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R~ Commt.nta of South Coast Air Qu4lity Management District Rcganiing 

California Air Resources Board ts Emission Reduciio1t Plan.for Ports and 
G«><h M'7VOMnt in California 

The SoUflt Coast Air Qualit)· Manqcmc:nt Dimct ("SCAQ:MD'') staff appreeia.tm the 

opportunity to submit Comments tqatdiag the Emission Reduction PI.an far Poru and 

()o(>ds Movtm1e11.t in California (plm), released by the California Afr Resources 'Board 
(,ARB) fOr pUblie review on March 21, zoog_ . 

SCAQMD staff strongly aupports CAR.B's efforts to develop a comprehensive plan to 

1ed.uee the impacts from goods movement. Port operatiODS and the related &-oods 
movement transportation syatem are~ major source of dicsc;l emissions and health risks 

from diesel particulate matter (OPM) in ihie South: Coast Air Basin (.'Basin). The 
proposed emission reducuon·plao ·'Will, upon impleme.nt:Mio,,., go a long way towards 

reducing the$e impacts, We coimaeed the CARB staff on development of the plan and 

ur:;e the CA.RB .:Soard to ~editiously move forward -wi1b. its implementation. 

SCAQMD staff'has the following comments oo the plan for CAR& consideration at the 
April 20 hearing; 

• Emission Reductto'fJ Goals. lb.e plan includes an interim. ,10al 10 adlieve 2001-l~l 
emissions by the year .201 O. However. eulis.sions under the base--c::ase will decline by 

2010 from .2001 lewll without implementation of the l)lan. This is due to emission 
reduction atntegi.es. ~ J.dopted, not:3bly tho$e for on-road heavy d-a.ty tru~ks. 
The plaa.' s gcal:!l should reflect implementation of all controls that can be few1,fy 
hnplemc:nted - not just those thzt have already been adopted. In this way the public 

will be able to compare actual pro~ ll?lder tbe plan ~t targets based on what 

can and must be doDc to clean our air. We therefore suapst th,at tb.e JQlh for the 

plan be amc:nded to eonfonn 10 the ptQjectcd emissions t~~ that will result from 

plan implexn.entati®.. 
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ln additiQll, in order to Imrintairt i,rttmre. for reduction of emis9:ion& from all ,source 
oategories. the board shuUcld. direct staff to attempt to achieve 2001 levtl emimODB by 
2010 from i::ach source oategory. Under the plan. emissions from all source 
eatego:ri!S ,except n,.arine ves.sels would meet this goal Emissions of swfut oxides 
from marine vea.sels would also meet the .:2001 baseline, md! emisfioo& of partic:ulues 
will be close. Nitrogen oxides aR a more difficult challcnp, particularly emi!Sl.Olll 
from ves&el main ongi,ne.s. Ws mgg the CARB board to W'COt mff tQ considel' e":'«'J 
option to ~~ ~Atrol.lin,g tbo.!e engines, m.cltJdhl& a container fee ar other 
Dl.ec,\anim;i, to ~vi2e and fWid oonttol!_ We note ttiat there is real urgency ( o:vez 

- and above the emiasiorui impacts) to qwckly require or mcmtivize iostallation of NO% 
comrols on main eugines due to the large number of oeeaqom.1 v~scb c~ o:n 
orde;i; for oon,stnicti.o,n. 

• Health Rf.rk Go.ais. The plan should stile a goal of adrieving acceptable health risks 
in m:eas impaeted by major facilbies such as pons and :railyards, The goals ctDXemly 
m.ted target _emission or mk reductions and do, not assure tba.t agoeptable health risks 
will be achieved. in t:b.e vi.omity of.all meh faeiliti.es. 

• Plan Implementatton. Approval o-f this plan, mu.st t>e .follOW<:d by ~edl:dou:s 
~nl09.amii o! an lmplementadon plan.. SCAQMD staff :rocommend& that s. delailed 
implem.entaticn schedule and desigri~on. -of implementinJ aie:u.ei• be specified as 
,o,on as possible. Th~ implementation plan should sp=fy adoption of emission 
0021trol measures by state, regional and focal govemmmts tQ me maximmn extent of 
their mhorlty fn order to meet the clean air ooeds of thiiii state. 

• Patmtia.l Ned.for.AdditiDnlll SJp·Jri~. Bas-ed on preliminarily analym of 
projected carrying capacities fur ozone pIWlll:SO~ SCAQMD staff estimates th-at 
additioual emission reduction! .mzJ be ne-eded t.o, 1d.em.onstrate atta~ with the 
fcde:ral air quality standards tor PM-!JJ and $.hour OZ'Olle in the South Coast AU' BamL 
SCAQ..\i!D stdrtook& fotwllid to workm.g with CJ.RB to develop additiQIDll need.ed. 
controls to bridge any gap betweai the •C'lm"CDt p1an and future SJP needs, 

• Commentr on Specific Meawre3. 

(1) Mam Engine Fuel.s. CARB should seek to create a mandate fat the use of 
fuel containing 0_2, percent sulfur or lower (rather 1ban 0.5% stated in the plan as s 
potential control me.aswe) in ,ocean-going v~sel mam engines, to be impleme»ted 
u soon N p0.ssible. Jtedueiu,g :i:n~ engme &el sulfur oontmt is an extremely 
important measure ftom the standpoint of total particulate.a and sulft1r oxides that 
cim be oon1rolled, 

(2) Yus•l Speed Reduction. We ~rt an expanded ve!ssel speed reduction 
,roara:m tht.t inoreues the disanoc in which speed reduation is required from 20 
ic 40 ,:,.aatical mile:s from the pons. Nitrogen oxi~ mlitted out to a radius of 40 
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mmtiml miles from the ports (and btyond) impact the Smi P:ernando· Valley and 
most other portions: offhe S()'1lth Coast Air Sasm. 
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(3) Lowest Eminion Tl!Chno/ogie.J I .Ftub. CARD should rely more on stn.tegle! 
to :req~ ~b to ~c the ~leanest C(lmm.ercially available, enpes, ~ 
mo. powered by tLtemati~ fhe1s ( e.g.. LNG) . 

. rn addition, regarding looomon,·cs, the proposed plan relies on BPA to ~ Tier 3 
stand.uds. There is no assuran~ how~cr. that EPA will adgpt ,ueh standards to th.~ 
level of'stringency needed. by ttus state. We rcecgoize dw federal law limits sta1e 
and local authority ro adopt emission sund3rdi for looom,otives, but we urge that the 
plan.provide that state ·and local go-.1emment.s bl Cafilbmia utilize all authorities arid 
mecbanimls e.t their disposal to comrol emwi.0nS from this important. category. 

Thank you again for the opportunity to pi:ovide th,ese commenu. We continue to offer 
our support for CAR.lrs future efforts to implement the plan, and to mme and develop 
any additional :stratef;ies for the ~ movement sector that will be necessary to acbie,w 
hefJ.tbml air qaality. 

.A ttl dnn.1!'111t 

BanyR Wall~D,Env. 
Exeeu.tive Officer, SCAQMD 


