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May 25, 2021 

 

Mayor of Long Beach, Robert Garcia 

Mayor of Los Angeles, Eric Garcetti  

Port of Long Beach, Harbor Commissioners 

Port of Long Beach, Environmental Planning Department 

Los Angeles City, Planning Department  

Los Angeles City Council 

Congresswoman, Nanette Barragan  

AQMD 

 

Subject: CF 19-0739, Coastal Permit Case# DIR-2020-7285-CDP  
Oppose the Long Beach Port, Pier B On-Dock Rail Support Facility Project  

 

Dear Honorable Leaders, 

 

The Wilmington Neighborhood Council Governing Board held a public Brown Act meeting to discuss the 

Port of Long Beach, Pier B On-Dock Rail Support Facility Project. After a presentation was given by the 

Port of Long Beach, the WNC Planning & Land Use committee reviewed the documentation from the Los 

Angeles City Planning Department. Upon further review we recommend the following: 

 

We oppose this current and ongoing Long Beach Pier B On-Dock Rail Support Facility Project that will have 

severe impacts on our stakeholders and take land away from our community.  Although presentations 

were given to the Neighborhood Councils in San Pedro with requests for letters of support for this 

project, this rail project does not go through the community of San Pedro at all. The project only goes 

through the community of Wilmington which is completely separate from San Pedro. The location of this 

expansion flows into Wilmington from the Long Beach borders. San Pedro will not hear or feel the 

impacts of this project. They are approximately 6.8 miles away on the other side of the bay.  

 

Here is the summary of our cost benefit analysis: 

 

Costs to the Wilmington Community: 

The Final EIR concluded that the project would pose “significant and unavoidable air quality and health 

risks and greenhouse gas emission would remain higher than the SCAQMD threshold”. (File #:HD-18-034, 

Version: 1, page 5 of 6) 
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The 24-hour sound emissions and ground vibrations from this project may “average out” to be within the 

Federal standards, but this does not reflect the reality of the negative impacts of sleep deprivation on a 

community that is already living in one of the most challenging environments in our city.  

 

There will be increased fire and explosion risks due to the refueling of locomotives.  

Wilmington will be losing more land that could be used for local businesses and jobs.  

 

Benefits to the Wilmington Community: 

The project will deposit $1.45 million over seven years to the special fund for mitigation. This is only 

0.16% of the project’s $900M budget and can only be accessed through a competitive grant process. In 

comparison, other commercial development projects in the City of LA must contribute 1% toward public 

art.  

The general “more jobs” benefit was mentioned during the presentation. However, based on experience 

most of those working in port related jobs choose to live and shop outside of Wilmington. 

 

Conclusion 

The costs of this project outweigh the benefits for our community of Wilmington. The idea that a port 

expansion project of this magnitude would not proactively identify and mitigate its negative impacts on 

our community is appalling. 

 

Recommendations 

Port expansion projects should include a community impact and mitigation study conducted by an 

independent third-party expert. The Ports have not demonstrated the ability to fully understand and 

mitigate the negative impacts to our Wilmington community. A third-party expert is necessary to identify 

what mitigation is necessary and to propose the best use of funds to offset the negative impacts of the 

port expansion. Determining the solutions for mitigation should not be put on the community and the 

funding should not be doled out through competitive grants. The ports should proactively think like a 

community member that raises their families here and needs to bear the endless noise, traffic, pollution, 

blight, and then crime and drug use that festers out of these conditions.  

 

Here are some examples of the types of mitigation measures that a third-party expert may determine to 

be appropriate: 

• Double pain windows 

• HVAC systems with high quality filtration systems 

• Renewable energy systems to power the HVAC systems 

• Code enforcement for port related traffic and storage 

• Creating more buffer zones between residential and all port related industrial activities 

• Recurring periodic cleaning of homes and vehicles of port related industrial dust 

 

Industrial commerce, in the name of economic development for the city, State and Nation, directly leads 
to hazards in our community such as, crumbling roads and streets, port truck traffic, noise, air, trains, 
water and land pollution. This community is a coastal community with contaminated ocean waters, no 
safe beach access or community coastal access. No views due to the increased Port growth, unsightly 
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container storage yard, and port cranes. Our underprivileged community is in great need of basic 
resources. We are now blighted by the Port’s impacts.  
 
These issues intersect with our daily lives and causes unfair burdens. It all makes for a more dangerous 
and unsafe community. The health and well-being of those who live here are in great danger of 
contracting asthma, bronchitis, even cancer. Residents who live in Wilmington have cancer among other 
health issues due to the environmental hazardous directly related to port businesses. Wilmington is one 
of the Nation’s most polluted communities and only one of three communities in Los Angeles who fall 
under the Clean up Green up ordinance. All due to the port and related businesses. 
 

The goal to eliminate the number of trucks on the road and increase containers to be loaded onto trains 

can never be totally achieved. (30%) of cargo is loaded onto trains. The cargo that is loaded onto these 

rail cars is cargo going to the center of our Nation. It will always be the smaller percentage of cargo 

received from vessels docked in our ports.  

 

“Local” cargo discharged from port vessels are trucked (70% of cargo) and it is the largest percentage in 

volume that can never be eliminated. This trucked cargo goes to local cities and they will always need 

supplies which are labeled “Local Loads” going to nearby cities and even neighboring states such as 

Arizona, Nevada and Utah. This trucked cargo will still go through our communities, and as the Port 

grows, so does the trucked cargo. 

 

Community impacts 

• The Environmental Impact Report states that pollution levels will increase. 

• The Environmental Impact Report states that the impacts are great and unmeasurable,  

• The Environmental Impact Report states that the impacts are significant and unavoidable.  

• The city of Los Angeles directly mitigates impacts from LAX with local stakeholders. This is a 

transportation mitigation and should be handled in a similar way. Direct. 

• The Ports of LA/ LB and the cities of Los Angeles & Long Beach continue to reap the monetary 

benefits without proper community mitigation 

• Wilmington sits on the third largest oil field in the Nation, subject to methane gas and oil wells.  

• The project report states that 30 locomotives will be fueled in this area which poses a safety 

hazard. With several large refineries, the impacts are deadly and unwelcomed by stakeholders 

who travel this area. 

• Our low-income community of color is overburdened.  

 

The Port of Long Beach has been enjoying the benefits of the Port expansion with record breaking 

numbers each year. The May 2021 report states that the Port of Long Beach had the strongest April in 

history with a 43 percent increase and for the 10th consecutive month the Port has broken monthly cargo 

movement records. With these figures, the Port’s economy is booming.   

 

Our Nation’s reliance on maritime transportation and international trade remains unchanged as there is 

the essential need for cargo to move through our ports. The maritime industry has kept our supply chain 

functioning and our economy strong but it is time to finally take responsibility, time to address the EIR 

effects imposed on our community. It is time to address the health risk associated with living next to a 

Port industrial complex. Further it is time to improve addressing all these issues. 
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Action  

Due to the harmful impacts the project has on our community: 

1) We urge LA City Council to deny the Coastal Development Permit  

2) We ask LA City Council to assert jurisdiction over this matter and address these serious concerns 

3) Please ask the port to hire a third-party expert who can identify what mitigation is necessary and 

to propose the best use of funds to offset the negative impacts of the port expansion directly. 

Determining the solutions for mitigation should not be put on the community of Wilmington. 

4) We ask for a moratorium to be placed for the next 10-20 years to collect data on the extent of 

the impacts this project is having on our community.  

 

As the duly elected body, by way of the city charter, the Wilmington Neighborhood Council is grateful for 

the opportunity to advocate. We are recognized as volunteer elected officials as we serve both the City of 

Los Angeles and our community through the Neighborhood Council System.  

Respectfully Submitted,  

 

Gina Martinez, Chair of the Wilmington NC 
On Behalf of the Wilmington Neighborhood Council 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 




