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May 9, 2003

Mr. Robert Kanter, Ph.D.

Director of Planning

The Port of Long Beach

P.O. Box 570

Long Beach, CA 90801-0570

Draft Negative Declaration for the Proposed Mitsubishi Cement Terminal Facility Renovation – The Port of Long Beach
The South Coast Air Quality Management District (AQMD) appreciates the opportunity to comment on the above-mentioned document.  The following comments are meant as guidance for the Lead Agency and should be incorporated into the Final Negative Declaration.

Please provide the AQMD with written responses to all comments contained herein prior to the adoption of the Final Negative Declaration. The AQMD would be happy to work with the Lead Agency to address these issues and any other questions that may arise. Please contact Gordon Mize, Air Quality Specialist – CEQA Section, at (909) 396-3302, if you have any questions regarding these comments.





Sincerely,

Steve Smith, Ph.D.





Program Supervisor, CEQA Section
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May 9, 2003
Director of Planning
Draft Negative Declaration for the Proposed Mitsubishi Cement Terminal Facility Renovation – The Port of Long Beach
1. The lead agency states on page 7 that the construction of the proposed project will occur in phases. The Draft ND then provides in Table 1 on page 10 Estimated Construction Emissions comparing the total emission estimates for each phase to the South Coast AQMD’s daily levels of significance. It is not clear, however, because of the discussion on page 7 or Table 1 on page 10 which of the multiple phases would overlap. If there is overlap in any construction phases, this could increase the peak construction emissions. In the Final ND, please clarify whether any other construction the phases overlap with the site preparation phase, and if so, the estimates for peak construction emissions should be adjusted accordingly.

Should the lead agency then determine that construction emissions from the proposed project will exceed the South Coast AQMD’s daily threshold for nitrogen oxide, the South Coast AQMD recommends that the lead agency require the project proponent to include the following additional mitigation measures, if feasible: 

(a) Configure construction parking to minimize traffic interference.

(b) Provide temporary traffic controls such as a flag person, during all phases of construction to maintain smooth traffic flow.

(c) Schedule construction activities that affect traffic flow on the arterial system to off-peak hour to the extent practicable.

(d) Reroute construction trucks away from congested streets.

(e) Provide dedicated turn lanes for movement of construction trucks and equipment on- and off-site.

(f) Use electricity from power poles rather than temporary diesel- or gasoline-powered generators.

(g) Use low sulfur diesel for construction equipment.

(h) Appoint a construction relations officer to act as a community liaison concerning on-site construction activity including resolution of issues related to PM10 generation.

2. On page 9 of the Draft ND and page 10 of Appendix A, the text indicates that operational truck emissions are based on average daily tonnage and the average number of truck trips. It is recommended that emissions from haul trucks be based on the peak or maximum daily tonnage resulting in the maximum number of truck trips per day.
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May 9, 2003

Director of Planning

Draft Negative Declaration for the Proposed Mitsubishi Cement Terminal Facility Renovation – The Port of Long Beach
3. On page 10 of Appendix A it is stated, “It was also assumed that… trucks accessing the facility would, in the event the facility did not expand, travel on roadways in the region, so that the only travel attributable to the project would be the approximately 12.5 miles round trip from the intersection of the San Diego and the Long Beach Freeway to the facility and back.” There is no evidence or documentation to support this assumption. As a result, each truck trip should be considered a new trip and should consider total trip length from the facility (origin) to the actual destinations, not just the freeway. Using the lead agency’s best-case scenario (12.5-mile round trip) has the potential to substantially underestimate haul truck emissions.

4. On page 4 of Appendix A there is a general discussion of cancer risk, but cancer risks from the project have not been calculated. Diesel particulates have been designated as a carcinogen and since it appears that the proposed project will increase diesel particulate emissions at this site from trucks queuing and idling, it is recommended that cancer risks be calculated. The SCAQMD has developed a methodology for estimating cancer risks from mobile sources in a document entitled Health Risk Assessment Guidance for Analyzing Cancer Risks from Mobile Source Diesel Emissions. This document can be downloaded from the AQMD’s CEQA web pages at the following URL: http:/www/aqmd.gov/handbook/hra_guide.doc.
