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15092 Approval
(a) After considering the final EIR and in conjunc-

tion with making findings under Section 15091, -
the lead agency may decide whether or how to

approve or carry out the project.

(b) A public agency shall not decide to approve or
carry out a project for which an EIR was pre-
pared unless either:

(1) The project as approved will not have a sig-
nificant effect on the environment, or

"(2) The agency has:

(A) Eliminated or substantially lessened all

significant effects on the environment
where feasible as shown in findings
under Section 15091, and

B) Determined that any remaining signifi-
cant effects on the environment found to
be unavoidable under Section 15091 are

acceptable due to overriding concerns as

described in Section 15093.

(c) With respect to a project which includes housing
development, the public agency shall not reduce
the proposed number of housing units as a mitiga-
tion measure if it determines that there is another
feasible specific mitigation measure available that
will provide a comparable level of mitigation.

Note: Authority cited: Sections 21083 and 21087,
Public Resources Code. Reference: Sections 21002,

21002.1, 21081, and 21085, Public Resources Code;

Friends of Mammoth v. Board of Supervisors, (1972)
8 Cal. App.3d 247; San Francisco Ecology Center v.
City and County of San Francisco, (1975) 48
Cal.App.3d 584; City.of Carmel-by-the-Sea v. Board
of Supervisors, (1977) 71 Cal.App.3d 84; Laurel
Hills Homeowners Association v. City Council,
(1978) 83 Cal.App.3d 515.

15091 Findings

(a) No public agency shall approve or carry out a
project for which an EIR has been certified
which identifies one or more significant environ-
mental effects of the project unless the public
agency makes one or more written findings for
each of those significant effects, accompanied by

a brief explanation of the rationale for each find-

ing. The possible findings are:

(1) Changes or alterations have been required
in, or incorporated into, the project which
avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the
final EIR.

(2) Such changes or alterations are within the re-
sponsibility and jurisdiction of another pub-
lic agency and not the agency making the
finding. Such changes have been adopted by
such other agency or can and should be
adopted by such other agency.

(3) Specific economic, legal, social, technologi-
cal, or other considerations, including provi-
sion of employment opportunities for highly
trained workers, make infeasible the mitiga-
tion measures or project alternatives identi-
fied in the final EIR.

(b) The findings required by subsection (a) shall be
supported by substantial evidence in the record.

(c) The finding in subsection (a)(2) shall nét be
made if the agency making the finding has con-
current jurisdiction with another agency to deal
with identified feasible mitigation measures or
alternatives. The finding in subsection (a)(3)
shall describe the specific reasons for rejecting
identified mitigation measures and project alter-
natives.

(d) When making the findings required in subsection
(a)(1). the agency shall also adopt a program for
reporting on or monitoring the changes which it
has either required in the project or made a con-
dition of approval to avoid or substantially lessen
significant environmental effects. These mea-
sures must be fully enforceable through permit
conditions, agreements, or other measures

(e) The public agency shall specify the location and
custodian of the documents or other material
which constitute the record of the proceedings
upon which its decision is based.

(f) A statement made pursuant to Section 15093
does not substitute for the findings required by
this section.

Mote: Authority cited: Sections 21083 and 21087,

Public Resources Code. Reference: Sections 21002,

21002.1, end 21081, and 21081.6, Public Resources

Code; Laurel Hills Homeowners Association v. City

Council (1978) 83 Cal.App.3d 515; Cleary v. County

of Stanislaus (1981) 118 Cal. App. 3d 348; Sierra

Club v, Contra Costa County (1992) 10 Cal.App.4th

1212; Citizens for Quality Growth v. City of Mount

Shasta (1988) 198 Cal.App.3d 433.

/




15370 Mitigation

*“Mitigation” includes:

(a) Avoiding the impact altogether by not taking a
certain action or parts of an action.

(b) Minimizing impacts by limiting the degree or
magnitude of the action and its implementation.

(c) Rectifying the impact by repairing, rehabilitating,
or restoring the impacted environment.

(d) Reducing or eliminat'mg the impact over time by
preservation and maintenance operations during
the life of the action.

(¢) Compensating for the impact by replacing or
providing substitute resources or environments.

Note: Authority cited: Sections 21083 and 21087,

Public Resources Code. Reference: Sections 21002,

21002.1, 21081, and 21100(c), Public Resources
Code.

13358 tifects

“Effects” and “impacts” as used in these Guidelines
are Synonymous. '

(a) Effects include:

(1) Direct or primary effects which are caused
by the project and occur at the same time
and place.

(2) Indirect or secondary effects which are
caused by the project and are later in time or
farther removed in distance, but are still rea-
sonably foreseeable. Indirect or secondary
effects may include growth-inducing effects
and other effects related to induced changes
in the pattern of land use, population density,
or growth rate, and related effects on air and
water and other natural systems, including
ecosystems.

(b) Effects analyzed under CEQA must be related to
a physical change.

Mote: Authority cited: Sections 21083 and 21087,

Public Resources Code. Reference: Sections 21068

and 21100, Public Resources Code.




15126.2

Consideration and Discussion of
. Significant Emnronmental mental Impacts
The Significant &m_g__ntal Effects of the Pro-
md Project. An EIR shall identify and focus on
the si gmﬁcant environmen! gﬂ effects of the pro-
posed prglec;, In ms_s_m_g the i impact of a pro-

posed project on the environment, the lead agen-

cy should normally limit its examination to
changesinthe e Mgplxmg_al conditions in the
Mmgm_ggatme_gthe notice of
preparation is published, or where no notice of
preparation is published, at the time environmen-
tal analysis is commenced. Direct and indirect
significant effects of the project on the environ-
ment shall be clearly identified and described.

giving due consideration to both the short-term
and long-term effects. The discussion should in-
clude relevant specifics of the area, the resources

involved, physical changes. alterations to ecologi-

cal systems, and changes induced in population |
mm@m@m&mm ‘
use of the land (including commercial and resi-

dential development); health and safety problems

caused by the physical changes. and other aspects

of the resource base such as water. historical re-
sources, scenic quality. and public services. The
EIR shall also analyze any significant environ-

mental effects the project might cause by bringing

development and people into the area affected.
For example, an EIR on a subdivision astride an
active fault line should identify as a significant ef-
fect the seismic hazard to future occupants of the

subdivision. The subdivision would have the ef-

fect of attracting people to the location and expos-
ing them to the hazards found there.

Significant Environmental Effects Which Cannot
be Avoided if the Proposed Project is Inplement-
ed. Describe any significant impacts, including
those which can be mitigated but not reduced to a
level of insignificance. Where there are impacts
that cannot be alleviated without imposing an al-
ternative design, their implications and the rea-
sons why the project is being proposed. notwith-
standing their effect. should be described.
Significant Irreversible Environmental Changes
Which Would be Caused by the Proposed Project
Should it be Implemerted. Uses of nonrenewable
resources during the initial and continued phases
of the project may be irreversible since a large
commitment of such resources makes removal or
nonuse thereafter unlikely. Primary impacts and,
particularly. secondary impacts (such as highway
improvement which provides access to a previ-
ously inaccessible area) generally commit future

generations to similar uses. Also irreversible
damage can result from environmental accidents
associated with the project. Irretrievable commit-
ments of resources should be evaluated to assure
that such current consumption is justified.

(d) Growth-Inducing Impact of the Proposed Proj-
ect. Mme_ﬁln_Mme
project could foster economic or population
growth, or the construction of additional housing.
either directly or indirectly, in the surrounding
environment. Included in this are projects which
would remove obstacles to population growth (a
major expansion of a waste water treatment plant
might, for __glg allow for more construction
in service areas). Increases in the population may

ing construction of new facilities that could cause
_gILfL@I environmental effects. Also discuss
the characteristic of some projects which which may
encourage and facilitate other a activities that
could significantly affect the e environment, either
individually or ¢ cumulatively. It must not be as-
sumed that growth in any area is necessarily ben-
eficial, detrim ental, or of little significance to the
environment.
Note: Authority cited: Sections 21083 and 21087.
Public Resources Code Reference: Sections 21002,
21003, and 21100. Public Resources Code; Citizens
of Goleta Valley v. Board of Supervisors, (1990) 52
Cal.3d 553: Laurel Heights Improvement Associa-
tion v. Regents of the University of California.
( 12881 47 Cal.3d 376: Gentry v. City of Murrieta
(1995) 36 Cal. App.4th 1359; and Laurel Heights Im-
provement Association v. Regents of the University
of California (1993) 6 Cal.4th 1112: Goleta Union
School Dist. v. Regents of the Univ. of Calif (1995)
37 Cal App.4th 1025. '




Consideration and Discussion of
Mitigation Measures Proposed
to Minimize Significant Effects

(a) Mi_tigamm:nf&nm

shall distinguish between the measures
which are proposed by project propo-
nents to be included in the project and
other measures proposed by the lead.
responsible or trustee agency or other
persons which are not included but the
lead agency determines could reason-
ably be expected to reduce adverse im-
pacts if required as conditions of ap-

shall identify mitigation measures for |

identified in the EIR.

@Mmgmlmmmmm&m
&mummmmm
cussed and the basis for selecting a par-
ticular measure should be identified.
Formulation of mitigation measures
sho_d.qsheds_tmgdmmgmemm

Examples of energy conservation mea-
sures are provided in Appendix F.

(D) If a mitigation measure would cause one
or more significant effects in addition to
those that would be caused by the proj-
ect as proposed. the effects of the mitiga-
tion measure shall be discussed but in
less detail than the significant effects of
the project as proposed. (Stevens v. City
of Glendale(1981) 125 Cal.App.3d 986.)

2) Mwmmmm

* able through permit conditions. agreements,
gmm:zlgganthdmg_nmmlnm
case of the adoption of a plan. policy, regu-
_ax_m or other public project, mitigation
measures can be incorporated into the plan.
policy, regulation. or project design.

) wwmmm&i

mﬂnshmnﬁfmgdmbsmm

[€)) Mmg@ggnmm_mhg_qwmm

J@ummmguﬂumm&

including the following:

Léllm_uﬁbe_ns_m_gx_sn us (i.e.
connection) between the mitigation
measure and a legitimate governmental

(B) The mitigation measure must be “rough-
Ly proportional” to the impacts of the
project, Dolan v. City of Tigard, 512
1.S. 374 (1994). Where the mitigation
measure is an ad hoc exaction. it must
be “roughly proportional” to the impacts
of the project. Ehrlich v. City of Culver

City (1996) 12 Cal.4th 854,
If the lead agency determines that a mitiga-

tion measure cannot be legally imposed. the
measure need not be proposed or analyzed.
Instead, the EIR may simply reference that
fact and briefly explain the reasons underly-
ing the lead agency’s determination.

mmmgmmmmm of an
historical resource, by way of historic narra-
tive, photographs or architectural drawings.
as mitigation for the effects of demolition of |
the resource will not mitigate the effects to a
point where clearly no significant effect on
the environment would occur.
(3) Public agencies should, whenever feasible.
seek to avoid damaging effects on any his-
torical resource of an archaeological nature.
The following factors shall be considered
and discussed in an EIR for a project involv-
ing such an archaeological site:
(A) Preservation in place is the preferred
manner of mitigating impacts to archae-
ological sites. Preservation in place
maintains the relationship between arti-
;mmmgsh_amgﬂsﬂm
Preservation may also avoid conflict
with religious or cultural values of
groups associated with the site.
(B) Preservation in place may be accom-
plished by. but is not limited to. the fol-
lowing,
P_ﬂxmng_gnsmmn_quol_dax_
chaeological sites; :

2. Incorporation of sites within parks.
greenspace, or other open space:

3. Covering the archaeological sites
with a layer of chemically stable
soil before building tennis courts,
pé:bnzmgtmmduﬁmhm_n
the site.

4. Deeding ms_n&_mgaa_rmgu!
conservation easement,

(C) When data recovery through excavation
is the only feasible mitigation, a data re-
covery plan, which makes provision for
adequately recovering the scientifically
about the historical resource, shall be
prepared and adopted prior to any exca-
vation being undertaken, Such studies
shall be deposited with the California
Historical Resources Regional Informa-
tion Center. Archaeological sites known
to contain human remains shall be treat-
ed in accordance with the provisions of
Section 7050.5 Health and Safety Code.

(D) Data recovery shall not be required for
an historical resource if the lead agency
determines that testing or studies already
completed have adequately recovered
the scientifically consequential informa-
tion from and about the archaeological

(b) Mitigation Measures Related to Impacts on His- or historical resource. provided that the

torical Resources. determination is documented in the EIR
(1) Where maintenance, repair, stabilization, re- and that the studies are deposited with
habilitation, restoration, preservation. con- the California Historical Resources Re-

servation or reconstruction of the historical gional Information Center.

resource will be conducted in a manper con-  Note: Authority cited: Sections 21083 and 21087.
sistent with the Secretary of the Interior’s Public Resources Code. Reference: Sections 21002,
Standards for the Treatment of Historic 21003, 21100, and 21084.1 Public Resources Code;
Properties with Guidelines for Preserving, szgn; of Goleta Valley v. Board of Supervisors.
Rehabilitating, Restoring, and Reconstruct-  (1990) 52 Cal.3d 553: Laurel Heights Improvement
ing Historic Buildings (1995). Weeks and  Association v. Regents of the University of California,
Grimmer, the project’s impact on the histori- (1988) 47 Cal.3d 376: Gentry v. City of Murrieta
cal resource shall generally be considered ~ (1995) 36 Cal. App.4th 1359; and Laurel Heights Im-
mitigated below a level of significance and  provement Association v. Regents of the University of
thus is not significant. California (1993) 6 Cal.4th 1112; Sacramento Old




APPENDIX F

Energy Conservation

Introduction

The goal of conserving energy implies the wise and efficient
use of energy. The means of achieving this goal include:

(1) decreasing overall per capita energy consumption,
(2) decreasing reliance on natural gas and oil, and
(3) increasing reliance on renewable energy sources.

In order to assure that energy implications are considered in
project decisions, the California Environmental Quality Act re-
quires that EIRs include a discussion of the potential energy
impacts of proposed projects, with particular emphasis on
avoiding or reducing inefficient, wasteful and unnecessary con-
sumption of energy. '

Energy conservation implies that a project’s cost effectiveness
be reviewed not only in dollars, but also in terms of energy re-
quirements. For many projects, lifetime costs may be deter-
mined more by energy efficiency than by initial dollar costs.

. EIR Contents

Potentially significant energy implications of a project should
be considered in an EIR. The following list of energy impact
possibilities and potential conservation measures is designed to
assist in the preparation of an EIR. In many instances, specific
items may not apply or additional items may be needed.

A. Project Description may include the following items:

1. Energy consuming equipment and processes which will
be used during construction, operation, and/or removal
of the project. If appropriate, this discussion should
consider the energy intensiveness of materials and
equipment required for the project.

2. Total energy requirements of the project by fuel type
and end use.

3. Energy conservation equipment and design features.

4. Initial and life-cycle energy costs or supplies.

5. Total estimated daily trips to be generated by the proj-
ect and the additional energy consumed per trip by
mode.

B. Environmental Setting may include existing energy sup-
plies and energy use patterns in the region and locality.
C. Environmental Impacts may include:

1. The project’s energy requirements and its energy use

efficiencies by amount and fuel type for each stage of

948 GUIDE TO CEQA

the project’s life cycle including construction, opera-
tion, maintenance and/or removal. If appropriate, the
energy intensiveness of materials may be discussed.

2. The effects of the project on local and regional energy
supplies and on requirements for additional capacity.

3. The effects of the project on peak and base period de-
mands for electricity and other forms of energy.

4. The degree to which the project complies with existing
energy standards.

5. The effects of the project on energy resources.

6. The project’s projected transportation energy use re-

quirements and its overall use of efficient transportation
alternatives.

. Mitigation Measures may include:

1. Potential measures to reduce wasteful, inefficient and
unnecessary consumption of energy during construc-
tion, operation, maintenance and/or removal. The dis-
cussion should explain why certain measures were
incorporated in the project and why other measures
were dismissed.

2. The potential of siting, orientation, and design to mini-
mize energy consumption, including transportation en-
ergy.

3. The potential for reducing peak energy demand.

4. Alternate fuels (particularly renewable ones) or energy
systems.

5. Energy conservation which could result from recycling
efforts.

Alternatives should be compared in terms of overall energy
consumption and in terms of reducing wasteful, inefficient
and unnecessary consumption of energy.

Unavoidable Adverse Effects may include wasteful, ineffi-
cient and unnecessary consumption of energy during the
project construction, operation, maintenance and/ or re-
moval that cannot be feasibly mitigated.

Irreversible Commitment of Resources may include a dis-
cussion of how the project preempts future energy devel-
opment or future energy conservation.

Short-Term Gains versus Long-Term Impacts can be com-
pared by calculating the energy costs over the lifetime of
the project.

Growth Inducing Effects may include the estimated energy
consumption of growth induced by the project.
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iCONT!NUED FROM Ai o
“By 2025, the populaﬁon of the

Los Angeles area will increase by 5

to 6 million people. That's the equiv-
alentof? mevmgtbe greater Chi
area to L.A.” said Greg ’

Los Angeles Economic Develop-
ment Corp. “This region is our m

ence, sﬁbnsored by tha mant:m
advocate_ Pacxﬁ : Merch

Port of Long:

sions by 2007.
» The release of a report by the
Natural Resources Defense Coun-

cil and the Coalition for Clean Air
that suggests ports require cleaner
ship fuels and cargo-handling
equipment and power ships by

electricity, rather than onboard
Jiesel engines, while docked!
s A call by air-quality activists

and Asgemblyman Alan Lowen-
thal, D-Long Beach, for Gov.
ﬂhwarzenegger to sign Assembly
Bill 2042, which would restrict
future port growth if port air emis-

sions exceed current levels.

The governor, who hasnet taken:
a public position, will decide on

whether to sign the Lowenthal-
authored bill by the end of Septem-
ber, a press aide said.

“We hear he's leaning toward
vetoing it,” said Todd Campbell,
policy director for the Coalition for
Clean Air. “That’s discouraging,

especially since the two cities most.

affected by this bill — Long Beach
and Los Angeles — support it and
it was passed by the Assembly and
the state Senate.”

Tariff in trouble?
Meanwhile, the Port of Long

Beach’s emission-reduction tariff,
which would require every termi-

nal to reduce currentlevels of NOx  —— :
- Onthe Net

www.nrdc.org

and particulate matter by 20 and
30 percent, respectively, by 2007,

ern Ellis Ifdand, andthls coqurengg o

,necessary for the

1ant Shlp- :

marine termmalsto i'educé eﬁns-  inte

~ The Long Beach Harbor Com-
mission passed the tariff in June,

but only contingent on it being

approved by the state’s Air

il ‘Résomtf‘m Board an&n%?&. %mld-
: _ August, the state agency’s attorney
director of economic POh"Y at the  kicked the tariff back to the port

 because she said the port d_tdn’

have Junsdlctlon. c ‘
That was: news to EPAs Nastru
approval) is
ort to lmple- '
ment the tariff he said.
Catherine Witherspoon, execu-

' tive officer for the Air Resources
Board; added; “It’s certainly not
our mtent to prevent anyone from
: g G hort”

regulatmg international shipping
for stricter emissions standardson

‘ ShlpS

- The. Internatmnal Maritime
Orgamzatlon, a U.N. agency based
in London, will enact regulations
on NOz emissions from large ocean |
vessels beginning in May 2005.
Those regulaticns are consid-
ered weak by air-quality activists
and EPA officials. The United

‘States has not ratified the regula-

ti'ons, but will be bound by them
because 15 other IMO nations
have already approved them.

“We consider the (IMO) stan-

. dard insufficient in the long-term,”

said Bryan Wood-Thomas, who is
the EPA’s international activities
specialist. “It needs to be more
stringent.”

- Amendments to the regulation
will be considered in 2005, but
Wood-Thomas said EPA will enact
tougher standards for ships on its
own if the international agency
doesn't.

“We believe there can be a con-
siderable leap,” he said. “It’s in the
interest of the industry because
further 1mprovement will have to
be made.”

The conference continues today
with discussion about what can be
done within the ports.




From The Hospital Bed Of
Mr. Edward Mora

A Four Year + Hospitalized Air Pollution Victim

Little Company of Mary Sub-Acute Hospital, Torrance
September 8, 2004

Long Beach City Clerk

Long Beach City Mayor & Council
333 W. Ocean Blvd.

Long Beach, California 90801

Re: Pier J Final EIR/EIS Approval By Port of Long Beach Harbor Commissioners
Su: Letter of Support of Appeal Of The Pier J Final EIR/EIS

Dear Long Beach Mayor & City Council Members:

I am a permanently hospitalized air pollution victim and I am submitting this letter to inform
you that I support the appeal of the Port of Long Beach Harbor Commissioners approval of
the Pier J Final EIR/EIS.

The Pier J Final EIR/EIS fails to mitigate all significant negative environmental and public
health impacts as required by CEQA and NEPA.  The Final EIR/EIS failed to incorporate
the many public comments, recommendations and mitigation requests made during prior Pier
J Public Hearings and during the Public Comment Periods to significantly reduce or eliminate
the numerous negative environmental and public health impacts it is causing.

I have been in the hospital now with collapsed lungs for over four years and would dieif I did
not have an air ventilator and oxygen hooked up to me in order to breath 24 hrs. aday. I
take numerous medications and often have to have emergency surgery. Two years ago [
had a tracheotomy operation and my hospital bill now exceeds well over $ 750,000. I can
never go home again and I will probably never leave this hospital alive.

I have lived in Wilmington all my life, worked as a Accountant, have never smoked and never
had any prior respiratory health problems. My neighbor is developing the same symptoms
as mine and is currently using a portable ventilator. I have now heard that a 17 year girl
from Wilmington is in the hospital for collapsed lungs.

Every year the air pollution is getting worse in Wilmington and in the Harbor. No one wants
to take responsibility for the air pollution and no one is offering any solutions to significantly




reduce or eliminate air pollution. No one is helping us respiratory health problem victims
financially. The Port of Long Beach must be held responsible for its business and their
tenants business operations negative environmental and public health impacts on the
communities in the San Pedro Bay. We need to have a moratorium on all Port expansion.

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) published in its MATES II
March 2000 report that Wilmington and Long Beach were rated number # 1 in the highest
cancer risk due to diesel truck fuel emissions in South Los Angeles County. The SCAQMD
has identified the Port of Long Beach as the # 2 largest air pollution source in Southern
California.

I would like to request that the City of Long Beach City Council vote to conduct an
“Independent & Thorough Review” of the Port of Long Beach Pier J Final EIR/EIS,
supporting documentation, public comments and mitigation requests.

 want the Port of Long Beach Pier J Final EIR/EIS to be in 100% compliance to the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), all
Federal and State Environmental Justice (EJ) Executive Orders, Guidelines, Requirements,
Rules, Regulations and Laws, the Clean Water Act of 1972, Rivers & Waters Act of March
3, 1899 and Proposition 65.

I want a healthier and safer future for our communities children.

Sincerely,

toe Mhea

Mr. Edward Mora
613 Gulf Ave.
Wilmington, California 90744




From The Desk Of
Mrs. Cecilia L. Mora

September 8, 2004

Long Beach City Clerk

Long Beach Mayor & City Council
333 West Ocean Blvd.

Long Beach, California 90801

Reference:  Port of Long Beach Harbor Commissioners Approved Pier J Final EIR/EI$
Subject: Support of Appeal To Reject The POLB Harbor Commission Approved Final EIR/EIS

For Non-Compliance To CEQA/NEPA

Dear Mayor & City Council Members:

I am 55 years old and have lived in Wilmington all my life with my family. Ilive approximately 2 miles
from the Port of Long Beach which borders W ilmington.

I support the Appeal of the decision by the Port of Long Beach Harbor Commissioners approving the Pier
J Expansion Project Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) because it does not comply with CEQA and
NEPA. In addition, the Port of Long Beach did not hold a Public Hearing for the public to attend to voice
our opinions on the Pier J Final EIR in the evening like it has always done in the past.

The Pier J Final EIR fails to mitigate all the significant negative environmental and public health impacts
the Port of Long Beach is causing and will increase to Long Beach and neighboring communities residents
and workers. Almost every family I know in Wilmington has someone ill with diabetes, have children
suffering from asthma and numerous other health problems. Wilmington and West Long Beach are
predominantly a Hispanic and ethnic minority communities which have the highest rates of asthma and
respiratory health problems.

I believe that air pollution and my exposure to toxic chemicals from the Port of Long Beach daily business
operations and continuous expansion projects is a significant contributor to my allergies, diabetes, difficulty
breathing, headaches, dizziness, numerous days ill and lost days of work.

I was 48 years old when I was first diagnosed with diabetes and I am currently taking glybrite tablets every
day and take blood sugar tests twice a day. Ihave read a newspaper story which describes a new medical
study by a New York university which discovered a high correlation between people who have diabetes and
communities with high levels of toxic air pollution.

The Port of Long Beach has been discriminating against our Hispanic Harbor and minority communities for
decades by intentionally ignoring our requests for assistance and in completing complete and accurate
EIR’s. 1 want Environmental and Social Justice Now!!!

The Port of Long Beach Pier J EIR does not even consider Wilmington an impacted community. [ am
willing to join any law suit against the Port of Long Beach or against the US Army Corps of Engineers if




you fail to support an city council independent review of the POLB Pier J Final Er.xviror.nnental Impz?ct
Report for compliance to NEPA/CEQA, validate all information it contains and its failure to require
mitigation for every significant negative environmental and health impact ours Harbor communities and
public have identified.

1 am submitting this letter to inform you that I support the public mitigation requests that the Port of Long
Beach Pier J Final EIR include a Local Community Public Health Impact Study, Local Mortality Study to
validate the Health Risk Assessment conclusions and a Morbidity Study of Long Beach, Wilmington, Carson
and San Pedro to determine all the possible negative health impacts and causes of death we are experiencing
and believe the Port of Long Beach is significantly responsible for.

My husband is currently a permanent medical patient at Little Company of Mary Sub-Acute Hospital in
Torrance because his lungs have collapsed and he needs a ventilator machine and oxygen to keep breathing.
He is rushed into emergency every few months and is getting worse. My husband worked as an
accountant, was never a smoker and he never worked in any industrial environment where he could have

gotten sick.

Every year the air pollution is getting worse in Wilmington and in the Harbor. No one wants to take
responsibility for the air pollution and no one is offering any solution to significantly reduce or eliminate
air pollution. ~ I'have read that the South Coast Air Quality Management District has identified the Port
of Long Beach as the second largest source of air pollution in Southern California.  The Port of Long
Beach has never acknowledged to the publicitisa public health hazard, exposes the public to cancer causing
chemicals and toxic air pollution, nor has the City of Long Beach and Port of Long Beach ever offered to
investigate our health problems or assist anyone financially with their health care costs.

I want the Port of Long Beach to establish an annual $ 25 million Public Health Care Trust Fundanda $ 25
million Environmental Clean-Up Trust Fund as requested during past Pier J Public Hearings and during the
Public Comment Periods.

] want the port to incorporate the best available technologies to clean our polluted air, land and ocean water.
I have already read that there are technologies available now to eliminate over 80% of all air pollution from
diesel trucks, trains, ships and operating equipment. I want the Port to incorporate them in the Pier J Final
EIS/EIR and Pier ] Mitigation Plan.

I do not want the Port of Long Beach to use our public streets, highways, freeways or bridges as their private
truck routes. I believe the Port of Long Beach should contribute $ 500 million to expand the Alameda
Corridor for Port of Long Beach truck lanes to be added and to electrify trains and/or 50% of the cost of
construction for an underground tunnel for Port polluting trucks and trains transportation routes. I want
the POLB to contribute $ 25 million annually to Caltrans and $ 10 million annually to the City of Long
Beach, the City of Los Angeles and Carson for transportation infrastructure repair and maintenance.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cecilia L. Mora

613 Gulf Ave.

Wilmington, California 90744
310-834-2829
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Environment-Friendly Ship Construction

Because of the difficulties in aliocating these emissions. greennouse gas emis-
sions from greenhouse gas emissions from bunker fuels for international aviation
and marine shipping are not included in the agreed targets of the Kyoto Protocol.
Still. shipping companies work through the International Maritime Organization
(IMO) to reduce such emissions. NYK has reduced CO2 emissions by voluntarily
reducing fuel consumption. Also, NYK carried out various activities prior 10 SOx-
and NOx-related regulations set in the international Convention for the Prevention
of Pollution from Ships (MARPOL).

“IMO: A specialized agency of the United Nations that is responsi ible for measures tc 'mprove the safety
of international shioping and! te prevent marne poflution from siips. !t also is involved in 'egal matters.
inclucing liability and compensation issues and the faciitation of international mavritime traffic.

Cutting-Edge Ecoships

In the summer of 2004, NYK began operating car carriers emp ploying cutting-

ecge environmental technologies. Called ecoships, these vessels’ fuel consump-

tion per loaded vehicle is approximately 7% less than conventional car carriers.

e Shipboard wind-turbine generators: NYK, in coliaboration with Tokai Univarsity, Techncva
Corporation, and NIPPI Corporation, developed a straight-blade, vertical-axis, wind-
turbine generator. NYK pians to install the ganerator on its ships on a tria! asis with tha

aim of future practical use. Maximum power output is about 30kW (wind speed of
25m/sec.). Land test of wind-turbine generators
e Ship design for reducing wind resistance: MYK has worked with Kyusihu University and
other organizations to develep a ship design that can reduce wind resistance without low-
ering the vehicle-carrying capacity. in casas when a ship proceeds against a wind with a
velocity of 10 meters per second, the new ship type can lower wind resistance vy ebout
15% and conseguently reduce fuel consumption by about 2%.
» Navigation-support system: This sysiem assists the master in selecting the cotimal route
in heavy weather, thereby reducing fuel consumition.
« Solid ballast: The use of heavy concrete (specific gravity of 3.5) as ballast mi inimizes the

transfer of harmful aquatic organisms and pathogens between areas by reducing the

intake/discharge of seawater oallast. It also increases vesse! stability, which allows more
vehicles to be loaded on the upper deck, and in turn reduces CO2 emissions per unit of
cargo.

Electronically Controlled Engines

NYK is adopting an electronically controiled engine (the 8UECBOLSIi-Eco, the first
model of this type of engine developed by Mitsubishi Heavy industriss, Ltd.}on its
new car carrier scheduied for commissioning in June 2005. Electronic contro
systems eliminate the need for camshafts: instead. they provide optimal timing for
fuel injection and the opening/shutting of exhaust valves in all revolution zones,
thus decreasing NOx emissions by around 15%. In addition 10 reducing fual con-
sumption, electronically controlled engines improve combustion when enginss
are operating in the low-load range, thereby reducing ! the generation of

soot/smoke.

Solar-Power Generation Equipment

.
&

- 2} \ tarted usi A B aR=YTRITor ~t AR
In December 2003. NYK sta using solar-powered generation equipment O Solar-power generation equipment

its ships on a trial bases. The equipmemt was connected to one ship's electric Ship: Leto Providence

5 ) " ; T P (LPG carrier with 2 capacity of
power systems, and data were compiled and analyzed. After determining the 78.000m3)
generator:g nower-genara ation CE‘Dab‘l"‘QS and aﬁSngmg its ver EL'MTV and dura- Maximum output: 0.78kW

Physica! volume: 16 panel modules
(710mm x 1,100mm per paneal)
: Approx. 12m?

bility, NYK will consider installing them on its other ships.




Development of a Device Using Ceramic Filters for Soot/Smoke

from Exhaust Gas, Resuiting in Reduction

of Atmospheric Pollution Suspended in Exhaust Gases

NYK has been conducting research jointly with Daiwa Kogyo Co., Ltd., on a
device for removing soot/smoke from exhaust gas, and developed a device using
ceramic filters. This device can drastically reduce particulate matter contained in
exhaust gas through the dust-collecting effect of such ceramic filters. NYK cur-

rently uses the device on a car carrier, and it is conducting performance tests o

Smoke/soot removal device

(in test operation at the manufacturing plant) confirm durability, reliability, and maintainability with a view to commercialization.
Refrigerant Used in Refrigerated Containers Replacement of Chlorofluorocarbon (CFC) Refrigerants
%) Refrigerated containers use three types of refrigerants: CFC-12, HCFC-22, and
166 HFC-134a, all replacements for CFC refrigerants. Currently, newly ordered refrig-
S erated containers use HFC-134a, which does not harm the earth’s ozone layer.
= P As of March 31, 2004, NYK had reduced the percentage of its refrigerated con-
= —_— e = — — tainers that use CFC-12 to only 1%. The Company plans to complete the switch
.~ to HFC-134a during fiscal 2004.
0 NYK had already adopted HCFC-22 as the refrigerant used in its ships’ air-
B conditioning and reefer systems. However, since February 2002, all newly
F\? 99’00 '01 ‘02 03 ordered ships have been using R-404a, which has an ozone-depletion coefficient
CFC-12 HCFC-22 HFC-134a ki Zor0.

Double-Hulling of Crude Oil Carriers
o (Number of vessels) Qil spills resulting from tankers stranding or suffering collisions cause great harm

to the environment and ecosystems. In 1992, MARPOL was revised to require all

. =B newly constructed tankers to have double hulls. NYK is proactively shifting to
- - double-hull tankers.
" Shifting to Double-Hull Tankers to Prevent Harm
30
to the Environment from Qil Spills
- - - = = = 2 (1) Shift to double-hull tankers scheduled for completion in fiscal 2007
5 5 As of March 2004, NYK had 19 double-hull crude oil carriers, representing 61% of its crude
F’97 ’98 '99 ’00 '01 ’02 '03 oil carrier fleet. Although the remaining single-hull crude oil carriers are in good condition,
NYK plans to achieve compliance ahead of the deadline by achieving a double-huil ratio of
Proportion of deuble- Number of double- . — " .
e e ™ at least 80% in fiscal 2004 and 100% by fiscal 2007.
(right scale) . i
(2) Shifting to double-huli fuel oil tanks
Structure of Double-Hull Tanker At NYK, starting in 2005, not only will the oil compartments in very large crude oil carriers
and Bottom Coating (VLCCs) be required to have double hulls, so will the fuel tanks, with a width of two meters

Qil tank between the inner wall of the fuel oil tank and the outside sheli to reduce risks to the environ-

ment. As such, NYK intends to adopt the same structure for all new VLCCs built hereafter.
Corrosion-

proof
bottom

[ Ballast tank

(8) Unique steel plate used to prevent corrosion of oil-cargo tank bottom

At NYK, the cargo tank bottom plates of double-null crude oil carriers are coated to reduce
the risk of corrosion and the development of holes. In June 2004, NYK started using the
world’s first anticorrosive steel plates, developed by Nippon Steel Corporation, for the
cargo tank bottom on a VLCC that was built at the Nagasaki Shipyard & Machinery Works
of Mitsubishi Heavy Industries, Ltd. These new anticorrosive steel plates can slow the
, progress of pitting (the phenomenon of corrosion occurring in tiny holes on metal surfaces)
@'\ to about one-fifth of that which occurs in regular steel. Depending on their performance
!

[

Structure of Double-Hull
Fuel Oil Tank

onboard, these anticorrosive steel plates have the potential to eliminate the need for coat-
ing, thereby going a long way toward lessening damage to the marine environment.

— X
At least two
meters wide

Evary section




Reduction of Fuel Consumption
through the Use of Fuel Additives
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illustration of Fuel Pretreatment System

Qil content

Burn-
resistant
particles

Ultrasonic
wave Fuel-preireatment
equipment
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content
Burn-
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resistant
zs waste oil particles
Cil QOit
content content
Use as fuel

NYK’s Use of Antifouling
Ship Bottom Coatings

(inumber of vessels)

Reducing Fuel Consumption through Use of Fuel Oil Homogenization Equipment
Ships normally have fuel-oil-purifier equipment that works by centrifugal separa-
tion to remove incombustible particles before the fuel is suppiied to the engine.

Praviously, the removed particles were disgosed of by buming as waste oil.
Now, however, NYK has added fuel-cil-nomogenization equipment 10 its propri-
stary fusl-pretreatment system, enabling the erficient use of more particles sus-
pended in the fuel. NYK is expeditiously introducing the new equipment not only
on new ships being constructed but also on its existing fleet as part of an effort o
raduce the generation of waste oil and to cut fuel consumption.

Reducing SOx Emissions through Use of Low-Sulfur Fuel
Standards for fue! sulfur content, which are tied to SOx (sulfur oxides), are set
forth in MARPOL and 1SO standards. NYK mostly uses C-grade cil to meet its
own internal standards for sulfur content, which is a maximum of 3.5% and
stricter than those set under MARPOL and 1SO.

For ships operating around Europe and the West Coast of North America,
NYK uses A-grade oil or gas cil, which has a very low sulfur content of 0.2% or
less, to curb SO« emissions. |,

Measuring Engine NOx Emissions
NVYK has started conducting ongoing trial measurements of the emission rate of
NOx (nitrogen oxides) from its ships, marking the world's first such trials by a pri-
vate shipping company. NYK measures NOx emission rates for both A-grade and
C-grade marine fuel oil at evefy stage, in test operations at a manufacturing plant,
on a irial at sea, and a test in service. NYK aims to use the data gained from
*hese surveilance studies to verify the refiability of its NOx detection system.
These tests are drawing worldwide attention as a means of establishing meth-

ods for continually monitoring engines for compliance with the NO: regulations for
maksrs of marine engines and as a means for verifying the measuring equipment
needed to comply with future reguiations governing NO: emissions.

Study of Ways to Eliminate Emissions from Berthed Vessels

in November 2002, the city of Los Angeles in the United Siates launched a study
aimed at the practical use of alternative maritime power (AMP). AMP involves the
supply of shore-based electric power to vessels berthed in port, with the aim of elim-
inating the need for ships to run their electric power generation equipment, thereby
eliminating pier-side ship emissions and recducing air poliution. Currently, Los
Angeles is amassing technical know-how related to shore-based electric supply
ecuipment in the Port of Los Angeles, ship-basad equipment for receiving electricity,
righ-voltage cable connections, and methods for switching power sources from shio

hore to make the system operable on an as-rnesded basis.

Environment-Friendly Aniifouling Ship Botiem Coatings
NYK coats the bottoms of its ships with antifouling paint to prevent bottom soiling.

which causes greater water resistance. Conventional antifou

ling paints contain
tributyitin \TBT) pelymer, which is a very effective agent for preventmg the adhe-
sion of o rga

matter. However, when it dissolves in seawater, 73T acts as a

normone ”lfsrt,p er and causes other environmental problems. At an IMO diplomatic
conference in October 2001, a convention was adopted that grohibits the new use
ST coatings starting in January 20C8 and obligates the comglete elimination of

TBT coatings or the covering of TBT coatings starting in January 2008.




NVYK is aggressively switching ¢ TBT-

~1

fore the converition
goes into effect. Also, to eliminate TBT coatings, NYK is sandolasting ships that

e judged to have bottoms in an unacceptaoe condition by ship-performance
analysis, in conjunction with the aim of reducing fuel consumption.

Management of Ballast Water
When a vessel is in ballast condition, seawater, known as “hallast water
on board and held in ballast tanks to enhance vesse

;) is taken
¢! stability. strength per unit
area, and propeller efficiency during a voyage. Baliast water is taken on board when
cargoes are unloaded at destination ports and discharged at ports of origin when
the cargoes are loaded. Discharged ballast water typically contains aquatic organ-
isms and pathogens that are not native to the location where released, and the
potential impact on marine ecosystems has beccme an international concermn. in
February 2004, IMO adopted the Internationa! Convention for the Control and
Management of Ship’s Bailast Water and Sediments. In addition to complying with
international conventions and national regulations, NYK is proactively cleveloping

a
ballast-water-management system that mesis international discharge standards.

Currently, to avoid introducing foreign ballast water into other cour

=s' ierritorial

waters, NYK makes every reasconadle effort to excharnge ballast waier al open sea.

independent R&D on Ballast-Water-Management System

NYK conducts research on a bailast-water-management systsm with NYK

Trading Corporation, SMAC Engineering Corp.. and Mas suda Research inc. This
management system uses a vessel's own steam 10 generate a shockwave of

bubbles that steriizes ballast water by physically destroying and reducing the

number of aguatic organisms and pathogens. Also, artiseplic

(73

effectiveness
increased through the additional use of a m ocicum of ozone that generates &

)

synergistic chemical antisepsis. Tests conducted in large-scale simulation cham-
bers confirm a high degree of effectiveness for this eguipment.

Ecosystem-Friendly, Marine-Growth Prevention System

Mearine life adheres to seawater pipes used to cool equipment and o ship-potiom se2
chests (saltwater intake hatches). impeding cocling effectiveness and causing block-
ages that couid hamper ship operation. As such, various methods are used to innibit
the growth of marine life in such locations. One method is to inject a refined chiloride
compound derived through the electrolyzation of seawater into sea chest areas.
Although not widely used, this method inhibits the growth of aguatic organisms by
kiling them. NYK is surveying and researching equipment that prevents the achesio:

of marine fife without kiling it and plars to depioy this equiprent as soon s | oossible.

Reducing Engine Room Bilge Emissions (Waste Oil)
Water- and oil-contaminated fluids generated by engine rocms are known 28
sngine-room bilge. Under the terms of the MARPOL 73/78 Interneticnal

Convention for the Prevention of Poliution from Ships, room discharge

into the ocean is usualy permitted only if the oil cont bilge is redu

Jr\x_‘(ﬁ o)
b

a “discharge standard” concentration below 15ppm Dy 2 ol

tern for separating bilge into ol and water content). NYK has ¢

regutatory norme. In 1996, we designed and developed the

ol

¥t

System that reduces the amount of bilge gere erated in the
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