





need of the proposed container berth should be attached as an appendix to the document, and

include all assumptions used in the projection. This forecast should be compared to the forecasts
used in the CPIP.

The EIS should include a discussion about the status of the NYCEDC’s Staten Island West Shore
Study started in 2008, which includes the NYCT site.

The EIS should include a cumulative effect analysis of all environmental impacts such as air
quality, water quality, noise and the increase of runoff/stormwater. In particular, the cumulative
- impacts to wetlands along the Kill Van Kull on the north and Arthur Kill on the west sides of
Staten Island from other projects such as the Goethals Bridge Replacement, fill for the Staten
Island Railroad embankment and any wetlands 1mpacts from the proposed Bayonne Bridge
replacement should be analyzed.

As there has been concern in the past about rail traffic from Howland Hook going through the
neighborhoods of Roselle and Linden in New Jersey, the EIS should analyze the expected
increase of rail traffic from the expanded container terminal to those (and other) New Jersey
communities. This would include traffic and noise impacts. '

The EIS should include a discussion of the “Spectra Energy NYNJ Expansion” plans, as the
natural gas pipeline is proposed to be sited in the same area as the proposed terminal.

While not required in the CEQR EIS, the applicant will need to pérform a General Conformity
Determination for related dredging, berth construction, wetlands fill and wetlands mitigation as
part of the ACOE permit. For the purpose of public disclosure, EPA recommends that a General
Conformity Determination be an appendix to the EIS.

New York State does have an Environmental Justice Policy. The Commissioner Policy CP-29
Environmental Justice and Permitting was issued on March 19, 2003. CP-29 provides guidance
for incorporating environmental justice concerns into the NYSDEC environmental permit review
process and the DEC application of the State Environmental Quality Review Act.

The SCOping Document states that the Port Authority has initiated planning studies regarding the
feasibility of developing a new 1-278 eastbound exit ramp that would provide a direct connection
for trucks traveling between the Goethals Bridge and the existing Howland Hook, Marine
terminal. At a briefing between NYCEDC and EPA staff on March 25, 2010, NYCEDC stated
that.local road improvements to accommodate trucks from the existing terminal have already
been completed. There is no documentation of a planning effort for a new eastbound ramp, the
ramp is not in the current Transportation Improvement Program, rior has it been discussed with
the Federal Highways Administration. If an eastbound ramp 1s planned it must be considered
connected to the marine terminal expansion, should be discussed fully within the EIS and all’
impacts accrued to the ramp construction should be analyzed

Finally, in the CPIP the Howland Hook Container Terminal Expansion option (C10) was _
evaluated against a list of criterion. (CPIP 2005, Volume 2, Page 7.3). This terminal expansion
received a poor evaluation under the following criteria:






