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Notice of Intent Published in the Yuma Sun

AFFP
Notice of Intent for an EIS

Affidavit of Publication

STATE OF ARIZONA } -
COUNTY OF YUMA}

Lisa Reilly or Kathy White, being duly sworn, says:

That she is Publisher or Business Manager of the Yuma
Sun, a daily newspaper of general circulation, printed and
published in Yuma, Yuma County, Arizona; that the
publication, a copy of which is attached hereto, was
published in the said newspaper on the following dates:

November 22, 2017, November 28, 2017

That said newspaper was regularly issued and circulated
on those dates.
SIGNED:

R A

Publisher or Business Ménager

Subscribed to and sworn to me this 26th day of November
2017.

Voo, P Gonge

Virgen F‘/‘ferez, Notary, Yuma Caunt&;@rizona

My commission expires: May 10, 2021

et
VIRGEN P PEREZ
- NOTARY PUBLIC, ARIZONA
YUMA COUNTY
Ry Commission Eupires
May 10, 2023

o

00025323 00113‘\§L 7

LM
7940 Jones Branch Drive
Tysons, VA 22102

Notics of Intent to ?ra}pm an Enviranmental Impact
Statorme zadion of the
Santuisl| Land Fort of Entry (LPOE) Modemlzation

AGENCY: Fublic Bullding Service {PBS), General Services
Administration (GEA),

AGTION: Notics of intent; annauneement of meeting,

SUMMARY: Pursiant to the mguiremenis of the Nations)
Environmeantal Folicy Aol of 1869 (NEPAY l‘ne (;aunmi an
Eaviconmental Quality Regulatons., and the GEA Puliic
Building Service NEPA Desk Guige, GBA 13 issuing l!\\s notice
1o advise e publlo that an Environmental Iimpact Statement
CEIS) will e prepared for the Son Luls | LPOE. The oetion to
be evalualad by this EIS 1s e modernization of the sxisting
San Luis | LRPOE, located in San buis, Arizona, to Improve g
funclicnslity, capacity, and sgeurity.

GATES: Mee:fnggals A pubific seoping meeting wht be held
oh Wednesdz, mibor 26, 2017, from 4:00 pan., Mountain
Standard Tfma (MST) lo 5:00 o, MST.

ADDRESSES: Tha public scoping maating wifl e held In the

City Geunat Charmbes 81 1090 E. Union Sirent. San Luls, AZ,
whers GBA wili mest wilth governinental and public
stakeholders te explain the project, and oblain Input on e
scoping of the prefoct, The maeating will be an informal opsu
nouse, wherd visdors may coma, recetve Informatien, and
provide WEN COMmBants.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATIOR CONTACT: Osmahn Kadr.
Reg:onal Environmental Oaahty Advisor! NEPA P, ty phong

418-G22— 3617 or via g-malt 8! camahn.kaeri@gsa.gov.
P%e'nse aso call this number if speclal assistancs 5 needed o
attend and particlpats in the publiz scoping meoting.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: G&A intends to prepars
an EIS o analyzs the potential impacts resulling from
propesed modifications and design chanoss iy the San Lals |
1 PCE modersization project, The San Luis | LPOE consists of
sevetsl faciiilies that ére in neesd of modernization, The
primary users of the LPOE gre officers teionging to Cusioms
ahd Eoroor Protaction and immigrations and Customs
Enforcernent, as well as tha generat puiilic seeking o onler or
exit the couniry, The LPOE nosds modernization due to
uhacseplable building condilions and incraasing traffic
demand, Currently, the LPQE is physfzally constrained on
Both the north and south, by Urlzuaslogul Strest and the
Mexice-US border, respactively. Traffic fram tho LFOE must
e routed it downtawn San Luws, which often creates traflic
jams. All vehlewtar traffic caming inte town has been rercuted
recantly o exit via First Stteet while outgoing iraffic enters the
port ¥ig Main Streat.

‘The possitle ghaslng for ihe Germolilion snd modemization of
the LFUE inciicies
-P 1: Mqurfe El porion of Frigndship Park, a
Fublic-Facing Bullding, Parking Garags, Vault, Imuound
and Utilty Yard,

- Phage 2: Construct naw privately owned vehiclke prosessing
facilities and kannal,

+ Phaga 3: Construct new main builting and cutbound
enst exits.

+ Phasa 4: Demelish maln buillding, consirug! pedestian
pProGeEssing, and consiruct euthound west exits,

Alternsiivas Under Copsigeration. Two modernization

alterngtives for the proposed projest are surrenty under
consideration ant wilk be enalyzed in the 18 for the poterial
environmental impacts. In addiion, the "MNo Action” aliermalive
will be sralyzed.

Aftarnative 1-—G8A witl demolish then reconstruct 8
sodermized LPOE. The existing San Luis LROE will be
demaished and recanstructed in faur (4) phases. Some
sdjacens land on the west side of the LPOE wilt bo acgulred
witicn wilt alicw modernization of the faciity to accommodals
mexlern sparational requiraments, and slieviate tralfie strain in
gowntown San Luis,

Allarrative 2-—Renovate, expend, and modsrnize the existing
LPOE GEA will renovate and modemize the existlng San Luis
LPOE and axpand the existing foolprint of the faciiity on the
west as menfivned In Allemative 1 which will accommodale
modart operational reguirements, and alleviate wraffic strain In
Howntown San Luis.

Afternailve 3—No Activn Alfernative. GEA will continug
operations at tha existing LPOE facilifios as they a1 surrently
configured and will not perform any renovation nor
modernization of the LRFOE

The EIS will address the potential environmental Jmpacia' of
the proposec aiernativas inciuding agsthetics, air gualdy
during construclion and aper:tlron gaclogy snd solls, hazards
and hazardous matarials, hvﬁmlugﬂy anc waler quatity. land
use, nolse during consinection and cperation, willittes, and
trafhc. The EiS wﬁl 2kso addrass the secioeconornic effects of
ine proet

Scoping Progess: Sooping will be scoemplished through a
pubitc scoplag meeting, direct maill cormespondence o
appropriaie federal, stale, and local agencles, and to phvate
crganizations snd citizens who have previcusly sxpressed o
ar known 16 have an intesest in the project. This meeting wilt
be anneunced [n the loga! newspaper, the Yurma Sun.
Agencles and the public are encouraged 16 provide wrillen
comments ragardmg {he scope of the I8, Written comments
must be received by Friday, December 22, 2057, and sent to
{he General Services Achinietration, Attention; Gsmahn Kadrl,
Regional Envirermenial Qualily Advisor NERA FI, 50 Uniled
Mallons Plaza, Room 32348, Maiibox 8. San Francisco, CA
94102, or Wiz email to eemaln.kadrh A GOV,

Daily Novamber 32, 28, 2017 - 0013421
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Scoping Meeting Handouts
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Comments Received during the Public Scoping Meeting
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CITY OF SAN LUIS

P.O.Box 1170 | 1090 E. Union Street
San Luis, AZ 85349-1170
Phone (928) 341-8520 | Fax (928) 341-8539
www.cityofsanluis.org

December 21, 2017

General Services Administration,

Attention: Osmahn Kadr, Regional Environmental Quality Advisor/ NEPA PM
450 Golden Gate Avenue, 3™ Floor East

San Francisco, CA 94102

VIi4 EMAIL osmahn.kadri@gsa.gov

Re: Comments in response to Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact
Statement for the Modernization of the San Luis I Land Port of Entry (LPOE)

Dear Mr. Kadr:

The City of San Luis appreciates the opportunity to offer comments on the
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that will be prepared to analyze the potential impacts
resulting from proposed modifications and design changes to the San Luis I LPOE
modernization project.

A project of this magnitude and importance deserves careful planning and evaluation at
each step of the process. We look forward and are eager to participate in the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement process for the Modernization of San Luis I Land Port of Entry (LPOE).

We anticipate that a careful analysis of the potential impacts will be prepared; and, that
potential mitigating measures to address any negative impacts will be identified for the project.
For the City of San Luis, the potential impacts of the Modernization of San Luis I LPOE extend
beyond the immediate port itself. The city has prepared an initial list of comments and
considerations related to this project.

» Consider expanding the acquisition of Friendship Park to include the entire park to allow
for southbound vehicle traffic to exit from Archibald Street directly to Mexico.

» GSA to support the acquisition of BLM land for city parkland due to loss of Friendship
Park.

o [f the acquisition of land changes to the East, GSA should work directly with the State

Land Department and the Industrial Park Associations that might affect their business.

GERARDO SANCHEZ, Mayor MARIO BUCHANAN JR., Council Member MATIAS ROSALES, Council Member RUBEN WALSHE, Council Member
MARIA CECILLIA RAMOS, Vice Mayor AFRICA LUNA-CARRASCO, Council Member GLORIA TORRES, Council Member TADEO A. DE LA HOYA, City Manager
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The General Conformity Rule (GCR) was established to ensure that federal activities do not hamper local
efforts to control air pollution. In particular, the GCR implements Section 176(c) of the Clean Air Act
(CAA), which prohibits federal agencies, departments, and instrumentalities from engaging in, supporting,
licensing, or approving any action that does not conform to an approved state or federal implementation
plan. The purpose of the GCR Applicability Analysis is to determine whether the Proposed Action at the
San Luis | Land Port of Entry (LPOE) is subject to the federal GCR. The Proposed Action involves the
renovation and redevelopment of the San Luis | LPOE to allow the facility to adapt to increasing traffic
demand, provide for more thorough inspections, improve safety for employees and the public, and reduce
processing delays.

The Proposed Action would result in emissions from the use of construction equipment and vehicles during
construction and demolition activities. Emissions of nitrogen dioxide (NO;), carbon monoxide (CO),
particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter of less than or equal to 10 micrometers (PMyo), particulate
matter with an aerodynamic diameter of less than or equal to 2.5 micrometers (PMzs), and sulfur dioxide
(SO,) were calculated using the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s (USEPA) Compilation of Air
Emission Factors. These calculations demonstrate that the emissions resulting from the Proposed Action
would be below the de minimis levels defined for those pollutants in the Applicability Section of the GCR
and would not be regionally significant. Therefore, the GCR is not applicable to the Proposed Action.

2.0 GENERAL CONFORMITY RULE APPLICABILITY ANALYSIS

The purpose of this analysis is to determine whether the Proposed Action at the San Luis | LPOE is subject
to the Federal GCR established in 40 Code of Federal Regulations, Part 93 (40 CFR Part 93), Determining
Conformity of Federal Actions to State or Federal Implementation Plans. This analysis will determine under
which of the following areas the Proposed Action would fall:

o Not subject to the rule—the action does not emit criteria pollutants or precursors for which the area
is designated as a nonattainment or maintenance area’; all procurement actions are excluded from
the GCR;

e Exempt or meets de minimis levels—emissions from the action are below de minimis levels and
are not regionally significant, or the action is exempt;

o Does not meet de minimis levels or is regionally significant—emissions from the action exceed
de minimis levels; a Conformity Determination must be prepared for such actions.

This analysis is organized into the following sections:

e Background (Section 3)—information on applicable air emission programs and limitations,
including de minimis levels;

e Proposed Action (Section 4)—description of the Proposed Action;

o Methodology and Emissions Calculations (Section 5)—procedures and results for estimating
emissions associated with the Proposed Action; and

e Conclusion (Section 6)—assessment of whether the GCR is applicable to the Proposed

! A nonattainment area is an area where the concentration of one or more criteria pollutants is found to exceed the
regulated level for one or more of the NAAQS. Nonattainment areas that meet the NAAQS and the redesignation
requirements in the Clean Air Act are redesignated as maintenance areas.
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3.0 BACKGROUND

As part of the implementation of the CAA Amendments, the USEPA issued National Ambient Air Quality
Standards (NAAQS) for six criteria air pollutants: CO, SO,, particulate matter (PM1o and PM.s), 0zone
(O3), NO2, and lead (Pb). USEPA defines ambient air in guidelines established in 40 CFR Part 50 as “that
portion of the atmosphere, external to buildings, to which the general public has access.”

The Clean Air Act divides the U.S. into geographic areas called “air quality control regions” (AQCRS).
These AQCRs are established areas such as counties, urbanized areas, and consolidated metropolitan
statistical areas. An AQCR in which levels of a criteria air pollutant meet the health-based NAAQS is
defined as an attainment area for the pollutant, while an area that does not meet the NAAQS is designated
a nonattainment area for the pollutant. An AQCR that was once designated a nonattainment area but was
later reclassified as an attainment area is known as a maintenance area. Nonattainment and maintenance
areas can be further classified as extreme, severe, serious, moderate, or marginal.

An AQCR may have an acceptable level for one criteria air pollutant but may have unacceptable levels for
other criteria air pollutants. Thus, an area could be attainment, maintenance, and/or nonattainment at the
same time for different pollutants. Each state that contains at least one nonattainment air quality control
region is responsible for submitting a State Implementation Plan to specify the manner in which NAAQS
will be achieved and maintained. Maintenance areas must adhere to a maintenance plan for the specific
pollutant for which the area was initially designated nonattainment.

The San Luis | LPOE is located in Yuma County, Arizona. Yuma County is located in the Mohave-Yuma
Intrastate AQCR, which is managed by the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ).
USEPA has designated Yuma County, Arizona, as a moderate nonattainment area for PM1o (EPA, 2018).

In August 2006, the ADEQ approved the Yuma PMiy Maintenance Plan for the Yuma County
nonattainment area that addresses how the Mohave-Yuma Intrastate AQCR will achieve and maintain
attainment with the PM1 standard (ADEQ, 2006). Because Yuma County, Arizona, is a nonattainment area
for PMao, an applicability analysis of PM1o emissions is required using the criteria for a nonattainment area.
For purposes of analysis and completeness, the potential CO, NO2, SO, and PM2s emissions were also
calculated and compared to de minimis rates.” The criteria used in the GCR applicability analysis are listed
in the Applicability Section of the GCR, Section 93.153(b), which defines de minimis emission rates for
criteria pollutants based on the degree of nonattainment. Table F1 lists the de minimis levels that were used
in this analysis (EPA, 2017). Section 51.853(i) of the GCR stipulates that a project is considered regionally
significant when its total emissions exceed a nonattainment or maintenance area’s total emission budget
for each applicable pollutant by 10 percent or more.

2 Emissions of ozone and lead were not analyzed because ozone is a secondary pollutant and the precursor pollutant
(i.e., NO2) was below the de minimis threshold rate; no project activity would result in the generation of lead emissions.
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Table 1. De Minimis Levels for the Proposed Action

De Minimis Emission
Criteria Pollutant CAA Classification Rate (tons/year)
Co N/A 100
NO; N/A 100
SOz N/A 100
PM1o Nonattainment (moderate) 100
PM2s N/A 100

Source: EPA, 2017

Note: CO = carbon dioxide; N/A = not applicable; NO, = nitrogen dioxide; PM5 =
particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter of less than or equal to

2.5 micrometers; PM1o = particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter of less
than or equal to 10 micrometers; SO, = sulfur dioxide.

4.0 PROPOSED ACTION

The Proposed Action is a phased approach to renovate and redevelop the San Luis | LPOE to allow the
facility to adapt to increasing traffic demand, provide for more thorough inspections, improve safety for
employees and the public, and reduce processing delays. Under the Proposed Action, every building onsite
would be replaced, including the main building, inspection spaces, kennel, and existing commercial
processing facilities. The General Services Administration would also acquire Friendship Park (located
adjacent to the western end of the San Luis | LPOE) and construct new infrastructure to accommodate the
increasing volume of pedestrian and vehicle traffic, including inbound and outbound privately owned
vehicle (POV) and pedestrian processing facilities. See Section 2.1 of the Environmental Impact Statement
for a full description of the Proposed Action.

5.0 METHODOLOGY AND EMISSIONS CALCULATIONS

Because the USEPA has designated Yuma County, Arizona, as a moderate nonattainment area for PMyg,
this applicability analysis estimates the Proposed Action’s potential emissions of PMag; for completeness,
the potential CO, NO,;, SO;, and PM25s emissions were also estimated. Construction and demolition
activities would cause temporary air emissions of these pollutants. To provide a worst-case or conservative
estimate of emissions on a calendar-year basis, it was assumed that all required non-road vehicles would
operate full time (i.e., eight hours per day and five days per week), approximately 140 workers would
commute 50 miles each day, and each worker would drive their own vehicle (i.e., no carpooling).

Construction and demolition emissions were estimated for on-road and non-road vehicles. The emissions
from on-road vehicles such as POVs were estimated using industry-standard emission rates (Argonne 2013;
EPA 2009). Emission rates for non-road vehicles such as excavators, cranes, graders, backhoes, and
bulldozers were estimated using EPA’s MOVES 2014a model coefficients (EPA 2015). See Table 2 for
the emission factors used in the analysis and Table 3 for the results of the analysis.

Table 2. Factors Used to Estimate On-Road and Non-Road Vehicle Emissions

On-Road Emission Non-Road Emission Factor
Pollutant Factor (Ib/mile) (g/vehicle/day) (Diesel/Gasoline)
CO 6.29 x 10° 191/823
NO; 2.64 x 10 350/7.08
SO2 9.26 x 10 0.521/0.0215
PM1o 1.68 x 10 28.3/6.21
PMys? 1.68 x 10 27.4/5.72

Source: Argonne, 2013; EPA, 2009, 2015
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On-Road Emission Non-Road Emission Factor
Pollutant Factor (Ib/mile) (g/vehicle/day) (Diesel/Gasoline)

Note: CO = carbon dioxide; g = grams; Ib = pounds; NO- = nitrogen dioxide; PM,s =

particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter of less than or equal to 2.5 micrometers;
PMjo = particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter of less than or equal to
10 micrometers; SO = sulfur dioxide.
& An on-road emission factor for PM_ s was not available for POVs, so the on-road
emission factor for PMyo was used.

Table 3. Annual Non-Road and On-Road Vehicle Emissions Under the Proposed Action

Equipment Tons of CO Tons of NO2 Tons of SOz Tons of PMuo Tons of PMzs
Non-Road Vehicles
Excavator (diesel) 0.219 0.400 5.97 x 10 0.0324 0.0314
Crane (diesel) 0.0547 0.100 1.49 x 10 8.09 x 10 7.85x 107
Bulldozer (diesel) 0.109 0.200 2.98 x 10 0.0162 0.0157
(DdliJ:;EI)truck/Concrete truck 0.274 0.501 746 x 10 0.0405 0.0393
Grader (diesel) 0.109 0.200 2.98 x 10 0.0162 0.0157
Rollers, compactor(diesel) 0.164 0.300 4.47 x 104 0.0243 0.0236
Paving equipment (diesel) 0.0547 0.100 1.49 x 10 8.09 x 10 7.85 x 1073
Generator (gasoline) 0.706 6.07 x 103 1.85 x 10°® 5.33 x 10 4.90 x 103
Air compressor (gasoline) 0.470 4.05x 103 1.23 x 10° 3.55 x 10 3.27 x 108
On-Road Vehicles
Personal vehicles 5.73 0.240 8.43 x 103 0.0152 0.0152
Total (tons per year) 7.89 2.05 0.0111 0.170 0.165
ggns rr;‘ei:‘;rzgsr) threshold 100 100 100 100 100

Source: EPA, 2017.

Note: CO = carbon dioxide; g = grams; Ib = pounds; NO; =
aerodynamic diameter of less than or equal to 2.5 micrometers; PMyo = particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter
of less than or equal to 10 micrometers; SO, = sulfur dioxide.

6.0 CONCLUSION

nitrogen dioxide; PM,s = particulate matter with an

As shown in Table 3, none of the criteria pollutant emissions estimated for the Proposed Action would
exceed its respective de minimis thresholds. Therefore, the General Conformity Rule is not applicable to

the Proposed Action.
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8.0 ACRONYMS

ADEQ Arizona Department of Environmental Quality
AQCR Air Quality Control Region

CAA Clean Air Act

CO Carbon monoxide

GCR General Conformity Rule

LPOE Land Port of Entry

NAAQS National Ambient Air Quality Standards
NO; Nitrogen dioxide

O3 Ozone

Pb Lead

PM2s Fine particulate matter

PMio Coarse particulate matter

POV Privately owned vehicle

SO, Sulfur dioxide

USEPA U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
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Draft EIS Meeting Handouts and Posters
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g A *%;é UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

%}w 75 nglflGhION Ié-‘t'ﬂaet
-y c0,C

San Frﬂncis:_;u, CA 94105

April 20, 2019

Oamahn A. Kadri

Regional Environmental Quality Advisor/NEPA Project Manager
General Services Administration

50 United Nations Plaza, Room 3345, Mailbox #9

San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject:  Draft Environmental Impact Statement Assessment for the San Lais T Land Port of Entry
Expansion and Modernization Project, Yuma County, Arizona (CEQ#20190029)

Dear M_r. IKadri:

The U.5. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (Draft EIS) received on March 8, 2019, prepared by the Genersl Services Administration
{GSA), for the proposed San Luis I Land Port of Entry (LPOE) Expansion and Modernization project on
the US-Mexico border within the City of San Luis, in Yuma County, Arizona. EPA submitted scoping
comments for the project to GSA on November 20, 2015, Our review and comments on this Draft EIS
are provided pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Council on Environmental
Quality (CEQ) regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500-1508), and Section 309 of the Clean Air Act.

The Preferred Alternative (Proposed Action) for the San Luis I LPOE meodernization and expansion
project is o acquire the adjacent 6.13 acre former Friendship Park, and demolish and redevelop the
expanded LPOE in phases to accommodate increased pedestrian and vehicular processing at the border,
EPA appreciates that GSA incorporated many of the recommendations provided in our November 20,
2015 scoping letter. We note that the Draft EIS adopts PM10 and fugitive dust mitigation measures for
the construction phases, commits to stormwater infrastiucture improvements, and discusses public
transportation serving the LPOE. The project further commits to the United States Green Building
Council’s Leadership in Energy & Environmental Design (LEED) Gold certification for materials,
energy, and water efficiency standards, and will include the installation of a 5000 ft* photovoltaic array
for on-site electricity generation,

The Draft EIS anticipates that additional diesel fueled backup electricity generators will be needed for
the anticipated electrical load of the future LPOE design. EPA recommends that GSA consider, as an
altemative to diesel powered generators, the use of on-site battery storage using the new photovoltaic
array, if feasible. If GSA instead chooses to use diesel backup generators for the LPOE, we encourage
GSA to commit to EPA Tier 4 or better backup generalors to minimize air pollution during emergency
power generation.

Effective October 22, 2018, EPA no longer includes rating in our comment letters. [nformation about
this change and EPA’s continued roles and responsibilities in the review of federal actions can be found
on our website at hitps:/www. epa. govinepa/epa-review-process-under-section-309-clean-aic-
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We appreciate the opportunity to review this Draft EIS. When the Final EIS is released for public
review, please send one copy to the address above (mail code: ENF-4-2). I you have any questions,
please contact me at 415-947-4161, or Zac Appleton, the lead reviewer for this project, at 415-972-3321

or gppleton. 2ac @I:Eﬂ.gﬂ‘r’.

Sincerely,

W‘DW?

Connell Dunning, Acting Manager
Environmental Review Section
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Virtual Public Meeting Attendees

First Name Last Name
Francia Alonso
Maria C Cruz
Tadeo A. De La Hoya
Javier Fernandez
Michelle Fox
Buna George
Fausto Gonzalez
Stew Grauer
John Hall
Marlene Lara - City of San Luis
Jaqueline Lopez
John Lowe
Kay Macuil
Rogelio Martinez
Keith McCoy
Jason Mikkelsen
Anna Morales
Gerald Mullarkey
CESAR NEYOY
Jorge Perez
Norma Luz Pesqueira
William Plumpton
Deb Powers
Corinne Ray
Nigel Reynoso
Martin Rodriguez
Thomas Scott
Douglas Strohmeier
Jenny Torres
Padinare Unnikrishna
RALPH VELEZ
Eulogio Vera
ecarbajal
Louie
mcastro
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Questions/Comments submitted during the Virtual Public Meeting (July 15, 2020)

# Commenter Question/Comment

1 Corinne Ray How is the coordiantion with Mexico on the realignment of
southbound traffic? Has there been any official communications with
Mexico since the Diplomatic note for the Archibald-Morelos
connection?

2 Padinare Unnikrishna | What is the timeline for the project?

3 Jenny Torres Was alternative 2 the only major change in the environment
document?

4 Jenny Torres Who will determine what phase will be done first from the figure 2.2?

Deb Powers The DB procurement was mentioned to be 2nd quarter 2021. Did
you mean 2nd quarter fiscal year or calendar year?

6 Padinare Unnikrishna | Is the expansion wholly in the U.S.? Any expansion anticipated in
Mexico?

7 Jenny Torres Yes what phase will be constructed first. Thank you!

8 Corinne Ray Should funding for the remaining balance of the project come in the
FY21 budget, will the phasing still ocurr? Or will it be treated as a
single project?

9 Deb Powers Will this be a DB Bridging project?

10 | Corinne Ray For northbound traffic, arrows inidcate exiting onto 1st and 2nd
avenue, will the city need to make adjustements to the city roads to
handle the increased Northbound traffic?

11 Kay Macuil What does a bridging project mean?

12 Jaqueline Lopez What will determine which alternative is selected?

13 Corinne Ray Have there been any obejctions to the project during the public
outreach process?

14 Padinare Unnikrishna | Are there any flooding concerns to the project?

15 | Corinne Ray Thank you for all the work that GSA has done to advance this
project. The inclusion of the Archibald-Morelos alternative offers
major gains to port efficiency in the long run. Looking forward to the
actual start of the construction phase of the projectg..

16 Gerald Mullarkey Gerald Mullarkey here. Other than the "Interest" slide, is there any

speaking being done at this time? It is silent.
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