of residents in
Wilmington, Carson, South Los Angeles and West Long Beach. This would include:



o Implementing non-diesel delivery systems for containers entering or leaving the
SCIG. If the rail yard continues to be considered in lieu of preferable on-dock
1ail, it must be virtually “clean,” adding no additional air pollution to the area. As
the supplemental NOP indicates, the EIR must investigate alternative delivery
systems such as magnetic levitation, electric conveyor belts, and other innovative
non-diesel technology to move containers and reduce poliution. The EIR should
also investigate non-diesel trucks, including having a dedicated fleet of electric or
hybrid trucks or alternative fuels. A dedicated fleet of non-diesel/alternative
fuel/electric trucks could be certified by the Port to carry containers back and
forth between the rail yard and the Ports, with a requirement for them to meet
strict entry requirements to enter either the SCIG or the Ports.

e Electrification of trains on the Alameda Corridor and Alameda Corridor East, as
recommended in the No Net Increase Report, as well as electrifying the switching
locomotives that will be doubling back and forth on the San Pedro line very close

_ to homes and schools along their tracks. '

s Implementing and enforcing all feasible mitigation measures if the SCIG project
goes forward.

¢ Implementing all rail and trucking measures recommended in the No Net Increase
Report, all measures in the 2005 California Air Resources Board (CARB)
Railroad Memorandum Of Understanding, and any railroad/trucking/yard
equipment rules of CARB or the South Coast Air Quality District (AQMD).

Detailed comments follow.

1. The EIR must address the existing physical environment in the vicinity of the proposed
project to assess the significancé of the impacts the new SCIG project will create, and must
detail the full range of activities that will be generated by the project.

Although the current use of the land where the SCIG is proposed is “industrial,” its impact on the
surrounding community is minimal compared to what would occur with the SCIG. Baseline
noise, air pollution, vibration and lighting must be evaluated. Currently, there is insignificant
truck traffic on a daily basis in and out of the existing Cal Cartage facility (compared, for
example, to the hundreds of trucks going in and out of the nearby Union Pacific ICTF), which is
important to document because the SCIG would add a significant amount of new iraffic and air
pollution to the area. In addition, traffic counts on the nearby roads and freeways must be done
in order to assess the current volume and the increased volume of trucks that will travel through
the nearby communities if the SCIG is built. Finally, the impacts of emissions from thousands of
diesel trucks a day queuing and operating inside the SCIG project must be evaluated regardless

* of the route the trucks take to reach the SCIG. :

Specifically, the EIR must describe the following, which the SCIG NOP fails to describe:
n

anticipated size of the SCIG :

» number of lifts expected annually at start of project and maximum allowed
over fime ' _

= number of trucks anticipated to enter the yard per year at start of project

and maximum over time



= number of switching locomotives to be permanently on site at start of
project and maximum over time

» npumber and types of cargo handling equipment fo be on site and maximum
over time

= number of locomotives that are anticipated to travel on the San Pedro
tracks at start and maximum over time 7

= number of additional locomotives anticipated to be added to the Alameda
Corridor at start of project and maximum over time

= where on the site the trains will “connect to” the Alameda Corndor

* where the “Haz Mat area” of the site will be (not included in the NOP
maps)

= what actions BNSF or the Port plan to take to ensure that the system of
delivery for containers coming to the facility does not bring additional
poliution to the nearby neighborhoods, and

= what actions BNSF or the Port anticipates taking to enisure that the
locomotives coming and going from the facility will not add additional
pollution to the nearby communities.

2. The EIR must consider concurrent and fature related projects, including the relocation
of Cal Cartage and the expansion of the adjacent Union Pacific (UP) Intermodal Container
Transfer Facility (ICTF).

The Supplemental NOP makes numerous mentions of Cal Cartage and other tenants and their
plans for moving to a new area. It would seem appropriate for these companies to do their own
EIR rather than “piggy-back™ on the SCIG EIR. The Supplemental NOP states (p. 6) that there
are residential land uses immediately to the East of the proposed site for Cal Cartage that may
have adverse impacts. If a separate EIR is not warranted, then there must be much more specific
information about Cal Cartage (and other affected property owners/lessees) activities in the
SCIG EIR. E.g., future “warehousing activities” at Cal Cartage described in the NOP may
introduce more trucks to the area than does existing use of the land by Cal Cartage and others;
this needs to be evaluated.

_Additionally, the EIR must address the future (and possibly simultaneous) expansion of the UP-
ICTE, located adjacent to the proposed SCIG site. The UP ICTF currently brings hundreds of
thousands of trucks a year into the very same community that will be affected by the trucks, yard
operations, and Jocomotives at the SCIG if it is built here. Any expansion of the UP ICTF
should be discussed in the SCIG EIR because of the related, additional health impacts associated
with increased operations in the community that will be all the more serious due to the
cumulative nature of the effects.

3. The EIR must detail what is already known about local air pollution and health risks in
" the area, including studies that have been done at Hudson School and forthcoming work of
the MATES III project, both conducted by the South Coast Air Quality Management
District (AQMD) — as well as other studies underway —so that the cumulative effects of
this project can be accurately analyzed. The SCIG will add to existing pollution from the
Union Pacific ICTF, refineries and other local air pollution sources, and all cumulative.



impacts combined must be considered in the EIR. The EIR should evaluate PM;q, PM; 5,

~ ultrafine particles, elemental carbon, toxic air contaminants (1,3-butadiene, aldehydes,
-diesel particnlate, etc.), NOx and other emissions in the local area, at baseline and emission

- prajections with the SCIG in place. :

AQMD Monitoring Studies. Some insights into existing health threats in the arca can be
obtained by reviewing AQMD reports of measured poflutants at several Long Beach and
Wilmington Schools, comparing them to the North Long Beach Station and occasionally to the
downtown L.A. monitoring site. One of the schools studied is Hudson School {(K-8), of the Long
Beach Unified School District. Hudson School is adjacent to the Terminal Island (TI) Freeway,
about 1/3 of a mile from the Union Pacific Intermodal Facility, and directly across the T1
Freeway from both the San Pedro Train Tracks and the proposed SCIG facility. In fact, the
Hudson Schoot playing fields are separated from the TI Freeway only by a chain link fence.

The AQMD has been monitoring selected air pollutants at Hudson and several other schools in
Wilmington (Wilmington Childcare Center) and Long Beach (Hudson and Edison Schools) since
1998. The measured pollutants at each site have been compared to each other and to the local
AQMD monitoring stations. Monitoring results show that Hudson School routinely has the
highest levels of measured pollutants among the schools and stations monitored in the
Wilmington and Long Beach areas, a clear indication that children in this geographic area are
already seriously impacted by air pollution. AQMD Reports #7, 9, and 11 are attached as
examples for the record.

o PM;j, measurements. AQMD Report #9 on sampling during October — November 2003
and Report #11 on sampling during October - December 2004 both conclude: “The
current monitoring and previous monitoring studies indicate that PMje and EC
concentrations measured at Hudson School site are often higher than the other study sites,

“and higher than many AQMD network sites for PMio.” ... “PMi averaged 49ug/m’ at
Hudson School during the study compared to values ranging from 35-39 ug/m® at the
other sites.” Of the seven 24-hour samples taken at Hudson School and reported in

. Report #9, four were higher than 50 ug/m’ (the state’s 24-hour standard), with the
maximum at Hudson for 24 hours of 71 ug/m’.

Report #11 also states that: For all [11] studies except the fall/winter 2000 study, the
Hudson School site exhibited the highest PM;q average.... These trends suggest that

" Hudson School consistently experiences higher PMo concentrations than elsewhere in
the study area.”

e Elemental carbon levels: Initially, the South Coast AQMD started conducting their
measurements at schools in Wilmington and Long Beach because of concerns about
petrolcum coke dust blowing into the neighborhood from nearby “coke piles.” According
to AQMD specialists, by the year 2000 the coke piles were in compliance with mandated
‘mitigation measures, including enclosure, and levels of Elemental Carbon (EC) were -
found to drop from 1998-2000. ‘Since the year 2000, however, the levels of EC have not
dropped further, with the Hudson School EC levels significantly higher than at other
schools and AQMD monitoring stations in the area. Recent AQMD studies conclude that



mobile sources in the area of Hudson School may now be the dominant factor rather than
the coke dust. This is consistent with the increased volume of traffic on the TI Freeway
adjacent to Fludson School and the increased diesel-related truck and locomotive activity
in the area, including a dramatic increase in “lifis” at the UP ICTF since 1998.

o Elemental carbon levels during the Port lockout: A natural experiment occurred during
the Port lockout (work stoppage) in the fall of 2002. AQMD conducted sampling during
this time and found unusually low levels of elemental carbon during the lockout, when
the Port was not operating, with increasing levels as the backlog of ships was unloaded
and containers finally headed by truck to the railyards. Please review Appendix E and the
attached AQMD reports and note how much higher the levels of elemental carbon were at
Hudson School than at other schools in the area. The lockout was from September 29,
2002 — Qctober 9, 2002. In the figures of Appendix E, please note how low the levels of
elemental carbon were on October 9, 2002 (less than 4 ug/m’, much lower than normal
fall averages). Also, please note now high the levels of elemental carbon were in mid-
November. Reports on the lockont say that it took more than 40 days from the beginning
of the lockout for the backlog of containers to be resolved, resulting in much higher truck
traffic during this period in November.

Also note in Appendix E how levels of Elemental Carbon at Hudson School compare
during the lockout and during other years of AQMD measurements. The attached
AQMD reports (and the graphs in Appendix E) show how much higher the levels of
Elemental Carbon (EC) were at Hudson School when there was a huge influx of diesel
trucks moving cargo containers after the lockout, compared to the more typical levels in
November. We conclude from these various analyses of the AQMD data that the main
“driver” of the currently elevated Elemental Carbon levels at Hudson School is diesel
exhaust from trucks going to the ICTF and from locomotives at the ICTF and on the San
Pedro lines as well as other diesel equipment operating in the area. When there are few
“trucks on the TI Freeway and the UP ICTF is not operating, there is significantly low
Elemental Carbon at Hudson School. When there is lots of activity on the TI Freeway
and the ICTF is unusually busy, there is significantly elevated Elemental Carbon at
-Hudson School.

_e - AOMD Report #9 on sampling in October — November 2003 staies “During this study,
the average EC [Elemental Carbon] at Hudson School (7.5 ug/m’) was 50% higher than
any other study site.” 7

o MATES II] study. . The AQMD has selected a site east of the Terminal Island Freeway for
one of its MATES III monitoring sites. Results from this study must be included in the
EIR, along with a description of the findings of any other published studies on the area by
the AQMD.

Truck counts. CalTrans apparently does not count traffic on the TI Freeway. On a weekday
afternoon in May 2005, south of Hudson School and standing in the community park, we
counted 600 big-rig trucks in one hour passing by on the TI Freeway, heading from the Ports to
the nearby Union Pacific ICT B. Although not a lengthy study of any sort, the truck count is an



indication of what school students face on a given afternoon in their community. We have noted
from numerous trips to the area that trucks often back up where the TI Freeway dead-ends into
Willow Street, as they attempt to turn left onto Sepulveda to go to the ICTF. The EIR must
conduct truck counting on the T Freeway at baseline and make projections about the future
truck traffic load.

Health Effects Institute Study. Dr. Bric Fujita of the Desert Research Institute {DRI) is
conducting a study of air pollution, with measurements being taken in the area of the Cambodian
Temple on Willow Street and the Terminal Island Freeway. Results from his study, when
published, must be evaluated in the EiR.

4. The EIR must detail the significant health effects that the SCIG project is expected to
have on the local community from the addition of thousands of diesel trucks, as well as air
pollution from long-haul and switching locomotives and any other pollution-producing
equipment used or related to the SCIG.

In particular, we are concerned about the folloWing health-related issues, all of which should be
addressed in the EIR. Relevant scientific articles can be found as a list in Appendix A and on the
CD in Appendix B.

e The body of scientific evidence showing that children who grow up in polluted
communities suffer reduced lung function and other respiraiory effects. USC studies in
Sonthern California show that a package of mobile source poilutants (NOx, PM, acid
vapor and elemental carbon) are correlated with reduced lung function. In the USC
study, three times as many children m North Long Beach, where levels of Elemental
Carbon (EC) are high, had reduced lung function than children in less polluted
communities, (Gauderman, 2004). The study is important because medical experts
believe that reduced lung function is a significant predictor of mortality in the elderly.

Tt is important for the FIR to examine the levels of EC at Hudson School, less than .25

" miles from the proposed SCIG. During recent fall-winter measurements, the levels were
1 Y% times higher at Hudson than at the North Long Beach station — raising significant

. concems about the potential for reduced lung function in this west Long Beach
community, even with the levels of elemental carbon currently existing (SCAQMD Rule
1458 reports, 1998-2004, attached).

o ‘The body of scientific evidence showing that living or going to school in close proximity
to busy roads and freeways (that is, close to mobile source exhaust) is linked to asthma
~ and respiratory effects in children, as well as other effects in adults. (Gauderman, 2005;
McConnetl, 2004; Brauer, 2002). (Please see Appendix A and submitted CD for related
scientific articles and references). The EIR must examine the increased risk of asthma
and other respiratory effects from living or going to school in close proximity to busy
roads and freeways.

o The body of scientific evidence showing that elevated levels of. ‘particulate



matter ave linked to cardiovascular disease and increased mortality. (Pope, 2002;
Jerrett, 2005; Please see submitted CD for these and related scientific articles). In
response to the growing body of evidence, the American Heart Association issued a
scientific statement in 2004 concluding: “Exposure to air pollution contributes to the
development of cardiovascular diseases.” PMjo levels are consistently higher at Hudson
School than at other sites measured in AQMD studies in the Wilmington/Long Beach
area. PM, s measurements will be collected in the MATES I study of AQMD. These
studies on increased cardiovascular disease and mortality from patrticulate exposure must
be reviewed in the EIR.

o Scientific studies showing that pregnant women who live near busy roads and freeways
(and exposed to current levels of air pollution) are more likely to give birth to low-birth
weight, premature infants. (Wilhelm, 2005). (Please see submitted CD for these and
related references and refer to pages A-22 of Appendix A of the CARB Emission

'Reduction Plan for additional discussion of these impacts). Residential areas, inchuding a
homeless shelter, are located in the vicinity of the proposed SCIG east of the TI Freeway
and also immediately adjacent to the San Pedro tracks north of Sepulveda. Studies cited
on the CD must be reviewed in the EIR.

e Dozens of studies showing increased lung cancer risks among workers exposed to diesel
exhaust, including the most recent study on railroad workers. Based on these studies,
diesel was declared a Toxic Air Contaminant in the state of California. (See most recent
study by Garshick, 2004) The EIR must evaluate cancer risks that will result from the

- proposed SCIG, by doing a mandated Health Risk Assessment. The EIR must also
review the Health Risk Assessment done by the California Air Resources Board at the
Rossville Rail Yard, which showed significant risk of exposure to diesel exhaust for
nearby community residents. Since the Roseville Yard is not an intermodal facility, the
SCIG EIR must take into account the thousands of diesel trucks that are currently
proposed to enter the SCIG. These trucks would not be in the area but for the UP ICTF
and the newly proposed SCIG . Harbor Commission President David Freeman, at the
NOP Scoping Meetings, made it clear that the trucks must be considered when evaluating
the potential risks of this SCIG railyard project; any HRA must also include diesel
exhaust cancer risk from the trucks that will be atiracted to the facility.

o Numerous studies have shown that diesel exhaust particles can enhance allergies and
allergic asthma. These studies by scientists at UCLA Medical School (Diaz-Sanchez,
Nel, and Saxon) are described in greater detail on pages A20-21 of Appendix A of the
CARB Emission Reduction Plan, found on the CD.) The EIR must evaluate the potential
for enhancement of allergies and asthma from the diesel exhaust at the SCIG and trucks
delivering containers to it.

o Emerging studies showing the health impacts of breathing ultrafine particles, including
neurologic effects. (Cberdorster, 2002, 2004) Some of these studies are reviewed in the
articles by Delfino and Sioutas found on the CD. The emerging data on the health effects
of ulirafine particles must be evaleated in the EIR. In addition, exposure studies (Zhu,



2002) showing that ultrafine particles are higher close fo freeways must also be exantined
in the EIR.

o Studies showing that elevated noise levels are linked to learning issues in the classroom,
as well as to cardiovascular disease and other impacts. (Scanberg, 2002) (See this and
related references on the attached CD). The EIR must evaluate the noise levels at
baseline and projected and evaluate their effects on residents’ health (including
cardiovascular disease) and sleep patterns as well as their potential effects on students’
fearning.

Many of these scientific findings are also described in Appendix A of the California Air
Resources Board’s (CARB) Emission Reduction Plan for Ports and International Trade in
California (CARB Emission Reduction Plan), which can be found at '

hﬁg://www.axb.ca.gov/planning[gmem/ggegp.hhn

5, The EIR analysis for the SCIG must assess “the feasibility of an alternative location for
the proposed rail facility including consideration of an on-dock alternative” (quotes from
Supplemental NOP cover letter signed by Dr. Appy). :

We request that the Port of Los Angeles (POLA) carefully investigate why on-dock rail capacity
is not being maximized at the Ports, and that the Port of Long Beach (POLB) be requested to do.
a similar investigation at its Port, since POLB would be using the proposed. SCIG facility as well,
if it is built. The EIR must, as part of a comprehensive evaluation of an on-dock alternative,
address all factors currently constraining greater on-dock use at the ports and identify methods to
maximize use of existing on-dock facilities. The EIR should also evaluate Agile Port Systems
methods, which could potentially increase throughput 200 to 300 percent, according to a
demonstration study by the Center for the Commercial Deployment of Transportation
Technologies (CCDoTT) which we witnessed in Long Beach in November 2005. If on-dock rail
can be maximized at both Ports, this SCIG facility would potentiaily not be needed and a more
suitable alternative location could be found over time for an intermodal facility — if additional
‘capacity is needed in the future.

The vatue of on-dock rail in reducing air pollution is clear, according to the San Pedro Bay Ports
Rail Market Study, published on April 22, 2004, and authored by the Parsons Transportation
Group:

“Consider that a single container ship may unload 5,000 twenty-foot equivalent units (TEU) to be
delivered outside the Port boundaries by a fleet of trucks. Alternatively, the movement of cargo
by trains loaded at on-dock ICTFs is an effective method of reducing the truck traffic. Every train
that is loaded on-dock can climinate over 700 truck trips from the highway, and a single ship can
generate 5 trains worth of intermodal cargo. That means on-dock rail can potentially eliminate
3,500 fruck trips for every vessel call.”

From all accounts, however, existing on-dock rail yards at the Ports are not operating anywhere
near capacity or with efficiencies. The Rail Market Study goes on to state that on-dock capacity
will be allowed to increase in the future only by resolving some current constraints in the
operating mode of the yards:



“The yards are assumed to operate in 2005 in the same mode as they have in the past; in 2010 the
rail yards are assumed to increase their hours of eperation to two shifis per day; in 2015 the yards
are assumed fo operate three shifts per day; and in 2020 the yards are assumed to operate three
shifts per day and with work rules and practices more in line with Class I railroad facilities
instead of the current Pacific Maritime Association policies. '

All constraints to maximizing efficiency of on-dock rail must be investigated and solved before
building a new rail yard facility so near a residential community with so much additional
pollution.

In addition, we request that the Los Angeles Harbor Departmeni’s Rail Policy be revisited by the
new commissioners. This policy was adopted by the previous Harbor Commissioners last
summer with 30 days of public comment, the month before the SCIG NOP was released. The
Policy does not preferentially weight on-dock rail over near-dock intermodal facilities (and, we
argue, it should, it terms of overall reduction of air pollution); it does not adopt the No Net
Increase recommendations on rail, as would have been appropriate; and it does not address
reducing pollution from diesel trucks delivering containers to rail yard facilities, which Harbor
Commission President David Freeman so vigorously called for at the SCIG NOP Scoping
Meeting in October.

6. The EIR analysis must accuraiely reflect what will happen with traffic on the I-710
Freeway if the SCIG is constructed. It is inappropriate for the NOP to claim that the SCIG
will “divert” trucks from the I-710 freeway to the SCIG, thereby reducing pollution. The
SCIG is being bnilt for one purpese: to increase the capacity of the Ports to handle
‘escalating cargo volume,

The SCIG is being proposed to increase capacity of the Ports to handle rising international cargo
volume. Already, the yards at Hobart/East L.A. are virtually at capacity and more intermodal
capacity is needed. Yet the NOP (as well as BSNF comments at the Scoping hearings and other
meetings) makes an argument that the rail facility would divert traffic off the I-710 Freeway,
thereby reducing truck vehicle miles traveled and reducing air pollution emissions regionally.'
This does not appear to be supported by the facts. The BNSF rail yard in East L.A./City of
‘Commerce, approached by the 1-710 Freeway from the Port, attracts hundreds of thousands of
trucks to its facility each year. With the Ports expanding and the other BNSF rail yard near

" capacity, no reduction in truck trips on the I-710 seems foreseeable. In fact, BNSF is trying to
“squeeze” as much capacity out of its Hobart Yard as possible and operate at the fullest capacity
possible, which will attract as many, if not more, trucks:

! This same argument (that it would divert trucks off the I—710} was made years ago for the
Alameda Corridor:

“The Alameda Corridor in Southern California is a nationally known rail consolidation project and dedicated
freight corridor that wifl reduce truck trips on Interstate 710 and other Los Angeles corridors™ {Citation:
California Department of Transportation Planning Program Jan 12, 1998. Issue Paper #7, p.5.].
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«The Hobart Intermodal Facility is located in City of Commerce of Washington Street near the I-5 and 1-710
freeways. The yard occupies approximately 160 acres and has 17 ramp tracks, typically 3,000 feet long, but
five of {hose tracks are train-length (approximately 7,200 feet fong). Hobart performed about 1.2 million lifts
in 2002. With planned track expansion and satellite storage yards, the facility could reach 1.5 million lifts

" annually. The BNSF envisions finding layout and operational improvements to squeeze 2 million lifts out of
Hobart. Hobart operates 24 hours per day, and 7 days per week throughout the year.” Source: San Pedro

Bay Ports Rail Market Study. 4/24/04 Parsons Transportation Group. Prepared for Port af Los Angeles.

Most important for the EIR to consider is the anticipated increase of air pollution and potential
for exposure in the immediate vicinity of the rail yard, an area already severely impacted by
Port-related emissions, including from the existing Union Pacific ICTF. The EIR must evaluate
the severe health impacts anticipated from adding 1.5 million trucks to the area’s existing 1.5

. million trucks going to the UP ICTF. The EIR must include measurements of emissions at the
UP ICTF or another BNSF facility and develop calculations on the additional emissions to be’
pumped into the area by the equipment at the SCIG, the trucks along the Terminal Island
Freeway, the Alameda Corridor trains, and the San Pedro Track trains/locomotives. It must look
at the SCIG’s contributions to both local and regional pollution. :

" 7. The EIR must assess the feasibility of non-diesel delivery systems for transporting
containers between the Ports and the SCIG.

The SCIG is located only four miles from the Poris, offering an ideal sitnation for utilizing the-
most innovative technology on such a short route. The supplemental NOP mentions evaluating
Maglev and other non-diesel delivery systems for transporting containers to and from the Poxts.
All other magnetic levitation systems for freight movement must also be considered and we
recommend that the Port staff meet as soon as possible with the developers of this technology.
Tn addition, we recommend that the following sites be explored thoroughly since much work
around the world is occurring on innovative non-diesel truck methods of moving freight:

List bf Web sites on automated freight and goods movement technologies:

: hg;g://faculgg.washing;on.edu/~ibs/i11‘anslafreight.htm

List of Web sites on Maglev technologies:
hitp://faculty.washington.edu/jbs/itrans/maglevg.htm

Tn addition, contact should be made with the organizers of the “Fourth International Symposium

on Underground Freight Transportation by Capsule Pipelines and other Tube/Tunnel Systems”

held in Shanghai, China, October, 2005, to see what technolo gies their conference discussed as
promising.

 http:/fwww.csueus.com/isuft2005/zhengwen-e.htm

Each of these companies and their technologies should be pursued as a possibility for moving

* containers to the SCIG as an alternative to heavy duty diesel trucks. The EIR should reference
this list and explain why each of thie technologies was or was not possible for use in the SCIG
_ before selecting 2 diesel truck alternative. : '
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS ON SECTIONS OF THE NOP AND SUPPLEMENTAL NOP

~ Project description: maps and figures

The EIR ntust include a map to identify and show the proximity to all schools in the area,
including parochial schools, as well as other facilities such as homeless shelters, housing
for homeless veterans, daycare centers, community gardens, parks and recreational areas,
many of which are within .25 miles of the proposed facility. The map included with the
NOP is insufficient to show the impacted communities in all directions from the proposed
project.

The EIR must specify if the Alameda Corridor Long Beach South Lead Track, the South

‘Lead Track, and the ACTA Bridge and Track Improvements are located in the vicinity of

homes or schools.

The “train switching area” is adjacent to homes and immediately north of Hudson School
and other sensitive receptors. The EIR must describe what will happen at the switching
area, how many switching locomotives will be operating, and what will happen on this
irack.

In addition, the switching arca is identified as an “Area of Less Frequent Train
Movements.” “Less frequent” is meaningless without specifying the actual anticipated
mumber of train movement. This track is immediately adjacent to homes north of
Willow. South of Willow the track is near school playing fields and very close to the
Cambodian Temple. Any additional locomotives traveling along this corridor — even
closer to the schools and homes than the SCIG would be - should not be allowed unless
all trains are completely “green” or electrified. The EIR must calculate a baseline of
exposure to pollutants from this track and switching area and an anticipated future range
of pollutants. Please see Appendix F for a photo taken before the sound wall was built
near the UP ICTF, showing how close the locomotives are to homes in the area..

The NOP’s truck route map indicates that no trucks will be traveling on the Terminal
Island Freeway to reach the BNSF rail yard, although there will be a gate at the northern
end of the facility. The attached map of the SCIG (Appendix C) (not a map included
with the NOP) shows a truck queuing area near Sepulveda, raising questions about
whether trucks will actually enter on that side. The EIR must be explicit that only the
southern gate will be used and that the northern gate will not be used except in
emergencies, since this would add a tremendous amount of additional traffic to the
already truck-congested Terminal Island Freeway which is separated by nearby schools,
parks, daycare centers, churches, and homeless shelters only by a chain link fence. If
there are plans to expand the UP ICTF also or to merge the two facilities into one, then
the entire issue of truck routing must be revisited. No additional diesel trucks should be
added to the TI Freeway by cither ICTF since the community is already demonstrated to
have higher air pollution levels than other communities studied. . :
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Comuients on Environmental Checklist and Impact Analysis

= Project location. This section mentions additional rail tracks from Sepulveda Bridge
north to Wardlow Road. Tt is unclear if this means that an additional track will be built.
These tracks are immediately adjacent to hundreds of homes and several schools. The
claim that the tracks “would be subject to less frequent train movements that the proposed
Project Area” must be explained, since no volume of train movements in the Project Area
is detailed. The homes north of Sepulveda near the train line are only a matter of feet
from the trains and if there are to be more locomotives traveling on that line they must be
non-diesel or electric.

= Surrounding land uses. This section needs to be expanded to specify precisely all the
* sensitive receptor facilities in the vicinity of the area, including schools, parks, churches,
shelters, and residences.

Evaluation of Environmental Impacts
Section III. Air Quality

= Would the project'conﬂict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air
quality plans?

The bolded sentence added to this section of the suppiernental NOP must be amended. It
states that “non-diesel container delivery system alternatives will be evaluated in an effort
to reduce identified regionat emissions impacts” (emphasis added). The EIR must
evaluate alternatives to reduce BOTH regional emissions and those localized emissions in
close proximity to homes; schools, playfields, parks, comamunity gardens, homeless
shelters and other sensitive receptor facilities.

Section VII. Hazards and Hazardous Materials.

= a/b. Would the project creaté a significant hazard to the public or the environment
' through the routine transport... of hazardous materials?

"= This section of the NOP states: “Trains using the intermodal facility may potentially
transport hazardous matetials.” A map of the SCIG shown in a presentation at the
Mobility 21 Conference (Appendix C) actually shows the Haz Mat area of the SCIG
focated directly across the Terminal Island from the homeless facilities and daycare
center on San Gabriel Avenue. (Compare location of Haz Mat area on map in Appendix
C with location of homeless shelter, transitional school for homeless children, and a
daycare center less than .25 miles from the proposed SCIG, Appendix D). We

" recommend that this Checklist response be changed to “potentially significant impact,”
and that the EIR present a thorough evaluation of the risk of exposure, including
identification of what types of hazardous materials will be handled at the facility. It
would seem prudent to locate a Haz Mat area of the SCIG much further away from young

 children. Tn addition, the Emergency Response Plan should involve input from the
adjacent community. ' . : '
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=  ‘Would the project emnit hazardous emissiens or handle hazardous materials...
within .25 miles of an existing or proposed school?

The list of schools needs to be updated; for example, Cabrillo High School is not
mentioned, yetits playing fields are adjacent to the Terminal Island (103) Freeway and
Hudson is a K-8 school, not a middle school. In Light of the extremely close proximity of
these schools and the {number of] children who atiend them, the EIR should address what

- kinds of hazardous materials will be handled and exactly what response actions would be
necessary—including communications systems and warning plans—in the case of an
accidental release to ensure the safety of the children and staff at these schools, as well as
local residents.

Section XI. NoiSe

The NOP appropriately states that the proposed intermodal facility and operation of the San
Pedro tracks north of Sepulveda, along with a widened rail bridge, could increase traffic noise in
the area, and that there could be noise from onsite heavy equipment. In addition, the NOP states
that “the impact is potentially significant.” The NOP states that the widened rail bridge would
increase traffic and noise and argues that “it is not adjacent to residences.” The rail bridge is

- actnally close to the Cambodian Temple and less than % mile from Iudson School. In addition,
from Cabrillo High School near the school’s playing fields, students playing can hear the
rumbling sound of locomotives approaching on the San Pedro track (See photo in Appendix G).
The EIR must specifically state what mitigation measures will be implemented to reduce noise
and vibration from any trains operating in or entering and leaving the SCIG Project, as well as
providing the baseline and project-noise increases as snggested earlier. In addition, noise levels
at baselines and projected forward for the Wilmington side of this project must be also be
evaluated.

Noise was considered in the EIR of the Union Pacific ICTF, adjacent to the proposed SCIG. A

sound wall was constructed, but even with the wall residents continue to complain about

objectionable noise levels in the area from yard hostlers, locomotives, trucks on the road and at

the UP ICTF, back up signals, screeching of trains on tracks when not lubricated and other

issues. Feasible technology (in addition to any necessary sound walls) to reduce noise generated

by sources connected to the proposed SCIG project must be thoroughly investigated in the EIR
_process. _

Section XITI. Public Services and Section XIV. Recreation

» The NOP states that “the proposed project does not involve... direct impacts to any
existing parks or recreational facilities. No impacts would occur. This issue will not be
addressed in the EIR.” This is not accurate. The proposed project would impact the

. public park directly across from the proposed SCIG. The park is south of Hudson
School’s playing fields and north of Cabrillo High School’s playing fields. In addition,
next to the park is a community garden. The park and garden are separated from the
Terminal Island Freeway by a chain link fence. On the other side of the freeway is the
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San Pedro train track, which is apparently to be expanded, and the proposed SCIG
project. The park and garden would be impacted by noise, dust, tire/clutch/engine debris,
air pollution, the potential for hazardous materials releases at the rail yard, and more.

For these reasons, the impacts should be considered “potentially significant” for both of
these sections of the NOP

e In addition, at a time when physical activity is extremely important to all residents,

~ especially youngsters in whom obesity is an increasingly significant health problem, it is
imperative that no degradation of air quality occur in the park, playfields and recreational
facilities in the area (including the Boys and Girls Club, Cabrillo fields, Hudson playing
areas, the daycare center play area off San Gabriel Avenue and all other recreational
facilities and parks in the area), as these facilities represent critical opportunities for the
physical activities that are necessary for maintaining the health of children and young
adults. Please see photo of the daycare center (Appendix H) to see the proximity of big-
rig trucks currently through the chain-link fence that is the toddlers” only protection.

The proximity to existing high levels of pollutants on the nearby TI Freeway and the UP
ICTF raises serious questions about children exercising in that type of environment.
BNSF must consider, in conjunction with the UP ICTF (if any expansion is to occur
there), whether appropriate mitigation measures would include air filtration for the
community’s schools and/or building air-conditioned gyms, for which parents of school
children and teachers have been calling.

Tn sum, we are deeply concerned that the NOP inadequately addresses the health effects that the
.SCIG will have on the people whe live, leam, play, and work in the vicinity of the project area.
The EIR should fully address all aspects of the SCIG’s impacts, including the numerous impacts
created by the delivery of containers to the site as well as impacts that arise from the increase in
goods movement through the ports, on the rail lines, and on the freeways that this project will
enable. We expect the EIR to address a broad range of altematives, including alternative siting
and maximization of on-dock facilities, and fully confront the health risks posed by the project
and the alternatives. Finally, the EIR must identify and implement and implement mitigation
measures to reduce the impacts of all aspects of the SCIG to health-protective, no-increase

. levels.

Sincerely yours,
Andrea M. Hricko, MPH

Director. Community Ouireach and Education
Southern California Environmental Health Sciences Center

15



e

_ Appendices

Table of conients

Appendix A

List of Scientific References on Air Pollution’s Effects on Health for

Consideration in the EIR Process. All articles and abstracts can be found in Appendix B, on the
Compact Disk (CD). : :

Appendix B.

Appendix C.
presentation.

Appendix D.
Appendix E.
Appendix F,

Appendix G.
Background.

" Appendix H.

CD with Scientific Articles for Consideration in the EIR Process.

Map of SCIG presented in a Port of Los Angeles Mobility 21 Power Point

Map showing location of homeless shelter and daycare center.
Presentation on Elemental Carbon Levels at Hudson School.
Photo of Locomotive in West Loﬁg Beach.

Photo of Children Playing at Cabrillo High School Fields with Locomotive in

Photo of play area at Daycare Center on San Gabriel Avenue.

Appendix I. Demographic data for the Athree zip codes affected.

Attached: South Coast Air Quality Management District Monitoring and Analysis: Rule 1158
Follow-up Studies #7, #9, and #11.

RECEIVED . .
fiEC. 1 5 2005

Env. Mgmt. Div,
Barbor Dent.
Ciy of LA,




- Appendix A.
List of Scientific References on Air Pollution’s Effects on Health for Consideration in the
EIR Process. All articles and abstracts can be found in Appendix B, on the Compact Disk
(CD).

Amberg, P. W., O. Bennerhutt, et al. (1990). "Sieep disturbances caused by vibrations
from heavy road traffic." J Acoust Soc Am 88(3): 1486-93.

Babisch, W. (2005). "Noise and health." Environ Health Perspect 113(1): Al4-5.

Babisch, W., B. Beule, et al. (2005). "Traffic noise and risk of myocardial infarction.”
Epidemiclogy 16(1): 33-40. o

Barck, C., J. Lundabl, et al. (2005). "Brief exposures to NO2 augment the allergic
inflammation in asthmatics.” Environ Res 97(1): 58-66. )

Boffetta, P., M. Dosemeci, et al. (2001). "Occupational exposure to diesel engine

' emissions and risk of cancer in Swedish men and women.” Cancer Causes Control
12(4): 365-74.

Brauer, M., G. Hoek, et al. (2002). "Air pollution from traffic and the development of
respiratory infections and asthmatic and allergic symptoms in children." Am J
Respir Crit Care Med 166(8): 1092-8.

Brunekreef, B. and J. Sunyer (2003). "Asthma, rhinitis and-air pollution: is traffic to
blame?" Eur Respir J 21(6): 913-3.

California Environmental Protection Agency (2004). "Particulate Air Pollution And
Tnfant Mortality."

California Environmental Protection Agency (2004). “Review of the California Ambient
Air Quality Standard For Ozone.” 1: 15.

Centers for Disease Control. {2005). "Public health consequences from hazardous
substances acutely released during rail transit--South Carolina, 2005; selected
States, 1999-2004." MMWR Morb Mortal Wkly Rep 54(3): 64-7.

Chalupa, D. C., P. E. Morrow, et al. (2004). "Ultrafine particle deposition in subjects with

‘ asthia." Environ Health Perspect 112(8): 879-82.

* Charron, A. and R. M. Harrison {2003). "Primary particle formation from vehicle
emissions during exhaust dilution in the roadside atmosphere.” Atmos Environ.

Cohen, A. J. (2003). "Air pollution and lung cancer: what more do we need to know?"
Thorax 58(12): 1010-2.

Cyrys, 1., J. Heinrich, et al. (2003). "Comparison between different traffic-related particle
indicators: elemental carbon (EC), PM2.5 mass, and absorbance." ¥ Expo Anal
Environ Epidemiol 13(2): 134-43. '

Delfino, R. J. (2002). "Epidemiologic evidence for asthma and exposure to air toxics:
linkages between occupational, indoor, and community air pellution research.”
Environ Health Perspect 110 Suppl 4: 573-89.

Delfino, R. J., C. Sioutas, et al. (2005). "Potential role of ultrafine particles in

' associations between airbome particle mass and cardiovascular health.” Environ

" Health Perspect 113(8): 934-46. ' '

Environmental Protection Agency (2004). "Air Quality Criteria for Particulate Matter.” L.

Environmental Protection Agency (2004). "Air Quality Criteria for Particulate Matter."
IL o




Environmental Protection Agency (2004). "Air Quality Criteria for Particulate Matter
Providing the Scientific Foundation for EPA Decision Making."

Environmental Protection Agency (2004). "Study of Health Effects of Toxic Air
Pollutants on Asthmatic Children in Huntington Park.” '

" Franssen, E. A_, C. M. van Wiechen, et al. (2004). "Aircraft noise around a large

international airport and its impact on general health and medication use." Occup
Environ Med 61(5): 405-13.

Fruin, S. A., A. M. Winers, et al. (2004). "Black carbon concentrations in California

' vehicles and estimation of in-vehicle diesel exhaust particulate matter exposures.”
Atmos Environ 38:'4123-4133.

Garshick, E., F. Laden, et al. (2004). "Lung cancer in railroad workers exposed to diesel
exhaust." Environ Health Perspect 112(15): 1539-43.

Gauderman, W. J., E. Avol, et al, (2004). "The effect of air pollution on lung
development from 10 to 18 years of age." N Engl J Med 351(11): 1057-67.

" Gauderman, W. J., E. Avol, et al. (2005). "Childhood asthma and exposure fo traffic and
nitrogen dioxide." Epidemiology 16(6): 737-43. '

Gauderman, W. J., R. McConmnell, et al. (2000). "Association between air pollution and
Tung function growth in southern California children." Am J Respir Crit Care Med
162¢4 Pt 1): 1383-90.

Gilliland, F. D., K. Berhane, et al. (2001). "The effects of ambient air poltution on school
absenteeism due to respiratory illnesses.” Epidemiology 12(1): 43-54.

Gilliland, F. L., Y;Saxon,A;Diaz-Sanchez,D; (2004). "Effect of glutathione-S-transferase
M1 and P1 genotypes on xenobiotic enhancement of allergic responses:
randomised, placebo-controlled crossover study.” Lancet 363: 119.

Green, R. S., S. Smorodinsky, et al. {2004). "Proximity of California public schools to
busy roads." Environ Health Perspect 112(1): 61-6. _

Griefahn, B. and M. Spreng (2004). "Disturbed sleep pattcrns and limitation of noise."
Noise Health 6(22): 27-33.

Guiliver, J. and D. J. Briggs (2004). "Personal exposurc to particulate air pollution in
transport microenvironments.” Atmos Environ 38: 1 -8.

"Guo, J., T. Kauppinen, et al. (2004). "Risk of esophageal, ovarian, testicular, kidney and
bladder cancers and leukemia among finnish workers exposed to diesel or
gasoline engine exhaust." Int J Cancer 111(2): 286-92.

Hall, J. V., V. Brajer, et al. (2003). "Economic valuation of ozone-related school
absenccs in the South Coast Air Basin of California." Contemporary Economlc
Policy 21: 407-417.

Hauck, H., A. Bemner, et al. (2003). "AUPHEP—Austrian Project on Health Effects of
Partmulates——general overview." Atmos Environ .

Health Effects Institute (HEI) (2003). *Research on Diesel Exhaust and Other Particles.”

Hong, Y. C., 1. T. Lee, et al. (2002). "Effects of air pollutants on acute stroke mortality.”
Environ Health Perspect 110(2): 187-91.

Horton, D. K., Z. Berkowitz, et al. (2003). "Acnte pubhc health consequences associated
with hazardous substances released dunng transit, 1993-2000." ] Hazard Mater
98(1-3) 161-75.




Jarup, L., M. L. Dudley, et al. (2005). "Hypertension and Exposure to Noise near
Airports (HYENA): study design and noise exposure assessment.” Environ Health
Perspect 113(11): 1473-8.

Jerrett, M., R. T. Bumett, et al. (2005). "Spatial analysis of air pollution and mortality in

' Los Angeles." Epidemiology 16(6): 727-36.

Johnson, R. L., Jr. (2004). "Relative effects of air pollution on lungs and heart.”
Circulation 109(1): 5-7.

Kawada, T. (2004). "The effect of noise on the health of children.” J Nippon Med Sch
71(1): 5-10.

Kim, J. J. (2004). "Ambient air pollution: health hazards to children.” Pediatrics 114(6):
1699-707. '

Krewski, D., R. Burnett, et al. (2005). "Mortality and long-term exposure to ambient air

~ pollution: ongoing analyses based on the American Cancer Society cohort.” I
Toxicol Environ Health A 68(13-14): 1093-109. _

Kiinzli, N., M. Jerrett, et al. (2005). "Ambient air pollution and atherosclerosis in Los
Angeles." Environ Health Perspect 113(2): 201-6.

Kiinzli, N., R. McConnell, et al. (2003). "Breathless in Los Angeles: the exhausting
search for clean air." Am J Public Health 93(9): 1494-9.

Landon, P, P. Breysse, et al. (2005). "Noise exposures of rail workers at a North
American chemical facility." Am J Ind Med 47(4): 364-9.

Lee, Y. L., C. K. Shaw, et al. (2003). "Climate, traffic-related air pollutants and allergic
rhinitis prevalence in middle-school children in Taiwan.” Eur Respir I 21(6): 964~
70.

Lippmann, M., M. Frampton, et al. (2003). "The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Particulate Matter Health Effects Research Centers Program: a midcourse report .
of status, progress, and plans." Environ Health Perspect 111(8): 1074-92.

Mack, T. (2004). "Cancers in the Urban Environment.” Elsevier Academic Press.

Maheswaran, R. and P. Elliott (2003). "Stroke mortality associated with living near main
roads in England and wales: a geographical study." Stroke 34(12): 2776-80.

_McConnell, R., K. Berhane, et-al. (2002). "Asthma in exercising children exposed to

: ozone: a cohort study.” Lancet 359(9304): 386-91.

McConnell, R., K. Berhane, et al. (2003). "Prospective Study of Air Pollution and
Bronchitic Symptoms in Children with Asthma." Am J Respir Crit Care Med
168(7): 790-797. '

Miedema, H. M. and C. G. Oudshoom (2001). "Annoyance from Transportation Noise:
Relationships with Exposure Metrics DNL and DENL and Their Confidence
Intervals.” Environ Health Perspect 109(4): 409-416. '

Miller, N. P. (2005). "Addressing the Noise from U.S. Transportation Systems, Measures

, and Countermeasures.” TR News(240):4-16.

Mudway, L. S., N. Stenfors, et al. (2004). "An in vitro aod in vivo investigation of the
effects of diesel exhaust on human airway lining fluid antioxidants.” Arch
Biochem Biophys 423(1): 200-12. . ' :

Nafstad, P., L. L. Haheim, et al. (2003). "Lung cancer and air pollution: a 27 year follow
up of 16 209 Norwegian men." Thorax 58(12): 1071-6.




Nicolai, T., D. Carr, et al. (2003). "Urban traffic and pollutant exposure related to
respiratory outcomes and atopy in a large sample of children." Eur Respir J 21(6):
956-63.

Nicolich, M. J. and J. F. Gamble (2001). "Urban air pollution and lung cancer in
Stockholm." Epidemiology 12(5): 590-2.

Nikasinovic, L., I. Momas, et al. (2004). "A review of experimental studies on dlcsel
-exhaust partlcles and nasal epithelium alterations.” J Toxicol Environ Health B
Crit Rev 7(2): 81-104.

Oberdorster, G., Z. Sharp, et al. (2004). "Translocation of inhaled ultrafine particles to
the brain." Inhal Toxicol 16(6-7): 437-45.

Oberdorster, G. and M. J. Utell (2002). "Ultrafine particles in the urban air: to the
respiratory tract—and beyond?" Environ Health Perspeet 110(8): A440-1.

Omr, M. F., W. E. Kaye, et al. (2001). "Public health risks of railroad hazardous substance
emergency events." J Occup Environ Med 43(2): 94-160.

Pandya, R. J., G. Solomon, et al. (2002). "Diesel exhaust and asthma: hypotheses and
molecular mechanisms of action.” Environ Health Perspect 110 Suppl 1: 103-12.

Peden, D. B. (2002). "Poliutants and asthma: role of air toxics.” Environ Health Perspect
110 Suppl 4: 565-8.

Peters, A. and C. A. Pope (2002). "Cardiopulmonary mortality and air pollution." Lancet
360(9341): 1184-5.

Pietropaoli, A. P., M. W. Frampton, et al. (2004). "Pulmonary function, diffusing
capacity, and inflammation in healthy and asthmatic subjects exposed to ultrafine
particles.” Inhal Toxicol 16 Suppl 1: 59-72,

Pope, C. A, 3rd, R. T. Bumett, et al. (2002). "Lung cancer, cardiopulmonary meortality,
and long-term exposure to fine particulate air pollution.” Jama 287(9): 1132-41.

Pope, C. A., 3rd, M. J. Thun, et al. (1995). "Particulate air pollution as a predictor of
mortality in a prospective study of U.S. adults.” Am J Respir Crit Care Med 151(3
Pt 1): 669-74.

Pope, C. A, R. T. Burnett, et al. (2004). "Cardiovascular mortality and long-term
exposure to particulate air pollution: epidemiological evidence of general
pathophysiological pathways of disease.” Circulation 109(1): 71-7.

Remington, P. J., I. S. Knight, ct al. (2005). "A hybrid active/passive exhaust noise

control system for lacomotives." J Acoust Soc Am 117(1): 68-78.

Riediker, M., W. E. Cascio, et al. (2004). "Particulate matter exposure in cars is
associated with cardiovascular effects in healthy young men.” Am J Respir Crit
Care Med 169(8): 934-40.

Riediker, M., R. Williams, et al. (2003). "Exposure to particulate matter, volatile organic
compounds, and other air pollutants inside pafrol cars." Environ Sci Technol
37(10): 2084-93.

Roosli, M., N. Kunzh, et al. {2003). "Single pollutant versus surrogate measure
approaches: do single pollutant risk assessments underestimate the impact of air
pollution on lung cancer risk?" J Occup Environ Med 45(7): 715-23.

Salam, M. T., J. Millstein, et al. (2005). "Birth outcomes and prenatal exposure to ozone,
carbon monoxide, and particulate matter: results from the Children's Health
Study." Environ Health Perspect 113(11): 1638-44.




Salmon, L. G., P. R. Mayo, et al. (2004). "Determination of Elemental Carbon and
Organic Carbon Concentrations During the Southern California Children’s Health
Study, 1999-2001."

Saxon, A. and D. Diaz-Sanchez (2000). "Diesel exhaust as a model xenobiotic in allergic
inflammation." Immunopharmacology 48(3): 325-7.

Saxon, A. and D. Diaz-Sanchez (2005). "Air pollution and allergy: you are what you
breathe." Nat Immunol 6(3): 223-6.

Schwartz, J. (2004). "Air pollution and children's health." Pediatrics 113(4 Suppl): 1037-
43.

Siegel, P. D., R. K. Saxena, et al. (2004). "Effect of diescl exhaust particulate (DEP) on
immune responses: contributions of particulate versus organic soluble
componenis." J Toxicol Environ Health A 67(3): 221-31.

Singh, M., H. C. Phuleria, ¢t al. (2005). "Seasonal and spatial trends in pamcle number
concentrations and size distributions at the children's health study sites in
Southern California." J Expo Anal Environ Epidemiol.

Sioutas, C. (2003). "Results from the Research of the Southern California Partlcle Center
and Supersite (SCPCS)."

“Sioutas, C., R. J. Delfino, et al. (2005). "Exposure assessment for atmospheric ultrafine
particles (UFPs) and implications in epidemiologic research.” Environ Health
Perspect 113(8): 947-55.

. Skanberg, A. and E. Ohrstrom (2002). "Adverse Health Effects in Relation to Urban

' Residential Soundscapes." Journal of Sound and Vibration 250(1): 151-155.

Sokol, R. Z., P. Kraft, et al. (2005). "Exposure To Environmental Ozone Alters Semen
Quality." Environ Health Perspect.

South Coast Air Quality Management District (AQMD) (1999). "Multiple Air Toxics
Exposure Study (MATES-11)."

University of Rochester - Particulate Matter Center (2004). "Ultrafine Particles:
Characterization, Health Effects and Pathophysiological Mechanisms."

_University of Southern California - Health Science News. (2005). "Air Pollution Found
to Pose Greater Danger to Health than Earlier Thought."

University of Southern California - Health Science News. (2005). "Researchers Link

, Childhood Asthma to Exposure to Traffic-related Pollution.”

van Vliet, P., M. Knape, et al. (1997). "Motor vehicle exhaust and chronic respiratory
symptoms in children living near freeways." Environ Res 74(2): 122-32.

Vineis, P., F. Forastiere, et al. (2004). "Outdoor air pollution and lung cancer: recent

‘ epldenuologlc evidence." Int J Cancer 111(5): 647-52.

Wallace, L. A., H. Mitchell, et al. (2003). "Particle concentrations in inner-city homes of
chlldren with asthma: the effect of smoking, cooking, and outdoor pollution."
Environ Health Perspect 111(9): 1265-72. '

Weinbold, B. (2004). "Environmental cardiology: geiting to the heart of the matter.”
Environ Health Perspect 112(15): A830-7.

Wilhelm, M. and B. Ritz (2005) "L ocal variations in CO and particulate air pollution and
adverse birth outcomes in Los Angeles County, California, USA." Environ Health
Perspect 113(9): 1212-21.

World Health Organization Europe (2004). "Health Aspects of Air Pollution."




Zhu, Y., W. C. Hinds, et al. (2002). "Study of nltrafine particles near 2 major highway
with heavy-duty diesel traffic." Atmospheric Environment 36: 4323-4335.

Zhu, Y., W. C. Hinds, et al. (2002). "Concentration and size disttibution of uitrafine
particles near a major highway." I Air Waste Manag Assoc 52(9): 1032-42.




Appendix B. CD with Scientific Articles for Consideration in the EIR Process.
Please see attached CD.

[Please contact Port of Los Angeles Environmental Management Division
for information contained on this CD]
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Hudson vs. All Other

Sampling Sites

Elemental Carbon Levels During Port Lockout
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