April 2, 2009

To Whom It May Concern
Merced Planning Department
678 West 18t Street
Merced, CA 95340

H CEIVE

CiTY OF MERCED
PLANNING DEPT

Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Report for the WalMart Distribution Center

I had the chance to review the Alternatives for the Proposed Project in the draft report. |
think you are missing input from the Municipal Airport Authority in regards to Site #3 in your list
of Alternative Sites. Is the Airport Authority even aware that an alternative site is next to their
runway? Are there safety issues that ought to be explored? As | understand it, under CEQA, you
have to provide good options as alternatives. Maybe Alternative Site 3 is really not a good
option. | hope you will come up some other options.

Thank you,
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April 15,2009 ?D ECEIVE

Kim Espinosa APR 27 2009
Project Manager

Planning Division CITY OF MERCED
City of Merced PLANNING DEPT,

Merced, CA 95340

Hi Kim,

I am writing to support the “environmentally superior alternative” for the Wal-Mart
distribution center mentioned in the draft report. I don’t want a distribution center
period, but since the city wants it, they’ll get it. So, might as well pick the lesser of two

evils.

I think a smaller sized distribution center makes the most sense. Hopefully it will mean
less traffic and pollution in my neighborhood.

Regards,
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4.12.09

Ms. Kim Espinosa
Project Manager

Merced Planning Division
678 West 18th Street
Merced, CA 95340

CITY OF MERCED
PLANNING DEPT

Dear Ms. Espinosa:

I appreciate the opportunity to take a look at the study on the Wal-Mart
Distribution Center. Thanks for putting it on-line. As an educator, I think it is
absolutely critical that residents take a look. I think we need more time and the
comment period should be extended, but that's another topic for another day.

Anyway, I am looking at some of the alternative ideas you have presented. Seems
to me what makes sense is to 1: reduce the size and 2: move it to the other side of
highway 99. Look, your own report says a reduced size will decrease the impacts.
Move it west of 99 and its father away from schools and the neighborhoods.
Everyone’s happy and the city gets its precious distribution center. It just makes
sense.

Thank for your time,
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April 3, 2009

Kim Espinosa ‘
Project Manager E @ E U V E
Merced Planning Division
678 W. 18th St. APR 27 2009
Merced, CA 95340

CITY OF MERGED
Ms. Espinosa, PLANNING DEPT.

In regards to Alternative Site #3, I think you have to remove this suggestion from
Section 5 of the draft environmental impact report. I would be especially
troubled by having the distribution center’s fuel storage tank being so close to
the southern runway of Merced Municipal Airport. I have to think there are
safety issues with having fuel tanks in low flight paths as plans land and take off
and I would have concerns for the safety of residents on the western side of
Highway 99.

Please prepare a viable and safe alternative.

Sincerely,

Choe 70!-4»@0?7/
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April 13, 2009 E @ E H V E

Kim Espinosa

Project Director APR 27 2008

City of Merced

Planning Di\gsion SReED
CITY OF MER

678 West 18" St. PLANNING DEPT.

Merced, CA 95340

I wanted to share my thoughts on the distribution center in Merced. As a resident in
Southeast Merced, I was disappointed in reading the Air Quality section of the Toxic Air
Contaminants. Why are you ignoring TAC data from diesel PM? You say that there is
“no routine measurement method” which currently exists.

Perhaps there are other distribution centers where you could study diesel PM?

You should investigate this, if you really want to have an accurate environmental impact
report.
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Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager Jon Hawthorne
City of Merced Planning Division APR 2 4 2009 974 Wyoming Dr
678 West 18% Street Merced, Ca 95340
Merced, Ca 95340 April 24, 2009
CITY OF MERCED
PLANNING DEPT.

Dear Ms. Espinosa,

After reading through the Draft EIR report on the Wal-Mart Distribution Center, I have several concerns
about this project.

1. Compliance with mitigations and consequences if Wal-Mart doesn’t do what they are required to do
according to the Final EIR. Who or what agency will monitor and verify compliance with the mitigations
required by the final EIR? Will they report to the City of Merced or to Wal-Mart? This person or agency
should be accountable to the people of Merced and not to Wal-Mart. There should be assurances in any
agreement which reflect that.

2. Urban decay. My understanding was that urban decay must be addressed in the DEIR and I couldn’t
find it anywhere. There will definitely be urban decay if the project goes through. ¥t will bring with it the
typical elements of urban decay: lower property values, vacancies, crimes and prostitution to name a few?
Who’s going to want to build or buy houses next to this huge distribution center, with it’s hundreds of
diesel polluting trucks caravanning past their homes 24/7?

3. Water runoff. I was a little confused about how the water runoff from rain was going to be handled in a
adequate way. I understand that there are going to be ponding basins arranged to collect the runoff] but it
didn’t seem like they are deep enough. The overflow from these ponding basins would then be pumped to
the Merced canal system with all the pavement runoff contaminates in it. Can you simplify for me how this
is going to work and keep our waterways clean?

4. Traffic. With 600 to 900 semi-trucks traveling past and though schools and residential developments,
the traffic impact is going to be enormous. Everyone in the vicinity is going to be impacted in a negative
way with the constant parade of dirty diesel polluting trucks, unceasing noise, greatly increased likelihood
of accidents and severe wear of the roadways overused by this large number of trucks everyday 24/7.

5. Air Pollution. The current air quality of Merced and the Valley is bad and will only get worse from this
type of industry locating here. The harmful and deadly effects of the dirty air our children and elders have
to breathe is well documented. Diesel trucks are a major source of the most harmful kind of pollutants we
can be exposed to. There are two schools in close enough proximity o this project that will be impacted in
a very significant way if this project goes through. The plan to build a new school located near this
distribution center site will have to be abandoned if this project goes through.

If this distribution center is aliowed to go through it will altow many, many more Wal-Mart and Super
Wal-Mart stores to pop-up in our local valley. This means there won’t just be “hundreds” of trucks
coming to and from this center, but “thousands” of diesel trucks spewing their noxious fumes that we all
have to breathe. This means massive amounts of unwanted air pollution and traffic problems for our iown
and central valley. This is a bad project for our city and valley regardless of the number of jobs that may be

promised. J’@\,\ W

Jon Hawthore
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Espinosa, Kim | 1 06

From: Annette Heikkila [aheikkila@transcountytitle.com]
Sent:  Wednesday, March 25, 2009 11:08 AM

To: Espinosa, Kim

Subject: Wal Mart

| am strongly for the Wal Mart Distribution Center. We need jobs in Merced County desperately.
Our economy is suffering and we cannot afford to let a job opportunity of this caliber pass us by.

Now more than ever, is the time for us to embrace this job opportunity in Merced County. Our
unemployment rate continues to soar. We need jobs in Merced County!!

| say "YES" for Wal-Mart!

Thank you,
Annette Heikkila

(209) 358-8254

3/25/2009
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Espinosa, Kim | 1 07

From: Walker, Dawn on behalf of city, councii

Sent:  Tuesday, March 31, 2009 9:33 AM

To: city, council; Bill Spriggs (E-mail); Carlisle, John; Conway, Mike; Cortez, Joseph; Dawn
Walker (E-mail); Ellie Wooten (E-mail 2); Ellie Wooten (E-mail); Gabriault, Michele; Jim
Sanders (E-mail); Joe Cortez (E-mail); John Bramkle; John Carlisle (E-mail); Lor, Noah;

Lor, Noah; Michele Gabriault-Acosta (E-mail 2); Michele Gabriault-Acosta (E-mail);
Sanders, Jim; Spriggs, Bill

Cc: Conway, Mike; Davidson, Dana; Quintero, Frank; Espinosa, Kim; Schechter, Jeanne
Subject: FW: Madera Distribution Center

From the website.

Dawn

Dawn Walker

Executive Secretary

City of Merced

678 West 18th Street
Merced, CA 95340
Phone: (209) 385-6834
Fax: (209) 385-1780

From: Joe Henrigues [mailto:joehenriques@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Tuesday, March 31, 2009 7:46 AM

To: city, council

Subject: Madera Distribution Center

Watch out Madera has a nice distribution center that just became available for Wal-Mart.

Joe Henriques

3/31/2009



Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager
City of Merced Planning Division
678 West 18th Street

Merced, CA 95340

.__\\-_-‘

Re: Wal-Mart diStribution center trucks and idling.

How many diesel and construction vehicles and
equipment will be running at the Wal-Mart
‘construction site at any time? According to California
law, trucks can't idle for more than 5 minutes at a
time, which means that trucks will be moving around
very quickly and with a lot of frequency,

This will make the noise at the site deafening during
and after construction. I would like to see figures in
the final EIR regarding how many idling trucks there
will be at the site in a 24 hour time period. -

Sincerely,
L A e 7
UZE Hudvingea -
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April 20, 2009

ECEIVE

APR 27 2009

Kim Espinosa

Project Director

Merced City Planning Department
678 W. 18™ Street

Merced, CA 95340

GITY OF MERCED
PLANMING DEPT.

Dear Ms. Espinosa,

After reading Air Quality mitigation measure 4.2-2b, one of your suggestions
is implementing parking fees for employees who commute alone in their cars.
I like the idea behind requiring commuters to pay a fee to park, but that’s a
difficult burden for Wal-Mart’s employees to bear.

Second, what’s not to prevent single occupancy commuters to park outside
the distribution center in our nearby neighborhoods? Who will police this
activity? Merced parking enforcement? Will Wal-Mart fund this?

Finally, where will these parking fees go? Will it be used to for air quality
eiforts or for policing single occupancy commuters?

Tha; ou
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Espinosa, Kim | | 1 1 OA

From: Walker, Dawn on behalf of city, council
Sent:  Tuesday, March 10, 2009 8:21 AM

To: city, council; Bill Spriggs (E-mail); Carlisle, John; Conway, Mike; Cortez, Joseph: Dawn
Walker (E-mail); Ellie Wooten (E-mail 2): Ellie Wooten {E-mail}; Gabriauit, Michele; Jim
Sanders (E-mail); Joe Cortez (E-mail); John Bramble; John Carlisle (E-mail}; Lor, Noah;
Lor, Noah; Michele Gabriault-Acosta (E-mail 2); Michele Gabriault-Acosta {E-mail);
Sanders, Jim; Spriggs, Bill

Cc: Davidson, Dana; Conway, Mike; Quintero, Frank; Espinosa, Kim; Schechter, Jeanne
Subject: FW: WalMart EIR

From the website
Dawn

Dawn Walker

Executive Secretary

City of Merced

678 West 18th Street
Merced, CA 95340
Phone: {209} 385-6834
Fax: (209) 385-1780

From: David Hetland [mailto:dhetiand2003@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, March 09, 2009 8:43 PM

To: city, council

Subject: WalMart EIR

The EIR for the Wal-Mart Distribution Center project is daunting, to say the least. Please
consider extending the review period to more than 60 days.

Sincerely,
David Hetland

3359 Shamrock Place
Merced, CA 95340

3/10/2009
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e
Kim Espinoza, Planning Manager h: @ E- n V E
City of Merced Planning Department - L %
678 West 18" Street AFR 27 0
Merced, CA 95340
CITY OF MERCED
PLANNING DEPT.

Ms. Espinoza:

The Wal-Mart distribution Center idea is bad. Teachers and parents are
concerned because we know that South Merced will become less safe and
- more poliuted. The project is not worth the sales tax revenue.

The City Council needs to do some due diligence before it approves this
project. The Council needs to do more to prevent the trucks and pollution from
spilling into the neighborhood, and then it needs to seek a deal with Wal-Mart
so that Wal-Mart will pay impact fees. At a minimum, this will take the bite out
of the damage to this neighborhood.

MO LetianD
3359 SUAMRocK RACE
MEECEp, Ca 95340

Go ¢ Lad

Apna 23, 2009
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Espinosa, Kim

From: Barbara Hill [barbaraahill@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Wednesday, March 04, 2009 12:44 AM
To: Espinosa, Kim

Subject: Mixed feelings about Walmart but......

Dear Ms Espinosa,

I am writing this email to express my concern about the inaccessability of the Walmart EIR
to Spanish and Hmong speakers who could be potentially affected by the distribution
center. The favorable bias towards the project by the city government is obvious but as
long as the city is following the letter and intent of the law all we can do is voice our
opinion. I myself have mixed feelings about the project generally I am opposed to Walmart
because of its discriminatory policies which serve to cppress people of color and
women.They only recently settled a lawsuit (one of many) while admitting no wrong doing.
How can they be doing no wrong when these lawsuits consistently come up? Also, the
warehouse is in a bad location. Why can it not be moved to another part of the county
where children and families will not suffer from the direct effect of pollution, 1f it
must be in Merced.Once again people of color are being disproportionately affected.
However,

I work with people who experience hunger and feel it is very easy for me be against jobs
when I have food on my table. It is hard to believe that this is the only business that
can be attracted to Merced. This brings me back to my original point: when you deny
citizens the right to understand a public process you are in essence oppressing them,

This is also relevant to English speakers. To make a document that is incoherent and too
technical also serves to shut folks out of the democratic procesg. The city might be well
served to study and emulate President Obama's document on ethics in government made
public his first week in cffice. At its center is transparency. I want to thank you for
your service to the city and I hope you will understand that I am fulfilling my obligation
as a citizen who is interested in justice and fairness above all and in making sure that
long term decisions are made for the common good that are based on accurate
understandable data. I hope that Walmart realizes that if they come to town the presgsure
to make sure they are being equitable will not subside especially if are found to be
discriminatory in their hiring and promotion practices.
Again, thank you for your service to the city.

Sincerely,

Barbara Hill
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March 29, 2009

Ms. Kim Espinosa

Project Director

Merced Planning Division
678 W. 18 Street
Merced, CA 95340

CITY OF MERCED
PLANNING DEPT.

Ms. Espinosa,
I am concerned about cancer rates which will result from the Wal-Mart
distribution center. It appears to me that you are using false data in the draft

environmental impact study.

First, you admit that you are using the incorrect Particular Matter in you toxic air
contaminant measure.

Second, you fail to use PM , 5 in your TAC assessments, which means your cancer
rates are unreliable.

Please update your data before you make your recommendation.

Thanks.

O{/U’l%hm it
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April 9, 2009
Ms. Kim Espinosa ' ii:ﬂ E (@ :‘: D \i S =
Planning Department of Merced D
678 West 18% Street “—ﬁ 5% 037 2009
Merced, CA 95340 '
CIT/ OF MERCED
PLANNING DEPT.

Dear Ms. Espinosa,

Regarding the proposal to construct a Wal-Mart distribution center, | am fairly
concerned on the damage which could occur to the possible archaeological items
(specifically those important to Native-Americans) that may be found on the site
if the construction were not to take place. There are many Native-American

- tribes in Northern California whose history has had to be pieced together due to
the lack of historical documentation. Artifacts sometimes provide such history
and many artifacts have been found in the Merced region already.

To allow for the construction, and implicit destruction of artifacts, to occur on the
site is a shame and dishonor to the various Native American tribes in the region.
The City must not allow the project to be approved thus harming an area which
could contain such artifacts '

(z%wp/!/

Print Name
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Kim Espinosa !HU: = @ S U \i [5 Ay
Planning Manager ‘ P J
City of Merced Planning Division H S
678 West 18th Street
Merced, CA 95340 CITY OF MERCED

PLANBING DEPT.

Dear Ms. Espinosa,

What will happen at this facility when county-wide emissions exceed federal standards?
Can it be closed during spare the air days; or on days when we can’t light a fire in our fire
place?

Could a mitigation for the project include mandatory shutdown during those periods?

Print Name

& £ St 5,

Address .
Trcek (8, 75282

Phone
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From: Walker, Dawn on behalf of city, council
Sent:  Thursday, April 02, 2009 1:10 PM

To: city, council; Bill Spriggs (E-mail}; Carlisle, John; Conway, Mike; Cortez, Joseph; Dawn
Walker (E-mail); Ellie Wooten (E-mail 2); Ellie Wooten (E-mail); Gabriault, Michele; Jim
Sanders (E-mail); Joe Cortez (E-mail}; John Bramble; John Carlisle (E-mail); Lor, Noah;
Lor, Noah; Michele Gabriault-Acosta (E-mail 2); Michele Gabriault-Acosta (E-mail);
Sanders, Jim; Spriggs, Bill

Cc: Davidson, Dana; Conway, Mike; Quintero, Frank; Schechter, Jeanne; Espinosa, Kim
Subject: FW: Wal-Mart

From the website.

Dawn

Dawn Walker

Executive Secretary

City of Merced

678 West 18th Street
Merced, CA 95340
Phone: (209) 385-6834
Fax: (209) 385-1780

From: Dan Hultgren [mailto:dhultgren@gonellarealty.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 02, 2009 12:13 PM

To: city, council

Subject: Wal-Mart

| cannot see where the debate is. We need jobs in this county so bad. We are at least 18%
unemployment. As leaders of our community how could you turn down this opportunity. -
Sincerely

Dan Hultgren

4/3/2009
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3/22/09
ECEIVE

APR 27 2009

Kim Espinosa

Project Director

Merced Planning Division
678 West 18" St.
Merced, CA 95340

CITY OF MERCED
PLANNING DEPT.

RE: Merced’s proposed distribution center
Dear Ms. Espinosa:

Air quality is obviously a huge concern for those of us throughout Merced. |
appreciate you considering the McLane Pacific Grocery. | heard that Wal-Mart

owns McLane. Is this true?

If it is, shouldn’t you also include them as a part of your Wal-Mart study? Combine
all your figures? That would be a good way to get an accurate picture.

y suggestions.

Hope)you consider

Print Name

240 0. [ S+t.

Address

Mé’,(ceo(,, CA_953%0
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From: judy jones [911jj@sbcglobal.net]
Sent:  Tuesday, April 14, 2009 9:41 AM
To: Espincsa, Kim

Subject: Wal Mart Distribution Center

To whom it may concern,

I am writing in regard to the Wal Mart Distribution Center coming to Merced. The cight
hundred jobs this business will supposedly create is more than likely an over statement on the
part of Wal Mart. In most cases, businesses will bring along trained employees from other stores
to open the new location.

1 realize the Merced area is in desperate need of any and all jobs we can get. The fact remains
that nine hundred (not ninety!), but nine hundred trucks per day will assault our area highways in
order to maintain the operation of this business. The trucks on Highway 99 are already at a
disturbing high and traffic is an existing problem.

The health issues alone should be enough to halt the progress of this business coming to the
area. The excessive traffic congestion is also an issue that should not be overlooked.

There are certainly other ways to bring quality jobs to the Merced area that do not have these
negative issues attached. Health issues for all surely out weigh jobs for a few.

Respectfully,
Judy A. Jones

320 W. Alexander Ave.
Merced, Ca. 95348

4/14/2009
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From: Walker, Dawn on behalf of city, council
Sent: Monday, March 08, 2009 9:40 AM

To: city, council; Bill Spriggs (E-mail); Carlisle, John; Conway, Mike; Cortez, Joseph; Dawn
Walker (E-mail}; Ellie Wooten (E-mail 2); Ellie Wooten (E-mail); Gabriault, Michele; Jim
Sanders (E-mail); Joe Cortez (E-mail); John Bramble; John Carlisle (E-mail); Lor, Noah;
Lor, Noah; Michele Gabriault-Acosta (E-mail 2); Michele Gabriault-Acosta (E-mail);
Sanders, Jim; Spriggs, Bill

Cc: Davidsen, Dana; Quintero, Frank; Conway, Mike; Schechter, Jeanne; Espinosa, Kim
Subject: FW: Wallmart

From the website.

Dawn

Dawn Walker

Executive Secretary

City of Merced

678 West 18th Street
Merced, CA 95340
Phone: (209) 385-6834
Fax: (209) 385-1780

From: Charlie Judd [mailto:charlietunal0@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, March 09, 2009 4:49 AM

To: city, council

Subject: Wallmart

We urge a yes vote for the plans for Walmart to come here. With our unemployment rate at
19%, and stores closing left and right, we can use the stimulus and jobs for our community.

Thank you.

Mr. and Mrs. Judd

3/9/2009
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April 26,-20,09 e
KlmEsplnosa ' (O N TR T
City of Merced - Planmng Department SRS o ﬁﬁNﬂfN“gEgggf

678 W. 18%
Merced, CA 95340

Re: Proposed Mereed Wal Mart Dlstnbutlon Center DEIR

Thzs Draﬂ Env1ronmental Impact Report for the proposed Wal—Mart Dlstrlbutlon Center ;
in Merced contains weaknesses in identification, quantification, and mitigation of
impacts; which should be corrected in order to provide a more accurate representatlon of
the effects this prOJ ject would have on our commumty '

The DEIR has leﬂ too many “mgmﬁcant and unavoldable impacts, mcludmg huge .
greenhotise gas emissions:which gannot be accepted. If the project proponents cannot add
ways.to truly reduce these 1mpacts in the final EIR then the pl'O_] ject must be reJected

My comments will focus.on the;folrlowihgafees:n: :

T, Loss.of prime farmland with access to local surfaee mgatlon

IL. Irreplaceable loss.of habitat . : A % i 2

[T:Degradation of air quality, Wlth severe, nnpacts on health and effo,rts to reverse
climate change-inducing greenhouse gases ... e

IV. Degradation of the local community, urban decay, and dismcentlve for
higher quality ventures to locate in Merced

I. The:loss of prime farmland is a-significant and unavoidable impact of the project, and
yet this impact must be avoided. Obviously the project .cannot truly mitigate. this impact. =
Development decisions of the last few decades have had,a devastating effect on available
farmland, especially land with access to local surface irrigation, Recent. drought and the:. .
uncertainty of future water supplies caused by climate change and our rapidly increasing -
population have caused thousands of acres.of farmland in California: to-be abandoned or ..
left unplanted indefinitely. The decision- by the, City of Merced to annex-and.zone this . -
piece of excellent farmland as an industrial area was a mistake to begin with. Now that
such land is becoming a vanishing;: irreplaceable resource, the wisest course is:to avoid -
this loss by rejecting the project and returning the land to agricultural use. -



The DEIR does not even attempt to offer any sort of mitigation for this mlpaet. At
the very least the EIR should include an attempt to offset this farmland loss by
requiring the permanent preservatlon of existing prime farmland with access to
surface irrigation water, in a ratio of 4:1 (preserved to lost). ' g

H. Similar to farmland loss, the loss of foraging habitat for sensitive species is a
significant and unavoidable impact thatmust be avoided.' Species become threatened =~
when their habitat is lost, and the collective actions of piecemeal development over tlme
have: resulted m every rema:tmng ple(:e of habltat bemg crmcal SERT TN I

Mﬂ‘lgatlon measure:- 4 32 proposes to. protect % acre of Swamson S Hawk foragmg “land 35
for every 1 acre lost, according to outdatéd and obviously inadequate DFG guidelines:
The land available for protection according to the guidelines, in a 1 to 5 mile radius from
the project; is probably already within thethawks’ foragmg area’and so the result'is. still a'
loss of habitat with ofily a small amount of the remaining habitat-protected from. futu;re :
developmenit. It'is ‘easy to see-how with piecemeal development and “mitigation™; the: -
City can let itself believe that it is doing something to protect habitat with each new
development while it is actually inexorably decreasing the size of the remaining habitat

until there is not enough left to sustain the supposedly protected wildlifé populations. . ..

In order to make a good:faith effort to truly mitigate the loss of foraging habitat for
the Swainson’s Hawk, the EIR should include a mitigation measure that requires:
protéction of ALL of the remaining’ foragmg habltat wnthm 5 mlles of the nearest
active nest. : ERAR L O ST I i .

II0. Air Quality

The proposed distribution center w1ll generate 31gmﬁcant amounts of air pollutlon in
The EIR should state that all of the ioeal air pollutlon lmpaets will be elnmnated by
local mitigation mieasures and not offset fees that reduce polhition elsewhere. One - :

such ‘mitigation’ measuré should be to-require and enforce that all trucks coming in::

- and'out of the project will have: the highest level of pollution: controls available. If it

is detérmined that all emissions can’t be mltlgated locally then offsets should be ----- e

made at a 2 1 ratm (emlssmns oﬂ'set to emlssmns generated) ‘ SRR R

assumptxons a.nd mconmstent a:nd mcomplete data Ples e TEG B meatnuna e ek g



All computations are based on the Merced Distribution Center serving 49 stores that are
currently being served by two other distribution centers. Since these 49 stores are already .
being served without the Merced project, and taking into account the size of the proposed
Merced project, it is obvious that the Merced Distribution Center (DC) is being designed.,
to serve many more planned stores.

The air pollution computations in the EIR must take into account the emissions of
trucks from the Merced DCserving the planned and foreseeable new Wal-Mart
' stores, in addition to the currentstores. .- . o

Table 4.2-7, “Summary of Modeled Project-Generated, Operation-Related Emissions of -
Criteria Air Pollutants and Precursors”, shows that the EIR is offsetting the project
emissions with the reduction in emissions from the DC’s that are currently. serving the 49.
stores referenced above:-This is a flawed assumption in that the Merced DC will not be . .
the same distance from either the ports or sources of the transported materials or the .. ... -
storés which the DC: will supply. It is highly likely that the Merced DC will be farther. .
from the supplies of goods than the Porterville and Red Bluff DC’s. More precise -
estimates can and should be made, using actual truck trips that will be generated by
the project; upon which to base mitigation-measures.:- - ... . oo '

The effect of offsetting emissions from jinbound receivable truck trips from existing DC’s
against the trips by the proposed project is to come up with zero new emissions from
inbound receivable truck trips needing mitigation by the Merced project. This is based on
the assumption that Merced’s DC will serve only the same stores as the existing DC’s, .
and that these stores are the same average distance from the Merced DC as they are from
the existing DC’s. As noted in the paragraphs above, this is a faulty assumption and.it-
greatly distorts the amount of emissions needing reduction — in favor.of the project . -
developers. o SR

ISR rules may allow new sources of pollution to offset old ones for the purposes of
certain computations, but in this case the new sources can’t be assumed to be the same as
the existing. In addition, the emissions from the DC’s in Portervilie and Red Bluff are not
necessarily all in the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin and so should not be used to offset
emissions in the Valley. ' '

Even more importantly, the emissions from the new project in Merced will be impacting
the local community far more than the emissions from the DC’s in Porterville and Red
Bluff, The EIR must mitigate all emissions that actually impact Merced and the
Valley, and not use a loophole to falsely claim that one entire source will create no
emissions.



IV. Urban decay is explIcltly d1smlssed as an-area to be addressed in the EIR and yet the
docurhent. acknowledges that urban decay 18 an appropnate 1mpact for EIR conSIderatlon; =
under CEQA. B R TRt TP el

According to the EIR noise disturbance to the surroundmg nelghborhoods a:nd schools
will be significant &nd-cdnnot be suﬁimenﬂy mitigated. Traffic. problems: will be chronie: -
and severe. These plus the “presence of a-huge, diesel-fume-filled; -asphalt-landscaped: ::
distribution center will inevitably and obviously reduce the: values-of the homeés and make_: .
it impossible to have the kind of comfort and pnde in one s nelghborhood to mduce
people who have better optlons to l1ve there R A S

The lmpact upon the economic prospects of the commumty could be even more severe:
‘This ptiject at the southern gateway to Merced reflects a community’s desperation for. ..
jobs at any price and as such is an enticement to dirty, undesirable industries to locate -
here whilée'at the same time d:scouragmg cleaner ventures that could have a more posmve-
mpactonthecommumty i i O S P P

s.:?-:-"é TEIEY AaEEL T

The EIR must examine, commumcate, and attempt to mmgate the pro]ects’ v
mevntable lmpact upon urban decay

Lisa Kayser-Grant © =~ 0 Coaoocescah
1425 W.N. Bear Creek Drive : ' .5 oo o0owmp o e
Merced, CA 95348
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ECEIVET

Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager
City of Merced Planning Division
678 West 18th Street

Merced, CA 95340

CITY OF MERCED
PLANNING DEPT

RE: Wal-Mart Distribution Center DEIR
Dear Kim Espinosa,

I would like more detail about the numbers of heavy equipment at the Wal-
Mart construction. The EIR declines to provide specifics that are not
acceptable to ignore.

There should be specific figures on how many excavators, graders, scrapers,
loaders, backhoes, haul trucks, and cranes will be used. Those are gas
burning vehicles which need to be accounted for in the air quality and
environmental impacts. If we don’t know this then we cannot know the real
effect of pollution and noise construction will create. Please provide specific
figures.

Regards

béﬁ kk&%&wﬂhJGt

WprL Ch 95340
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Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager : AP
City of Merced Planning Department R27 209
678 West 18™ Street
CITY OF MERCED
Merced, CA 95340 fﬁxp"%
Ms. Espinosa:

I’'m writing today in regard to the £IR on the Wal-Mart distribution center project. Specifically, 'm concerned
that the city’s study badly fails to properly address cumulative and growth inducing impacts of this project
because the premise of what area will be affected is far too narrow.

The cumulative impacts section says on page 6-1 that it | based “on an examination of existing urban
development in southeast Merced”. Unfortunately, that misses the point that many of use concerned have
been making about the project — this will affect an area far wider than just southeast Merced. If you need
proof of this, just look at the project title for the word “regional”. This project is going to add a very large,
very cumbersome industrial project to the Central Valley and will be the hub of operations for the largest
company in the world from Sacramento to the Bay Area and as far south as the Bakersfield area. 200 big rigs
will be going in and out of the region 365 days a year, adding to our air quality woes, emitting green house
gases, and making the entire valley a more industrial, less-agricultural region. You cannot honestly conduct a
review of the cumulative effects of this project without looking well beyond the Merced city limits to view
this project in context of the entire region.

This review should be refiective of a larger scope. If you think Merced can get away with pretending the
impacts will only affect this small corner of the city then you are ignoring how far-reaching the downsides of
this project will be.

Please re-draft this section to include a “regicnal” focus on the impacts.

Sincerely,

-C’\WA(Q, Kﬂ,vw\m
"W o27 st

Arlciress
igdrosg

MemA CA A5340
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Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager

City of Merced Planning Division E. @ E V E
678 West 18th Street
APR 27 2009

Merced, CA 95340

CITY OF MERCED
PLANNING DEPT.

Planning Manager Espinosa,

I have deep concerns about the use of construction equipment for the proposed Wal-Mart Distribution Center.
Many studies have illustrated the fact that construction equipment is one of the leading sources of diesel pollutlon
in California,

Please include the following study in the EIR record, Digging-Up Trouble — The Health Risks of Construction
Pollution in California, 2006 by the Union of Concerned Scientists. In short their study quantifies the effects of
construction pollution on California’s public health and economy, both across the state and in the five most
affected regions.

Did you know that Merced is one of the cities cited as being a “high-risk area.” The final environmental report must
implement the safety steps residents can take in protecting themselves against harmful construction equipment
highlighted on page 32 of the study.

Please review the study, add into the record and address in the final EIR.

Thank you,

?ﬁ%)ﬁ) (g,ufuf
301 et 1/ ot

Moccen Cl G536
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Pollution from diesel construction equipment
is taking a toll on the health and economic
well-being of California residents. This equipment
contributes to particulate and ozone pollution
that can cause severe cardiovascular and respira-
tory illnesses, asthma attacks, acute bronchits,
and even premature death.

This study analyzes air pollution caused by
construction equipment and—for the first time—
quantifies its effect on California’s public health
and economy, both across the state and in the five
most-affected regions. In addition, we evaluate
the risk of exposure to construction activity in
specific cities in each of these five regions. Lagging
emission standards and very old equipment have
made construction equipment one of the largest
sources of toxic diesel particulate matter pollution
in the state, necessitating an accelerated cleanup
program to protect the health of all Californians.

Using established U.S. Environmental Protec-
tion Agency (EPA) and California Air Resources
Board (CARB}) methods to quantify the impact of
air pollution, the Union of Concerned Scientists
(UCS) estimates that construction equipment
emissions statewide are responsible for:

* more than 1,100 premature deaths per year

* more than 1,000 hospital admissions for
cardiovascular and respiratory illness

* 2,500 cases of acute bronchitis

* tens of thousands of asthma attacks and
other lower respiratory symproms

Digging Up Trouble | 1

This pollution is hurting the state’s economy
as well. Construction equipment is critical to the
building industry (a sector of the economy worth
$60 billion per year)' and instrumental in main-
taining and building our roads and highways (on
which California spent eight billion dollars last
year). But the pollution from this equipment
results in more than nine billion dollars in annual
public health costs, including hundreds of thou-
sands of lost work days and school absences.

Construction equipment is used extensively
throughout the entire state. More than 270,000
acres of land in California were under construc-
tion permit during 2005—an area the size of
Los Angeles.? In addition, more than 10,000
miles of state roadway were under contract for
construction, repairs, or maintenance.?

The impact of construction pollution on
public health is greatest where equipment and
people mix, and 90 percent of the health and
economic damage occurs in California’s five most
populous air basins. The South Coast air basin
(which encompasses most of Los Angeles, Orange,
Riverside, and San Bernardino counties) ranks
first with more than 700 premature deaths and
more than 650 hospitalizations for respiratory
and cardiovascular illness annually. The San
Francisco Bay Area and San Diego follow, with
more than 150 and 89 premature deaths, respec-
tively, every year. The San Joaquin Valley and
Sacramento Valley (the two largest air basins in

1 As reporeed o the California Deparument of Finance by the California Construction Industry Research Board.

Available at bezp:/fwune. dof-ea govlHTMLIFS_DATASLatestEconData/FS_Construction.htm.

2 Total acres based an State Water Resources Control Board data (SWRCB 2005). The city of Los Angeles covers 300,160 acres.
3 Mileage based on ongoing contract data available fiom the California Department of Transportation {CALTRANS 2005).
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TABLE 1 Health Damage from Construction Pollution (by Air Basin)

Premature Deaths

NOTE: Values represent the mean annual incidence estimate for 2005,

California’s Central Valley) round out the top
five with 49 and 39 annual premature deaths,
respectively.
Construction activity varies from city to
city and, therefore, so does potential exposure to
harmful diesel exhaust. Areas with high population
density and construction activity are an obvious
concern because construction equipment emis-
sions are more likely to be occurring in close
proximity to people. Nevertheless, the most
“densely populated cities are not the only areas
with high potential for construction risk; evalu-
ation of active construction projects finds areas
outside major population centers also face risks
since large-scale construction projects accom-
pany regional population growth.

Total Incidences

50,408

While incentive programs have begun to
clean up some of this equipment, only statewide
regulations can achieve the reductions in con-
struction equipment pollution needed to truly
protect public health. Cost-effective technology
solutions that would help meet this regulatory
goal already exist, and more will become available
over the next few years. CARB should adopt a
regulatory regime that will clean up existing

“construction equipment by retiring the oldest,

most-polluting equipment and using retrofit
technology where appropriate.
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DiEseL POLLUTION FROM CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT

ighway truck and bus engine manufacturers

have had to meet increasingly stringent
emission regulations since the late 1980s. Con-
struction and other off-road equipment, however,
did not face new particulate martter (PM) emis-
sion standards until 1996, with some engines
unregulated as late as 2003.% In 2004, the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) finally
forced construction equipment to meet similar
standards to highway trucks and buses, requiring
90 percent reductions in nicrogen oxides (NOx)
and PM for most engine sizes. These standards
will phase in over a seven-year period starting
in 2008, reaching full implementation in 2014
(EPA 2004). |

Although these standards will significanty

reduce pollurants from new engines, the full
benefits will not be realized until sometime after
2030, when the long-lasting equipment currently
in use today is finally retired. There are technolo-
gy options available to clean up these existing
machines, but neither the EPA nor the state of
California currently requires them. As a result, if
no additional requirements are put in place, the
construction sector will continue emitting high
levels of toxic and smog-forming pollution for
the next two to three decades.

THE WORST OFFENDERS

The Union of Concerned Scientists (UCS) took a
closer look at pollution from California’s con-
struction equipment to find out which types of

equipment emit the most toxic diesel PM (or
“soot”) and smog-forming NOx. Most people
think of trucks and buses when they think of
diesel pollution, but as it turns out, the equip-
ment repairing the road near your home or
operating at a construction site near your office
may be many times more polluting. Diesel
construction equipment ranges from backhoes
and bulldozers to paving equipment and cranes;
we have identified the worst offenders.

Our of 18 categories of construction equip-
ment identified in the 2005 California Air Re-
sources Board (CARB) emission inventory, the
five highest-polluting categories are responsible
for 65 percent of PM and 60 percent of NOx
emissions. In descending order, they are excava-
tors, tractors/loaders/backhoes, crawler tractors
(commonly called bulldozers), rubber-tired
loaders, and skid-steer loaders (CARB 2006c).

We compared PM and NOx emissions from
these types of equipment with the number of
miles a new heavy-duty tractor-trailer truck (or
“big rig”) would have to travel to emit the same
amount of pollution. The emissions of a model
year 2007 big rig were estimated based on a truck
traveling 55 miles per hour and operating on re-
cently available ultra-low-sulfur diesel fuel. Hourly
construction equipment emissions were calculated
from equipment population estimates and
CARB’s 2005 emission inventory.

4 Tier 1 EPA nenroad engine standards did not include PM limits for engines of 50 to 175 horsepower,
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TABLE 2 Emissions by Type of Construction Equipment

Excavators

Crawler Tractors

o,
(Tracked Bulidozers) 13%

Skid-Steer Loaders

Rough-Terrain Forklifts

Off-Highway Tractors

Trenchers

Pavers

Other Constructicn Equipment

Surfacing Equipment

NOTE: Useful life is defined as the age at which half of the equipment of a given model year has been retired,
SOURCE: Based cn 2005 CARB construction emission inventory {updated as of September 2008).

FIGURE 1 Construction Equipment Emissions
Compared with a New "Big Rig"

Excavators EZ

Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes

Crawler Tractors

Rubber-Tired Loaders

Ox

Skid-Steer Loaders

T T T T T
o] 250 500 750 1000 1250 1500

Miles of “big rig" highway driving equivalent to one hour of equipment operation



Excavators

There are an estimated 19,000 excavators in
California, ranging in size from about 50 to 750
horsepower. The annual PM pollution from ex-
cavators accounts for 17 percent of all PM from
construction equipment. On average, an excava-
tor operating for one hour emits as mach PM as
a new big rig traveling 1,100 miles, while NOx
emissions are equivalent to driving a big rig about
200 miles, The useful life of this equipment is
17 years.’

Tractors/loaders/backhoes

These versatile pieces of equipment are com-
monly used on construction sites and road repair
projects. More than 30,000 backhoes are operated
in California every year, emitting 16 percent of
all PM from construction equipment. The PM
produced by the average backhoe in one hour is
equivalent to driving a big rig nearly 1,000 miles,
while the NOx emissions are equivalent to driv-
ing more than 100 miles. The useful life of this
equipment is 18 years.

Crawler tractors (bulldozers)

These tracked vehicles are used primarily

for earthmoving operations. More than 16,000
bulldozers operate in California and emit 13
percent of all PM from construction equipment.
The average bulldozer operating for one hour
emits the same amount of PM as a new big rig
driving 1,400 miles. The NOx emissions from
an hour of operation are equivalent to driving
a big rig 200 miles. The useful life of a crawler
tractor is an impressive 29 years.

Digging Up Trouble | 5

5 Usetul life is defined as the age at which half of the equipment of a cerrain model year has been retired. The useful life, equipment populations, emissions, and
other equipment specifics deseribed in this section are based on CARB’s updated off-road emission inventory model as of September 2006 {CARB 2006c}.
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Rubber-tired loaders

These heavy-duty vehicles, commonly used to
load trucks, represent the fourth largest source
of diesel emissions from construction equipment;
the estimated 19,000 rubber-tired loaders in
California account for 12 percent of all construc-
tion pollution. The average loader operating for
one hour emits PM equivalent to driving a new
big rig 1,100 miles and NOx emissions equivalent
to driving 200 miles. The useful life of rubber-
tired loaders is 21 years.

Skid-steer loaders

More than 29,000 of these relatively small pieces
of equipment operate in California on all types
of construction projects, and account for seven
percent of all PM from construction equipment.
Even though the average skid-steer loader delivers
less than 50 horsepower (a fraction of that provid-
ed by a big rig), its PM emissions from one hour
of operation are equivalent to driving a new big
rig 500 miles. The useful life of a skid-steer
loader is 13 years.

6 A new big righ engine can range anywhere from 300 to 600 horsepower.
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HEearra aAND EconoMIc DAMAGE FROM

CoNsTRUCTION EQUIPMENT

missions from construction equipment and

other diesel vehicles are harmful to our health
and well-being. The damage comes in the form
of premature death, increased hospital admissions
for respiratory and cardiovascular diseases, asthma
atracks, and lost productivity through school
absences and missed work days. Following estab-
lished statistical methods, UCS has quantified the
cost of diesel emissions from construction equip-
ment in California.

The impact of several pollutants that comprise
diesel exhaust must be taken into account:

¢ Particulate matter {PM). Also known as soot,
these small particles (25 times smaller than the
width of a human hair) are released directly
from the tailpipe or formed indirectly from
erissions of NOx and sulfur oxides (SOx).
PM can penetrate deeply into the lungs, caus-
ing or aggravating a variety of respiratory and
cardiovascular illnesses and even leading in
some cases to premature death (Pope 2002,
Krewski 2000, Samet 2000).

* Smog-forming pollutants. NOx and hydro-
carbons react in the presence of sunlight to
form ozone (smog), which can damage the
respiratory tract, reduce lung function, exacer-
bate asthma, aggravate chronic lung diseases,

and also cause premature death (White 1994,

Koren 1993, Thurston 2001, Bell 2005). As
much as 10 to 20 percent of all summertime
hospital visits and admissions for respiratory
illness are associated with ozone, and more

than 90 percent of Californians live in areas

that do not comply with federal ozone stan-
dards (Thurston 1992, 1994).

* Air toxics. The state of California has
classified diesel exhaust and more than
40 compounds in diesel exhaust as toxic air
contaminants.” Exposure to these chemicals
can cause cancer, damage to fetuses, and other
serious health and reproductive problems.
CARB has estimated that diesel exhaust is
responsible for 70 percent of the state’s risk
of cancer from airborne toxics (CARB 1998).

ESTIMATING HEALTH EFFECTS

OF CONSTRUCTION POLLUTION

This analysis uses methods established by CARB
and the EPA to quantify health and economic
damage from diesel pollution. In March 2006, CARB
released a study derailing the regional health and
economic damage caused by California’s goods
movement system (CARB 2006a). A number

of adverse health effects, or endpoints, strongly
linked to diesel pollution were quantified along
with an estimate of the economic costs asso-
ciated with these endpoints.

7 According to the California Health and Safery Code, a roxic sir contaminant is “an air pollutant which may cause or contribute to ar increase in mortality or

in serious illness, or which may pose a present or potential hazard to human health.”
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Using emission data specific to diesel construc-
tion equipment in California, we used the same
methodology to quantify the damage from con-
struction equipment pollution. Because our abil-
ity to quantify the public health impact of diesel
pollution is limited, the health endpoints quan-
tified in this analysis do not represent all of the
potential damage associated with diesel pollution
and are therefore conservative estimates.

Economic damage associated with con-
struction equipment pollution is estimated by
assigning each health endpoint an economic
value. Economic valuations for each health
endpoint are based on the cost of treating an
illness, lost productivity or wages, or the value
society is willing to pay to lower the risk of
certain outcomes.

For further discussion of the methodology
used to estimate the health and economic impact
of construction pollution, please refer to the
appendix.

Our analysis found that the economic and
health damage caused by construction equipment
pollution in California is staggering. More than
1,000 premature deaths per year can be attributed
to these emissions, along with more than 1,000
hospitalizations for cardiovascular and respiratory
illness, and more than 30,000 asthma attacks and
other respiratory symptoms. Hundreds of thou-
sands of lost work days and school absences equate
to more than $60 million in annual economic
losses. In addition, Californians collectively
experience millions of days each year when air
pollution restrices their activities. Overall, con-
struction equipment pollution costs the state
more than nine billion dollars every year.



Digging Up Trouble } 9

TABLE 3 Health and Economic Damage from Construction Polfution (Statewide)

Premature Deaths

($7.9 milliorvincidence)

Cardiovascular Hospitalizations
($41,000/incidence)

Acute Bronchitis
{$422/incidence)

Minor Restricted Activity Days
{$60/incidence}

Total Cost

PM and ozone

PM only

PM only

PM and ozcne

1,132
(328-1930)

2,494
(-608-5,408}

1,544,952
(958,809-2,150,641)

8,944,256
(2.588,161-15,249,672)

17,082
{10,795-26,491)

1,053
(-257-2,282)

92,697
{50,329-120,038)

9,140,430
{2,711,532-15,524,840)

DEFINITIONS:

Premature deaths: Premature deaths dus to exposure to PM and ozone, including cardiopuimonary and lung cancer mortality.

Respiratory hospitalizations: Hospital adimissions for respiratory illnesses (such as emphysema or chronic bronchitis) as a result of exposure to both PM and ozone,
Cardiovascular hospitalizations: Hospital admissions for cardiovascular ilnesses (such as heart attacks or hypaertension) as a resui of exposure 1o PM.,

Lower respiratory symptoms: Asthma attacks and other sympterns such as wheezing, coughing, and shortness of breath.

Acute bronchitis: Symptoms can include coughing, chest discemfort, and slight faver and can tast several days.

Lost work days: Days of work missed due to symptoms resulting from exposure to PM or 10 take care of an individual with such symptoms.

Minar restricted activity days: Days in which high czone and PM levels require less strenucus activities but do not result in a lost work day or school absence.
School absences: Days of school missed due to symptoms resulting from exposure to ozone.

NOTE: Mean estimatas are shown in bold; ranges shown in parenthases represent the 85 percent confidence interval {l.e., there is a 95 percent chance that the actual
value falls betwaen the two values shown).
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Chapter 3

CoNSTRUCTION PoLLUTION IMPACT BY REGION

he majority of the damage caused by con-

struction equipment pollution occurs in
areas where large numbers of people are exposed.
Five of California’s 15 air basins, home to more
than 85 percent of the state’s population, suffer
more than 90 percent of the total health and
economic damage from construction pollution.
In each of these five air basins, which are the
focus of this chapter, concerns exist in both
urban and suburban areas.

Air basins are largely defined by physical
features, such as mountain ranges, and meteoro-
logical conditions, such as air flow patterns, that
restrict the movement of air pollution to another
air basin. Air quality in a given air basin is influ-
enced by the emission sources within it, and to a
lesser degree by pollution entering from another
air basin. Transport of air pollution from neigh-
boring air basins is an ongoing area of research

and, for the purposes of this analysis, construction

equipment emissions are assumed to remain in
the air basin in which they were generated.

WHERE PEOPLE AND CONSTRUCTION MIX
UCS also evaluated the likelihood of exposure

to construction activity in specific cities within
the five most-affected air basins. While construc-
tion equipment contributes to overall PM and
ozone concentrations in cach air basin, people
who live or work near construction equipment
may be at a higher risk of exposure to these dan-
gerous pollutants.® Using 2000 census data and

2005 construction permit data from the Cali-
fornia State Water Resources Control Board
(SWRCRB), we have identified those cities that
have a higher risk of exposure to construction
activity. The results show that areas where con-
struction activity and people mix are spread
throughout each region, in both urban and
suburban cities and towns.

The SWRCB requires permits for construction
projects that disturb more than one acre of land
through clearing, grading, or excavation, We
used permits from the SWRCB database for our
analysis because such land disturbance generally
involves the use of diesel earthmoving construe-
tion equipment. By excluding local building per-
mits, we attempted to eliminate small projects
such as single-family home construction and
remodeling work that may not require the use
of diesel equipment. The permits selected for
this analysis were either active or issued between
January 1, 2005, and December 31, 2005
(SWRCB 2005).

We then created maps using geographic
information system (GIS) software to display
“Construction Risk Zones” related to construc-
tion activity in each of the five studied air basins.
Construction Risk Zones represent the risk of
exposure to construction pollution in a given city,
based on its mixture of construction activity and
population density. To determine the relative risk
potential for each city, we multiplied the total
acreage under construction permit during 2005

8 Northeast States for Coordinated Air Use Management showed increased concentrations of diesel PM near construction sites (NESCAUM 2003), Other
studies have shown an elevated risk of cancer near diesel pollution sources; these studies include a healch risk assessment ar a California rail yard (CARB 2005).



by population density from the 2000 census.
A city’s risk potential is presented in relation to
other cities within the air basin, ranging from
a relatively high risk to a relatively low risk.

The resulting Construction Risk Zones are
based on the best information available, but it is
important to note that this is not a measure of
actual exposure to emissions and is only one
measure of the likelihood that people and con-
struction equipment will be in proximity to one
another. Actual exposure levels depend on the
amount of emissions produced by specific equip-
ment, the types of equipment on a construction
site and the length of time they operate, wind pat-
terns and atmospheric conditions, and proximity
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to the emission source. These details are not
available from the SWRCB permit database.

Also, because we have measured construction
activity in terms of acreage, a multi-story project
and a single-story project are treated equally. In
addition, the construction permit data used to
evaluate Construction Risk Zones does not
include California Department of Transportation
{Caltrans) highway projects—a major source of
construction activity in the state.’ In spite of these
limitations, our Construction Risk Zone evaluation
captures a majority of the largest construction
sites in the state.

Please see the appendix for further discussion
of the SWRCB permit data.

¢ For perspective, Caltrans contracts were worth eight billion dotlars in 2005 (CALTRANS 2005) while building and construction contracts were valued ac

$65 billion according to the California Department of Finance (CDF 2003).
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SOUTH COAST TABLE 4 South Coast Construction
Pollution Damage

Comprising most of Los Angeles, San Bernardino,

Riverside, and Orange counties, this air basin
experiences the greatest degree of health and

economic damage in the state from construction Premature Deaths

equipment emissions. For 2005, this includes

estimates Of: Cardiovascular Hospitalizations

* more than 700 premature deaths

* 650 hospitalizations for respiratory and Acute Bronchitls
cardiovascular disease

* more than 1,700 cases of acute bronchitis Minor Restricted Activity Days

* nearly 21,000 incidences of asthma artack and
other lower respiratory symptoms

* 300,000 days of lost work and school absences

¢ close to one million days of restricted activity
This loss of life and productivity cost South

Coast residents an estimated $5.9 billion.

e R

Total Annual Cost 5,806,804

Within the air basin, 127 cities and towns TABLE 5 Top 10 Percent of South
Coast Construction Risk Zones

had active construction permits during 2005

accounting for more than 70,000 acres of land
under construction. Areas designated as high-risk Long Beach Las Angeles
are spread throughout the region, with cities in
all four counties falling in the top 10 percent of Senta Olarita Los Angeles

Construction Risk Zones. San Bernardino and

. . . .. San Clemente Qrange
- Riverside counties each have four such cities
while Los Angeles has three and Orange two. Murrieta Riverside
The presence of less population-dense cities such :
as Murrieta and Temecula in this group reflects Temecula Riverside

the fact that large developments of 50 acres or ! oA
Fontana San Bernardino

more are common in these cities.

San Bemardino San Bernarding
NOTE: Gitles are listed in alphabetical order by county.
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SAN FRANCISCO BAY AREA

This air basin comprises nine counties and is

second only to the South Coast air basin in health

and economic damage from construction equip-

ment emissions. For 2005, this includes esti-

mates of:

* more than 150 premature deaths

* 100 hospitalizations for respiratory and
cardiovascular discase

* more than 280 cases of acute bronchitis

* 3,000 incidences of asthma attack and other
lower respiratory symptoms

* 44,000 days of lost work and schoal absences

* well over 100,000 days of restricted activity
This loss of life and productivity cost Bay

Area residents an estimated $1.2 billion.

Within the air basin, 80 cities and towns had
active construction permits during 2005 account-
ing for more than 17,500 acres of land under con-
struction. As in the South Coast, areas designated
as high-risk are spread throughout the region. San
Francisco and San Jose, both densely populated
cities, fall in the top 10 percent of Construction
Risk Zones along with less population-dense
cities in Contra Costa, Alameda, and Solano
counties (where large amounts of acreage are
under construction).

It should be noted that the replacement of the
Bay Bridge’s eastern span, a multi-year, multi-
billion-dollar project involving large amounts of
construction equipment, is not captured in this
evaluation.

TABLE 6 San Francisce Bay Area
Construction Pollution Damage

1,215,948

Cardiovascular
Hospitalizaticns

Acufe Bronchitis

Minor Restricted Activity Days 168,459

|

Total Annual Cost 1,236,890

TABLE 7 Top 10 Percent of San Francisco
Bay Area Construction Risk Zones

Alameda

Brentwood Contra Costa

San Ramen Contra Costa

San Jose Santa Clara

NOTE: Cities are listed In alphabetical order by county.
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FIGURE 3 Construction Pollution Risk in the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin
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SAN DIEGO

This air basin ranks third behind the South Coast

and San Francisco Bay Area for damage from con-

struction equipment pollution. For 2005, this

includes estimates of:

* nearly 90 premature deaths

* more than 80 hospitalizations for respiratory
and cardiovascular disease

* more than 170 cases of acute bronchitis

*  more than 2,000 incidences of asthma atrack
and other lower respiratory symptoms

* 38,500 days of lost work and school absences

* more than 100,000 days of restricted activity
This loss of life and productivity cost San

Diego residents an estimated $718 million.

Within the air basin, 25 cities and towns had
active construction permits during 2005 account-
ing for more than 22,500 acres of land under con-
struction, San Diego is by far the most populated
and largest city in the air basin falling in the top
10 percent of Construction Risk Zones; others
include Chula Vista and Oceanside, which both
have a population density similar to San Diego
and more than 1,000 acres under construction
permit in 2005.

TABLE 8 San Diego Construction
Pollution Damage

Premature Deaths

Cardiovascular
Hospitatizations

Acute Bronchitis

s AT A

Total Annual Gost

Minor Restricted Activity Days

33 1,357

717,890

TABLE 9 Top 10 Percent of San Diego
Construction Risk Zones

Chula Vista

San Diego

NOTE: Cities are listed in alphabstical arder by county.
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SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY

This air basin, comprising the southern counties

of California’s Central Valley, ranks fourth for

health and economic damage from construction

equipment pollution. For 2005, this includes

estimates of:

* nearly 50 premature deaths

* 70 hospitalizations for respiratory and
cardiovascular disease

* more than 100 cases of acute bronchitis

* more than 1,200 incidences of asthma attack
and other lower respiratory symptoms

* 39,000 days of lost work and school absences

* nearly 100,000 days of restricted activity
This loss of life and productivity cost

San Joaquin Valley residents an estimated

$401 million.

Within the air basin, 66 cities and towns had
active construction permits during 2005 account-
ing for more than 32,500 acres of land under
construction. The seven cities comprising the
air basin’s top 10 percent of Construction Risk
Zones are spread throughout the valley (in six
different counties) and correspond to the most
populated areas.

TABLE 10 San Joaquin Valley Construction
Pollution Damage

Premature Deaths

Cardiovascular
Hospitalizations

Acute Bronchitis

2 Rt

Minor Restricted Activity Days 99,585

Total Annual Cost

401,094

TABLE 11 Top 10 Percent of San Joaquin
Valley Construction Risk Zones

Bakersfield

Stockton

San Joaquin

Tulare

NOTE: Cities are listed in alphabetical order by county.
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FIGURE 5 Construction Pollution Risk in the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin
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SACRAMENTO VALLEY

This air basin, comprising the northern coun-

ties of California’s Central Valley, ranks fifth for

health and economic damage from construction

equipment pollution. For 2003, this includes

estimates of:

* nearly 40 premature deaths

* more than 40 hospitalizations for respiratory
and cardiovascular disease

* more than 65 cases of acute bronchitis

* 790 incidences of asthma attack and other
lower respiratory symptoms

* 22,000 days of lost work and school absences

* more than 50,000 days of restricted activity
This loss of life and productivity cost Sacra-

mento Valley residents an estimated $314 million.

Within the air basin, 52 cities and towns had
active construction permits during 2005 account-
ing for more than 29,000 acres of land under con-
struction. The cities falling in the top 10 percent
of Construction Risk Zones include the city of
Sacramento and its suburbs Elk Grove, Roseville,
and Woodland, along with Yuba City in Sutter
- County.

TABLE 13 Top 10 Percent of Sacramento

Valley Construction Risk Zones

Roseville

Sacramentc

NOTE: Cities are listed in alphabetical order by county.

TABLE 12 Sacramento Valley Construction

Pollution Damage

Cardiovascular
Hospitalizations

Acute Bronchitis

Minor Restricted Activity Days

313,571
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FIGU_RE 6 Construction Pollution Risk in the Sacramento Valley Air Basin
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CONCLUSIONS

Construction equipment is operating in cities
and towns throughout California, releasing
harmful NOx and PM emissions into the air and
raising the risk of exposure to these pollutants for
residents who live and work near construction
sites. The likelihood of people living or working
close to construction sites is highest in densely
populated urban areas, but the suburbs are not

free of risk from construction equipment pollu-
tion. Many projects in these areas, including new
commercial and residential developments, require
extensive use of construction equipment for land
clearing and grading operations. Road construc-
tion and maintenance projects occurring through-
out the state add additional risk.

Construction equipment pollution is therefore

a health concern for all Californians.



Chapter 4
BuLping A CLEANER FUTURE

ecause of its long working life, high replace-

ment cost, and lagging emission standards,
diesel construction equipment will continue to
pollute for decades. That means Californians will
suffer from increased hospital admissions for res-
piratory and cardiovascular disease, asthma artacks,
acute bronchitis, and even premature death—
unless the state takes action to dramatically
reduce construction equipment pollution.

WHAT CAN CALIFORNIA DO?

Under the federal Clean Air Act, California has

the unique authority to regulate construction

equipment. The state should use this authority
to establish stringent new regulations that would
complement its recent efforts to clean up pollu-
tion from other on-road and off-road sources of
diesel pollution.” An effective regulatory regime
for diesel construction equipment would:

* reduce diesel PM 75 percent below 2000 levels
by 2010 and 85 percent below 2000 levels by
2020—which would reduce estimated annual
premature deaths from construction equip-
ment pollution by 790 (70 percent) compared
with 2005

* phase out or retire the oldest, most polluting
equipment -

* install the best available retrofit technology
on newer equipment
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* require the strongest emission controls near
sensitive locations such as schools, nursing
homes, hospitals, and day care centers

Incentive programs have also proven effective
in cleaning up construction equipment (UCS
2004}. These programs should continue to fund
equipment cleanup with the goal of achieving
emission reductions above and beyond what
regulations require.

There are a number of cost-effective ways
to reduce emissions from construction and other
off-road diesel equipment, allowing for flexibility
in meeting reduction targets:"

* Refuel. Switching to alternative diesel fuels
can achieve modest reductions in pollutants.
These fuels can also facilitate the use of ad-
vanced retrofit technologies, resulting in
even less pollution.

* Repower. The body or chassis of some
equipment can last many decades, beyond
the life of the original engine. Installing a
new low-emission engine in an older chassis
can allow the machine to run cleanly for
many more years. California’s Carl Moyer
incentive program is currently funding
some repower projects for construction
equipment.’?

* Replace. Replacing old equipment with a
new lower-emission model ahead of schedule
can result in substantial pollution reductions.

10 CARB has passed numerous regulations under ics Diesel Risk Reduction Plan thar set stricr emission reducrion targets for specific fypes of diesel vehicles and

equipment (CARB 20054, 2005b, 2005¢, 2004b, 2003a, 2083b, 2003c, 2000).

11 Previous UCS analysis found that diesel cleanup through California’s Carl Moyer incentive program achieves benefits valued ar 14 times the cost of cleanup

(UCS 2004).

12 Repower projects funded by the Carl Moyer incentive program must meer stringent cost-effectiveness thresholds (CARB 2000a, 2004a).
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* Retrofit. Existing engines that can be expected
to run for many more years can be retrofitted
with emission control technologies that reduce
PM more than 90 percent.”?

* Reduce idling. Idling equipment not only
pollutes, but also wastes fuel. Limiting idle
time, on the other hand, saves money by reduc-
ing fuel use and wear-and-tear on the engine.

Efforts around the country and around the
world are proving that the technology exists to
lower construction equipment emissions. In
Switzerland, for example, an aggressive regula-
tion to curtail diesel PM emissions from con-
struction sites has resulted in thousands of retro-
fits (Mayer 2004, 2005). In 2003, New York
City passed an ordinance requiring that diesel
equipment on all city-funded construction sites
use ultra-low-sulfur fuel and be retroficted with
the best available control technology (Bradley
2000). Boston’s “Big Dig” incorporated more
than 200 retrofit devices on construction equip-
ment, and Connecticut’s Harbor Crossing
Corridor is following suit.

In California, some air districts are funding
repowers and retrofits through the Carl Moyer
incentive program and, for large projects, requir-
ing the use of cleaner construction equipment.*
These and other groundbreaking efforts (MECA
20006) have proven the success of cleanup technol-
ogy for construction equipment, but statewide
action is necessary to achieve the greatest reduc-
tions and maximum health benefits.

WHAT CAN YOU DO?

By taking the following actions, individuals can
help protect themselves from harmful diesel
emissions and make sure that the appropriate

decision makers know that Californians want diesel-

powered construction equipment cleaned up:

* File a visible smoke complaint with your air
district (contact information can be found
at http:/fwuno.arb.ca.govicapeoalroster. btm) or
CARB (call 800-952-5588 or email vruiz@
arb.ca.gov) when you see plumes of diesel
soot coming from construction equipment.
Request that an inspector be sent to the site
and investigate the emission source.

* Report illegal idling (commercial trucks that
haul dirt or service construction sites cannot
idle for more than five minutes) to CARB
(visit bezp:/hwww.arb.ca.govienflcomplaints/
complaints.hem or call 800-END-SMOG) or
your local air district (contact information can
be found at bep:/lwww.arb.ca.gov/capcoalroster.
htm). Citations for illegal idling can also be
issued by local law enforcement.

* Tell your state legislative representatives
{contact information can be found at A#p://
www. leginfo.ca.govlyourleg. html) and CARB
(arbboard@arb.ca.gov) that cleaner construc-
tion equipment is important to you. '

* Close your windows while diesel-powered
equipment is operating near your home
or office.

* Raise your concern about emissions from
proposed construction in your neighborhood
during the public review period, and demand
that the project’s environmental impact review
assesses these emissions and includes a strategy
for controlling them.

* Urge your city council to protect residents

.from construction pollution by enacting

a clean-construction ordinance—especially
around sensitive sites such as schools and
day care centers.

13 CARB has verified retrofit technologies for use on off-road equipment. See baprlwiwrnarb.ca gavidicseliverdevtverifiedrechnologiesicoe. him.

14 The Sacramento Metropelitan Air Quality Managerment District (bap:fhoww airguality.orglceqalindes.shoml) and San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control
District (contact: Andrew Mutziger) require construction equipment pellution mitigacion for some projects under the California Environmental Quality Act.
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EsTIMATING THE HEALTH DAMAGE AND ECONOMIC
Costs oF CONSTRUCTION POLLUTION

Our polluted air has provided researchers a
real-world laboratory for studying the im-
pact of air pollution on people’s health. Numer-
ous epidemiological studies tracking thousands of
individuals have linked PM exposure to prema-
ture death as well as cardiovascular and respiratory
illnesses. Similar studies have been carried out for
exposure to ozone pollution. These studies provide
the basis for estimating the health benefits of
reducing air pollution and are used in this study
to estimate the impact of construction pollution.

The health effects quantified in this report are
based on peer-reviewed epidemiological studies
used by both the EPA and CARB to evaluate the
benefits of reducing air pollution. These studies
establish a statistically significant relationship be-
tween exposure to PM and ozone and increased
incidences of specific health endpoints, which
can then be quantified through a concentration-
response function. The uncertainty in these esti-
mates is quantified by presenting results as both
a mean estimate of the number of incidences and
a range of estimates representing the 95 percent
confidence interval.¥®

Our analysis links health and economic dam-
age to construction equipment pollution by using
California-specific air quality monitoring data,
county baseline health incidence rates, population
estimates, and a diesel construction equipment
emission inventory. PM concentrations for
specific air basins were measured by CARB when
identifying diesel PM as a toxic air contaminant

(CARB 1998). And CARB recently evaluated

15 For a list of the epidemioiogical studies used, see CARB 20062 and EPA 2004,

concentration-response functions for specific
health endpoints using diesel PM concentration
estimates along with population data, baseline
health incidence rates, and an inventory of diesel
emission sources related to the movement of
goods (CARB 2006a). As part of these efforts,
air basin-specific factors were estimated (in tons
of diesel pollution per incidence) for each health
endpoint. UCS used these factors along with
CARB’s air basin-specific inventory of diesel
PM, NOx, and reactive organic gases (ROG)

to estimate the health effects of PM and ozone
from construction equipment (CARB 2006d).

Each health endpoint covered in this report is
assigned a dollar value to estimate the economic
impact of diesel pollution. The EPA uses economic
valuations of health endpoints to perform cost-
benefit analyses of air pollutdon reduction measures,
and our analysis reflects changes made to the
EPA’s hospitalization endpoints and lost work
days to better reflect California-specific wage
and health care data (CARB 2006a).

Premature death is the most serious health
endpoint related to diesel pollution and has the
greatest economic impact. Estimates of premature
death resulting from exposure to fine PM are based
on long-term exposure for people 30 or older, and
include all causes of death (Pope 2002). Individu-
als with existing respiratory and cardiovascular
disease and the elderly are most vulnerable, and
life expectancies are shortened by months or even
years (Pope 2000). Economic valuation of prema-
ture death is based on a review of studies carried
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out by the EPA and on society’s “willingness-
to-pay” to lower the risk of premarure death

(EPA 1999).

CONSTRUCTION PERMIT DATA

The California State Water Resources Control
Board (SWRCB) construction permit database
was chosen as the primary source for representing
construction activity in California. Residential and
commercial building permit data were excluded
from the study due to overlapping information
with the SWRCB database and the inclusion of
projects that may not involve the use of diesel
construction equipment.

SWRCB construction permits, which we used
to calculate Construction Risk Zones, are required
under the federal Clean Water Act for projects
that disturb more than one acre of land. Accord-
ing to the SWRCB Fact Sheet for Water Quality
Order 99-08-DWQ: '

Construction activity subject to this General
Permit includes clearing, grading, disturbances to
the ground such as stockpiling, or excavation that
results in soil disturbances of at least one acre of
total land avea. Construction activity that results
in soil disturbances of less than one acre is subject
to this General Permit if the construction activity
is part of a larger common plan of development
that encompasses one or more acres of sotl distur-
bance or if theve is significant water quality
impairment resulting from the activity.

Construction projects that disturb more than
one acre of land generally involve the use of diesel
earthmoving construction equipment. These per-
mits, while not directly representing construction
equipment activity, provide the best available in-
dication of where large earthmoving equipment
is being used.

Limitations of permit data. There are, however,
some limitations to estimating construction
activity from SWRCB permits.

Projects under permit may go through many
different phases of construction before comple-
tion, not all of which require the use of diesel-
powered construction equipment or sustained
levels of construction equipment activity. There-
fore, there is no guarantee that construction
equipment was operated on site during a specific
period of time, but permitees must pay an annual
fee to the SWRCB to keep permits active. This
monetary requirement should minimize the num-
ber of permitees holding active permits but not
performing construction activity.

Additionally, there are some construction
projects that will not appear in the SWRCB
database. Projects in which storm runoff is cap-
tured in a combined sewer/storm water system do
not require permits because the water treatment
plant thar receives the runoff is the permitted
entity. Some projects in San Francisco and Sacra-
mento, where a combined sewer system exists,
may be excluded from the database as a result,
but the majority of California cities do not
have combined sewer/storm water systems.

Furthermore, some projects listed in the
SWRCB database have incomplete location
information. These details can include street
address with or without number, street intersec-
tions with or without compass directions, pier
number, and tract number. Mapping project
location by city rather than zip code or street
address allowed us to capture 90 percent of
the acres under permit.

Because the size of a project is represented by
the number of acres disturbed during construction,
the amount of construction equipment activity
may not have a linear relationship to the size



of the project. In general, large-acreage projects
will likely have greater construction equipment
activity than small-acreage projects. However,
urban construction sites that are relatively small
in area may have heavy construction equipment
activity due to multi-story construction. For in-
stance, a two-acre high-rise construction site in
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downtown Los Angeles may have a much higher
sustained level of construction equipment activity
than a two-acre single-family home construction
site in the suburbs. The available data did not
allow us to distinguish between single-story and
multi-story construction.
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The Health Risks of
Construction Pollution
in“Califo -

Diesel engines may conjure up images of big rigs or transit buses, but construction equipment is
a leading source of diesel pollution in California. Air pollution caused by construction equipment
can result in severe cardiovascular and respiratory illnesses, asthma attacks, acute bronchitis,

and even premature death.

This study quantifies the effect of construction poflution on California’s public health and
economy, both across the state and in the five most-affected regions. The risk of exposure to
construction activity is evaluated for cities in each of these regions.

Construction equipment will continue to be a significant source of pollution over the next two
to three decades unless California acts now. By adopting the cost-effective technology solutions
that already exist (and those that will become available over the next few years), the state can
reduce this public health threat and help all Californians breathe easier.
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Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager - E @ E H V E ]

City of Merced Planning Division _ APR 97 2009
878 West 18th Street

CITY OF MERCED
Merced, CA 95340 PLANNING DEPT,

Dear Ms. Espinosa,

The Wal-Mart Distribution Center could legitimately increase the likelihood of biackouts in Merced.
Merced has experienced blackouts during some of the hottest days of the year. Both displacement
and death have been unfortunate resuits.

The environmental study should require more specific details on how Wal-Mart will takes measures

ensure it does not increase our electrical capacity and put residents in danger.
) 7 .
Moreover, the applicant should go one step further and commission a study to help reduce its

consumption on our city grids. In January of 2009, Coca-Cola released a statement saying they had
reduced their consumption of electricity in California by 5.6 million kilowatt-hours per year through
changing their lighting source. (Article can be found at:
http://news.moneycentral.msn.com/ticker/article.aspx?symbol=US:OESX&feed=BW&date=2009010
9&id=9502842).

This should be a public safety priority for the City of Merced.

Thank you;™ ) 7[ / ,D
29| west 1Y <t
Mot v C R 5T



For Immediate Release

Coca-Cola Enterprises reduces electricity consumption by 5.6
million kilowatt-hours a year in California facilities

Smart energy management practices drastically reduce greenhouse gas emissions,
earns local bottler environmental award

Downey, CA — January 9, 2009 - As part of its global commitment to corporate responsibility
and sustainability, Coca-Cola Enterprises (CCE) is nearly complete with a major lighting retrofit
project to reduce energy consumption in its California facilities. The project will decrease
CCE’s energy consumption for lighting by 5.6 million kilowatt-hours (kWh) a year, with the
potential to decrease 113 million kilowatt-hours over the 20-year life of the new system. This is
enough electricity to power 537 homes annually. The project has earned CCE the Orion Energy
Systems Environmental Stewardship Award, which was presented today by Orion’s executive
vice president Michael Potts to Coca-Cola Enterprises’ executives during a ceremony at its
Downey, Calif., production facility.

Public officials who attended the event and addressed the audience include the Mayor of the City
of Downey, California, Dn. Mario Guerra, 27™ District, California State Senator Alan Lowenthal
(D-Long Beach), California Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger’s Deputy District Director
Araceli Gonzalez and U.S. Senator Dianne Feinstein’s Field Representative Elizabeth Delgado.
Also in attendance were Downey Third District Councilman Roger Brossmer and 5™ District
Councilman Luis Marquez.

Campbell Hawkins, manager of energy efficiency for Southern California Edison, the utility that
provides power to many of Coca-Cola Enterprises’ California facilities, applauded CCE for its
commitment to energy efficiency. Hawkins also cited the importance of working together with
companies like Coca-Cola Enterprises and Orion Energy Systems to reduce pressure on
California’s strained electrical gnd.

The project entailed replacing more than 4,000 high-intensity discharge (HID) and fluorescent
lights with Orion’s Compact Modular™, high-intensity fluorescent (HIF) system at 24 Coca-Cola
Enterprises facilities throughout California. CCE also has installed solar power generating
panels on the roof of its Los Angeles facility, has committed to make all sales and marketing
equipment on average 20 percent more energy efficient by 2010, and has 10 hybrid electric
trucks delivering product to customers throughout Los Angeles. In all, CCE has 142 hybrid
electric delivery trucks, giving it the largest fleet of heavy-duty hybrid delivery trucks in North
America.

Coca-Cola Enterprises has established five strategic focus areas, three of which — energy
conservation/climate change, water stewardship, and sustainable packaging/recycling — are



related to the environment. CCE remains focused on conserving water in its operations and is in
the process of installing water-efficient technology such as container rinsers that use ionized air
rather than water, silicon-based dry lubricants on its production lines and water reclamation
upgrades. Additionally, the company has worked to increase recycling rates nationwide through
the work of Coca-Cola Recycling.

“At Coca-Cola Enterprises, corporate responsibility and sustainability is where the world touches
our business and where our business touches the world,” said Terry Fitch, general manager and
vice president of Coca-Cola Enterprises’ West Business Unit. “We’re doing everything we can
to help reduce our carbon footprint in California and across the country, because we believe that
responsible and sustainable business practices like this will not only help us manage through
these complex times but will also ensure the long-term growth of our company, sustainable
development in our communities, and protection of the environment.”

As a result of the 5.6 million kWh annual reduction generated from the lighting retrofit,
Coca-Cola Enterprises will help to divert 3,715 tons of carbon dioxide (CO3) from entering the
atmosphere each year, according to the Environmental Protection Agency. Also, Coca-Cola
Enterprises will reduce the amount of sulfur dioxide (SO;) released by 15 tons per year, and the
amount of nitrogen oxides (NOx) by 5 tons per year. The power use reduction is the air-
scrubbing equivalent of planting a 1,038-acre forest or the energy equivalent of saving 466,962
gallons of gasoline each year.

The environmental benefits and energy cost savings of the Coca-Cola Enterprises project are
possible because Orion fixtures are engineered based on the dual principles of optimizing input
energy and maximizing lighting output. Orion’s patented high-intensity fluorescent lighting
platform uses about 50 percent less energy and provides 50 percent more light than traditional
high-intensity discharge lights, which have been the industry norm since approximately 1960.
Orion systems turn on instantly, provide a more natural type of light, and operate at a relatively
cool 110 degrees. '

“Coca-Cola Enterprises is fast becoming one of the leaders in responsible and sustainable
business practices,” said Michael Potts, executive vice president of Orion. “The State of
California benefits from the environmental attributes of Coca-Cola Enterprises’ efforts, including
taking significant power off the electrical grid which tends to lessen the upward pressure that
exists on power prices and the need for new power plants.”

“Lighting accounts for 55 percent of the encrgy we use in our sales and distribution centers and
ten percent in our production facilities. Therefore, reducing our lighting energy use by half
makes good economic sense for us because it creates operational efficiencies while protecting
the environment,” added Fitch.

“This is an historic moment,” said California State Senator Alan Lowenthal. “What we are
experiencing here today is a major paradigm shift. Corporate citizens such as Coca-Cola
Enterprises and Orion Energy Systems are saying the solution to pollution is prevention. The
solution to pollution is sustainability. The solution to pollution is reducing our carbon footprint.



Great corporate citizens like Coca-Cola Enterprises — that is how the United States will lead the
world, so I am just really pleased to be here.”

Orion’s energy efficient technology platform includes its Compact Modular™ high-intensity
fluorescent lighting system, the InteLite™ wireless control system and the direct renewable
Apollo™ solar light pipe, all of which are installed as an integrated system in the Downey facility
warehouse. The integrated system was recently internationally recognized with the prestigious
Platts Global Energy award for the single most innovative and sustainable technology of 2008.
The system can reduce energy consumption for lighting in a commercial/indusirial facility for up
to ten hours a day during daylight hours when the electric grid is operating at or near peak

capacity.

Orion has deployed its energy management systems in 4,068 facilities across North America
including 108 of the Fortune 500. Since 2001, Orion technology has displaced more than 386
megawatts, saving customers more than $455 million and reducing indirect carbon dioxide
emissions by 4 million tons.

About Orion Energy Systems, Ine,

Orion Energy Systems Inc. (Nasdaq: OESX) is a leading power technology enterprise that
designs, manufactures and implements energy management systems, consisting primarily of
high-performance, energy-efficient lighting systems, controls and related services for
commercial and industrial customers without compromising their quantity or quality of light. For
more information, visit Wwww.oriones.com.

About Coca-Cola Enterprises

Coca-Cola Enterprises is the world’s largest marketer, distributor, and producer of bottle and can
liquid nonalcoholic refreshment. CCE sells approximately 80 percent of The Coca-Cola
Company’s bottle and can volume in North America and is the sole licensed bottler for products
of The Coca-Cola Company in Belgium, continental France, Great Britain, Luxembourg,
Monaco, and the Netherlands. For more information, please visit www.cokecce.com.

Media Contact
Linda Diedrich
Corporate Communications
Orion Energy Systems, Inc.
(920) 482-1988

lid@oes1.com

Bob Phillips

Public Affairs and Communications
Coca-Cola Enterprises

(213) 744-8653
bophillips@cokecce.com

Laura Brightwell
Public Affairs and Communications



Coca-Cola Enterprises
(770) 989-3023
lbrightwell@cokecce.com




Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager

City of Merced Planning Division E @ E [l V E

678 West 18th Street

Merced, CA 95340 APR 27 2009

CITY OF MERCED
PLANNING DEPT.

Dear Ms. Espinosa,

The DEIR should have required a specific landscaping plan from the Wal-Mart. A better
understanding of the water consumption issues needs to be looked into.

I understand that the City has requirements regarding the implementation of water efficient
landscaping, but the large size of the project requires further study at the steps they will take to

The City should require the applicant to plant more mature trees, evergreen and deciduous trees,
along the perimeter of the distribution center as a visual safeguard.

A

Sincerely, _U g‘/l ) A) k@u

ESTIW 4
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Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager =ECE [V IE

City of Merced Planning Division

APR 27 2009

678 West 18th Street

GITY OF MERCED
PLANNING DEPT.

Merced, CA 95340
Dear Ms. Espinosa,

| am writing to request that the City of Merced require the proposed Wal-Mart
Distribution Center to be LEED Platinum Certified as a condition to its final approval.

I encourage you to make sure that this brings out the best in Merced.

Best Regards,

\J’Zﬂk W b

220 best 2V M
Mop cdy CA 45340
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APR 27 2009

Kim Espinoza, Planning Manager
City of Merced Planning Department
678 West 18t Street

Merced, CA 95340

CiITY oF MERCED
PLANNING DEPT

Ms. Espinoza:

I have a real problem with Section 6 of the Environmental Impact Report for the Wal-Mart
distribution center.

The EIR only looks at impacts in the southeastern part of Merced. That is a problem because
this project impacts the entire region. The City of Merced has the obligation to look at the entire
picture and assess the cumulative impacts on the region, not just the southeastern portion.

As aresident, I demand you follow look at this project for what it is called, a regional
distribution center. After a few years of review of this project, I expected to see an EIR that got

the job done explaining specifics about the project. This did not happen, and Merced residents
may have to bear the impacts because the City was not thorough enough.

oﬁ’f Q C&v 7(
27 sl 2 H’“JV
ercen | Quzlo
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Kim Espinoza, Planning Manager APR 27 2009
City of Merced Planning Department

678 West 18t Street " G OF MERGED
Merced, CA 95340 PLANNING DEPT.

Ms. Espinoza:

After reading through the EIR for the Wal-Mart Distribution Center, | am appalled
by many questions the document did not address. Below please find a few
important issues not addressed properly in the EIR: '

- Why would you knowingly offer up a project that violates the goals of
California’s AB 32 guidelines to curb global warming? You are inviting a costly
lawsuit that the City is likely to lose.

- Why does the cumulative impact analysis look only at the South Merced area?
This distribution center is being built to accommodate major new retail growth
in central California. The trucks that run in and out of this distribution center will
impacts multiple roads and highways and generate traffic, pollution and
dangerous roadway throughout the region.

On what reasonable basis can you assume that “the proposed project can be
viewed as a means to improve the service of existing retail outlets”? (6-35)

. This section author realizes that to be truthful about the purpose of this store is
to open a can of worms about cumulative impacts in multiple jurisdictions that
will have a say in this project. ‘

O%]Q L@M‘// -
2L ot 7/2““" %4
/}//‘:@\PC/QD )<] OL5%L( O




ECEIVE
Kim Espinosa, Plaaning Manager

City of Merced Planning Division APR 27 2008
678 West 18th Street
Merced, CA 95340

':2
®

CITY OF MERCED
PLANNING DEPT,

Dear Ms. Espinosa,

As a teacher in Merced schools, I've very concerned that the Wal-Mart
distribution center is a poorly chosen site because of the danger the massive
truck traffic will pose to our students.

To minimize the dangers, Wal-Mart should be barred from usging the ramps at Childs
and Highway 99 and from cutting through local streets to get to Highway 140.
There will still be significant dangers, but these are at least reasonable steps
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Kim Espinosa APR 27 2009

Project Manager
Merced Planning Division

Cl
678 West 18th St, AN ERCED
Merced, CA 95340 -

Ms. Espinosa,

[ think the environmental impact report makes a very egregious claim in its “Alternative to the Proposed
Project” section. Under section 5.4.12 Transportation/Traffic, you assume that any other proposal for the
location will be the same size as Wal-Marts. You claim that no alternative would change the conclusions of
the traffic section.

Do you ever consider that some other company might have an even smaller design than Wal-Mart? Why do
you assume another company would have the same proposal as Wal-Mart? Besides, in Section 5.4.14
Attainment of Project Objectives you go on to claim “However, as shown below, a different project with an
essentially identical use, could meet all identified objectives identified by both the applicant and the City.” -
It's so obvious that this report is biased that you conclude the only project that is possible for this site is this
distribution center. There are alternatives that will change your narrow minded conclusions.

As a concerned teacher in Merced, | think you failed to live up to the reduirements of CEQA under this
report. Go back to the drawing board.

Tha

yo
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Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager
City of Merced Planning Division
678 Wegt 18th Street

Merced, CA 95340

Dear Ms. Espinosa,

The DEIR should provide a detailed plan regarding public transportation
alternatives, specifically regarding public trails leading to the
distribution center. Wal-Mart should be required to pay for trails to be
linked directly to the distribution center to encourage employees from
driving to the center on a -daily basis. The EIR is deficient in loocking
at transportation alternatives for employees and should be addressed in
the EIR’s final report.

Sincerely,

32/ wesl 277 e
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Espinosa, Kim 1 22

From: Espinosa, Kim

Sent: Wednesday, March 11, 2009 5:36 PM

To: Aaron Rios (E-mail);, Bingaman, Jamie; Bramble, John; Colby Tanner (E-mail); Ed Hess (E-
mail); Gary Jakobs (E-mail); Jim Emerson (E-mail); Joseph Loethen (E-mail); Judy
Davidoff, Keith Morris (E-mail); Mark Spenser (E-mail); Marko Miikotin (E-mail); Miriam
‘Montesinos (E-mail); Quintero, Frank; Randy Chafin (E-mail); Thomas E. Dalferes (Ted) (E-
mail}

Subject: FW: We need walmart!

. From: JDKIM37@aol.com [mailto:JDKIM37@aol.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2009 7:16 PM
To: Espinosa, Kim
Subject: We need walmart!

Kim,

Who needs a report we've lost budweiser distributor, rago, linens and things, Mervyns, circuit
city, Albertsons and numerous businesses downtown just take a drive down main St. | think there's
more places empty than open, we need jobs, we need Walmart, these people who oppose them
coming to town are just plain crazy. ! live in the area close to the Walmart warehouse so if anyone
wants to come by my house to ask if | oppose Walmart | would be glad to answer there question!
Please let Walmart come to Merced to help our people.

Thanks Jason Kimbro
215 Torino CT
Merced, Ca 95341
idkim37 @aol.com

A Good Credit Score is 700 or Above. See yours in just 2 easy steps!

3/12/2009
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Espinosa, Kim

From: Rita [messageZrita@earthlink.net]
Sent: Sunday, March 28, 2009 7:50 PM
To: Espinosa, Kim

Subject: Wal-Mart Distribution Center

Ms. Espinosa,

My husband and I oppose the building of a Wal-Mart Distribution Center at Gerard Avenue
and Tower Road. We live off Gerard Avenue on Capella Drive. We were happy to move to
Merced, where my husband has been employed for over ten years, from the Bay Area because
the housing prices were lower. We were attracted to our current home because it appeared
to be located in a relatively undeveloped area with good potential. The building of the
Wal-Mart Distribution Center would mean the loss of that potential as we ended up living
in an area of increased traffic (especially truck traffie¢), pollution, and noise as if the
homeowners of this part of Merced were written off by city leaders. Please don't
disappcint us by putting unattractive, disruptive, and undesirable industry where it
doesn't belong. Merced has other areas where the Distribution Center could easily be
placed with little or no disruption and less controversy. Choosing one of those areas
would mean that the homeowners of southeast Merced were valued by city leadexs as wmuch as
those in parts of the city that are so-called fashionable.

Rita and Thomas Kindle
2674 Capella Drive
Merced, CA 95341




March 17, 2009

Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager
City of Merced Pianning Division
678 West 18th Street

Merced, CA 95340

24

ECEIVIE

APR 27 2009

CITY OF MEACED
PLANNING DEPT,

It seems to me the city has an attitude that we should just let Wal-mart do
what they want. Are we so desperate for jobs that we need to build a

MASSIVE industrial complex in a neighborhood? There are three schools in
the area. Are we going to limit the noisy, dirty, 18-wheel trucks to when the

kids aren't in school?

Why can't we find a site for this that isn't near schools and homes? Surely
there is a site somewhere in this county that is closer to the freeway and

better suited to the community than this one,

Thank you for your time.

Sighature

r) iana Knamﬁ

)3 w LSt
Merced CA 75340

Address

Zod  385-64 76

Phone




March 31, 2009

Kim Esponosa
Merced Planning Department . -~
678 West 18™ Street RPRO 27 200
Merced, CA 95340
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CITY OF MERCED
PLANNING DEPT.

Ms. Espinosa,

After taking a giance at the Air Quality section of the distribution center’s draft report, I'd like
you to address the impact of the hot summers we have here in the Valley. | think about
those hot days and how on some days, the air just doesn’t seem to move. With no breeze,
the pollution in the air just sits there, seeming to hang around the city. | hope you will study
the air during these summer days and flnd out of how much more air pollution will be added.
If you find there will be a lot, then this ppo ject shouldn’t be allowed to be built.

Print Name

Pr S /4/{&%%@%% V>
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APR 27 2009 D

CITY OF MERCED

PLANNING DEPT.
——— PLANNINGDEPT |

April 13, 2009

Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager
City of Merced Planning Division
678 West 18th Street

Merced, CA 95340

Re: Noise impacts of Wal-Mart Distribution Center

Dear Ms. Espinosa,

I have read the Section 4.8 Noise in the Wal-Mart Distribution Center DEIR and I have
concerns with several issues. In particular I have concerns about noise. I have done
some research on other Wal-Mart Distribution Centers and have learned that nearby
residents can anticipate a diesel truck coming or leaving the distribution center every two
minutes, 24 hours a day, every day of the year. The DEIR should specify the frequency
of the 322 diesel trucks into and out of the distribution center by minute per hour.
Additionally, it should detail the frequency in which the 1,200 employees will be entering
and exiting the distribution center. In essence, my concern is that residents will be
exposed to constant truck noise that currently does not exist. A sound wall will not
mitigate diesel truck traffic every two minutes.

Sincerely,

(ool Poesole

Covoline Kreide
(02 8 (&ob}hsav\ Dv.

Mercect, K 4S340—3122-
(205) 725-6339
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S ECEIVE
March 28, 2009
APR 27 2009
Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager
City of Merced Planning Division " CITY OF MERGED
678 West 18th Street PLANNING DEPT.

Merced, CA 95340

Dear Ms. Espinosa,

The mitigation measures outlined in 4.8-1 are not feasible unless there is a
specific monitoring plan. Who will this ‘enforcement manager’ report to? Is the
person an employee of Wal-Mart? Or will the person be an employee of the City
of Merced? Or will the enforcement manager be hired through an independent
third party? What authority will this person have? The city should demand that
Wal-Mart provide details, salary, etc for the enforcement manager it states it
shall provide during construction.

Much appreciation,

Ce/ol%m Lo, ol
C&m[me /Ciﬂe,'c/e
/029 Reobinson Dr

Merceol, A 920 -3/22,
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April 7, 2009 E @ E H V E

Merced City Council & APR 27 2009
Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager
City of Merced Planning Division

678 West 18th Street O e DEPT.
Merced, CA 95340

Re: Construction Noise Impacts

Dear Merced City Council and Ms. Espinosa,

While the construction hours outlined in the DEIR are reasonable, they are not
reflective of the existing environment in Merced. There are many children
walking and riding bicycles to school throughout the year. Obviously, this is
much more frequent during the active school year, particularly during school
hours. | would like the city to consider changing the hours of construction for the
Wal-Mart Distribution Center to 8:30am to 3:30pm. This would significantly

decrease the amount of harmful pollutants children might be exposed to on a
daily basis.

Thank you,

Carsoca Unote

Cevoline el

[D29 Roblnsom Or.
Mercect, (A %52 G0 -2/22

(20§> ?AS‘~9539



3/25/09

Kim Espinosa

Planning Manager

City of Merced Planning Division
678 West 18th Street

Merced, CA 95340

Dear Ms. Espinosa,

126D

ECEIVE

APR 27 2009

CITY OF MERGED
PLAMNING DEPT,

What will happen at this facility when county-wide emissions exceed federal
standards? Can it be closed during spare the air days, or on days when we can’t light

a fire in our fire place?

Could a mitigation for the project include mandatory shutdown during those

periods?

Thank you,

CAVO (HAQ K‘”@fde-

/O?)f (QOI&/ nSoin Oy

/Mg,mce A 45340 -2/22,
@06‘)’%2\?»%339



April 5, 2009

Ms. Kim Espinosa

Merced Planning Division
678 West 18th Street
Merced, CA 95340

Ms. Espinosa,

126E

ECEJVE

APR 27 2009

GiTY OF MERCED
PLANNING DEPT,

This project is going to worsen, and even exacerbate, poor air
quality. The city needs to find a more appropriate location for
this facility. For heavens sake, there are thousands of acres of

farm land in this county.
major industrial complex near homes and schools?

Thank you for your consideration,

) Cam[me Kireicle
:Dgf Rﬂbm&m«DV

Meycet , G390 -2/22,

(205) 7255225

Why are we considering constructing a
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April 10, 2009 ECEIVE

Kim Espinosa

Planning Manager

City of Merced Planning Division
678 West 18th Street CITY OF MERCED

Merced, CA 95340 S Pnwenapeer

APR 27 2009

Kim,

1 appreciate that some measures have been incorporated into the construction phase of
this project to limit exposure to the fungus that causes valley fever, but more needs to be
done specifically to prevent fungus from spreading during construction.

Sincerely,

C@&wqu
(a\fo [he /<PGIO{f

/Og g QOEMSOV\ Dr.

/aﬁmo( CA 47200212 2
(205) as-6235
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April 17, 2009 NECEIVE

Ms. Kim Espinosa APR 27 2009
Planning Manager

Merced Planning Division CITY OF MERSED
678 West 18th Street PLANNING DEPT,

Merced, CA 95340

Dear Ms. Espinosa:

We already have poor air quality during the summer and part of the winter, We
hang flags around the city to identify the air quality level. For some of us, we
can't go outside or engage in outdoor physical activity when the Air Quality index
exceeds 50 (yellow flag).

Approving this project will just create more days of the year when some of our
kids can't play outside. Creating jobs is important, but so is the quality of life. I
think it is far more important for our children and grandchildren to be able to
play outside free of inhalers than it is to create a major polluter.

More needs to be done to make this facility a non-polluter.

Thank you for your attention.
(w&m lcoly
COLVD’W\ e <r€;cf€
/O@ 87 (lobinson Dr.

/O(ema( A GS540~ 2122
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; Kim Espinosa, Plaunning Manager

i : City of Merced Planning Division
678 West 18th Street

Merced, CA 95340

Dear Ms. Espinosa,

I would like to see the City of Merced require the proposed Wal-
Mart Distribution Center to be LEED Platinum Certified as a
condition to the approval of the EIR and all permits. LEED is the
current top standard for minimizing the impacts of contruction on
the local environment. The EIR should also include an explanation
of how it would obtain LEED certification in its mitigation
measures, :

Tz Joukl
Cristina ‘-—GLM-(OQM

24h 8. Coff., St
| W\e,.ruJ\' ch 9534]

Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager
City of Merced Planning Division



Kim Espinoza, Directora de Planificacién

Ciudad de Merced Departamento de Planificacién
678 West 18t Street

Merced, CA 95340

Sefiorita Espinoza:

Es decepcionante y triste que la ciudad de Merced no hari ninguna parte del
estudio del centro de distribucion de Wal-Mart disponible en Espafiol. Hay
una grande minoria de gente en el sur de Merced y nosotros somos quien va
vivir cada dia con los impactos de este proyecto, pero cuando viene el tiempo
para tener acceso a documentos de la ciudad somos dejados del proceso por
nuestro propio Gobierno Municipal.

El concilio deberia tratar a las familias que hablan Espafiol con mas respeto y
empezar a tener los documentos de la ciudad en diferentes idiomas.

s cof Pee
m@rccd CA 7534(

e Joko



Kim Espinosa

Directora de Planificacion

Ciudad de Merced Departamento de Planificacion
678 West 18™ Street

Merced, CA 95340

E CE
Ms. Espinosa:

Mis nifios van a la escuela en 1a misma vecindad que Wal-Mart quiere poner su centro de
transporte para camion. Estoy muy preocupado sobre que seguros estan los caminos
cuando los nifios caminan a la escuela y cuando otros padres manijan sus carros llenos de
nifios en las calles Childs y Gerard. Esto parece ser un lugar muy malo para este proyecto
y no entiendo por qué no hay otro lugar como el otro lado de la carretera 99 donde ellos
pueden construir pero no hara dafio a esta vecindad.

Yo también estoy preocupado cé6mo la ciudad trata el vecindario con este estudio.
Estamos en tiempos duros aqui y nuestros valores de propiedad han caido mucho. ;Si
usted construye esto, como pueden subir los valores otra vez? Muchas de las personas
aqui sdlo hablan Espafiol y no saben lo que este proyecto hara. Mas necesidades
necesitan hacer hechos por el Departamento de Planificacién para incluir a residentes
Latinos en este proceso, quizas un foro en Espafiol para la comunidad o un estudio en
Espafiol del EIR, para hacerlo un poco mas fécil para personas que siempre estan dejado
fuera del proceso politico.

Gracias por su consideracion.

Crlglf na \&m)owm
gﬁ/ = cotlee
" merced A IS g4\
ﬁ%@ M o
P.S. - Quiero que esta carta sca incluida con las otras cartas de comentario del BIR para la
consideracion del final EiR.



Aprit 2, 2009

Ms. Kim Espinosa

City of Merced Planning Division
678 West 18th Sireet

Merced, CA 95340

Ms. Espinosa:

| have asthma. Members of my family have asthma. A lot of people in
this community have asthma. Building a distribution center is not going to
help the thousands of locals who suffer from ilinesses caused by poor air
quality. | saw that a Health Risk Assessment was completed, but where
are the findings?

| think we all deserve to know exactly how bad this facility will be for our
health.

Sincerely,

Eldabeta Lambaren
25, (oftee of -



ECEIVE

678 West 18th Street ' APR 27 2009
Merced, CA 95340 .

. CITY OF MERGED
Dear Ms. Espinosa, ' PLANNING DEPT.

The EIR study for the Wal-Mart Disttibution Center lacks a detailed plan for regulating the

use of construction equipment during the construction phase of the project. Without such a

plan, there is no real way to calculate how many GHG emissions will actually be made by
this facility. If we don’t know how many units of heavy eqmpment will be operatlng at the
site and how often how can we really know. how accurate the mformation is you are

providing about air quality and pollution impacts?

Thank you

_ oge Lg.mbau'm

Moteod, (f453Y!

'Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager
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Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager
City of Merced Planning Department
678 West 18" Street

Merced CA 95340

CITY OF MERGE
D
PLANNING DEPT

Sefiora Espinosa:

En el siglo XXT (21%) la gente que solo habla Espafiol debenden de tener mds acceso a
los documentos importantes del gobierno como el EIR sobre ¢l centro de distribucion de
Wal-Mart. Cuando el Gobierno municipal no dijo mds tiempo para la revision y no hizo
nada para hacer un documento en Espariol, se enojo muchos Latinos en esta comunidad
que trabaja duro, paga sus impuestos v solo piden sus derechos al Gobierno.

El Departamento de planificacion debe encuentrar ayuda para arreglar este problema.
La gente mds afectada por el provecto son los que necesitan mds acceso al las idiomas
alternativas. El Estado de California deberia exigir que ciudades como Merced deben de
tener sus documentos importantes publicos en otras idiomas para que tenganos un
honesto y abierto proceso.
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April 17, 2009 - NECEIVE

Ms. Kim Espinosa APR 27 2009
Planning Manager

Merced Planning Division STV OF MEREES
678 West 18th Street PLANNING DEPT

Merced, CA 95340
Dear Ms. Espinbsa:

We already have poor air quality during the summer and part of the winter. We hang
flags around the city to identify the air quality level. For some of us, we can't go
outside or engage in outdoor physical activity when the Air Quality index exceeds 50
(yellow flag). g

Approving this project will just create more days of the year when some of our kids
can't play outside. Creating jobs is important, but so is the quality of life. I think itis
far more important for our children and grandchildren to be able to play outside free of
inhalers than it is to create a major polluter.

More needs to be done to make this facility a non-polluter.

Thank you for your attention.

Mﬁ@u

Ségs{ature £

Kenseth T Lesp

Print Name

L3 (oemtoey Bl Flace
Address

Mapped L EA F S SEC
(209) 722 -5 |

Phons




Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager g @ = Y E 3
City of Merced Planning Division ( N (
678 West 18th Street A
Merced, CA 95340 ‘

CITY OF MERCED

PLANNING DEPT,

RE: Wal-Mart Distribution Center
Dear Ms. Espinosa,

| have major concerns about the use of construction equipment for the .
proposed Wal-Mart Distribution Center.

Several studies have said that construction equipment is one of the leading |
sources of diesel pollution in this state. I'm disappointed that more detail has
* not been provided about the number of diesel machines an site, when they
will be used and in what frequency. I think you need to look deeper into this
question and force Wal-Mart to provide more answers.

Thank you,

o7
o

R
L L/Z/? /M(._,U/7/

2529 £ Anl\\s
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March 17, 2009

5
Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager

City of Merced Planning Division
678 West 18th Street
Merced, CA 95340 CITY OF MERCED

PLANNING DEPT.

noZz7 2009

Tt seems Yo me the city has an attitude that we should Just let Wal-mart do
what they want. Are we so desperate for jobs that we need to build a
MASSIVE industrial complex in a neighborhood? There are three schools in
the area. Are we going to limit the noisy, dirty, 18-wheel trucks to when the
kids aren't in school?

Why can't we find a site for this that isn't near schools and homes? Surely
there is a site somewhere in this county that is closer to the freeway and
better suited to the community than this one.

Thank you for your time.

72 - é/&m’Zf_

Eﬁgﬁé?u?&

4
T ne (. Lfy@g@-

Print MName

[235  Fleasz./ /ﬁm@
WlCvied 753790

Address

Phone
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Kim Espinosa E@EHVE D

Merced Department of Planning

City of Merced
678 West 18 Street APR 27 2009
Merced, CA 95340
CITY OF MERCED
PLANNING DEPT

Ms. Espinosa,

The Merced city council should be ashamed that they refused to incorporate any
Spanish language translations into the Wal-Mart FIR. Is the city in such a hurry
to get this project approved that it is willing to disenfranchise its own residents?
What impacts from the project is the city hoping to hide from the Latino
community by publishing this massive, overly technical document?

The CEQA process should be about openness and the ability of the public to have
access to important information. In a city with so many Spanish speakers, how
can the city fail to plan for this obvious need.

.7—'@0{49(0&" G
/D% ¥ Robinsown Dy.
-l/f/(.é\f'ceof‘ K as3 40

AT -93 35
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Kim Espinosa
Planning Department E @ E I] v E
City of Merced
678 West 18" Street APR 27 2009
Merced, CA 95340

CITY OF MERCED

PLANNING DEPT.

Kim Espinosa,

I think they should build a new elementary school instead of the Wal-Mart distribution center, A
proposed elementary school would be less than 500 feet from the campus parkway and the
proposed Wal-Mart distribution center. Qur children will be affected by the diesel soot which

causes air pollution and cancer to our children. For the health of our children you should reconsider

buﬂding this warehouse.

Our children’s education will be impacted by the constant noise generated by the loud sirens and
slamming of the trailers. The DEIR docsn’t state that a sound wall will be built to reduce the
impact of noise generated by the 24-hour distribution center. The campus parkway will be an
expressway that will also contribute to noise and air pollution. We don’t need any kind of business
that will contribute more pollution in our community. There should be a law that enforces
businesses to pay for health risks that they pose on our community. Thank you for your time and 1
hope this warehouse isn’t built in Merced.

Jeok Lorona
Ted Lovona

[(92,59 Robincon DV’ |
Mevced (ARG T240

| (goc.) +28-92324



April 2, 2009

Ms. Kim Espinosa
Merced Planning Division
678 West 18" Street
Merced, CA 95340

CITY OF MERCED
PLANNING DEPT,

IGII],

Thanks for giving us the chance to share our thoughts on the draft report on the
distribution center. I've been reading through the “Alternatives to the Proposed Project”
section and what I read on page 5-6 really stuck out., It said that if the project is not built
here in Merced, then Wal-Mart might find another area in the Central Valley to build their
distribution center. I think that’s a greatidea! One bit of advice for Wal-Mart, find a
location that does not have residential neighborhoods across the sireet. I mean really, just
use some common sense. I they would pick a location away from our homes and schools,
there might not be such uproar from residents,

Just a though.
Tet Lowora_

.._Tef:o( Lov owe

?O =3? Robin cow Dr

Mevad, (535
(304) 7 2 T-93 25
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Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager | E. @ E ﬂ V E

City of Merced Planning Division
678 West 18th Street
Merced, CA 95340 APR 27 2008

Re: Electricity Consumption & Wal-Mart Distribution Center CITY OF MERCED
PLANNING DEPT.

Dear Ms. Espinosa,

Merced has been subject to blackouts during some of the hottest days of the year, resulting in
resident displacement and sometimes death. The electrical grid of the City has problems without the
approval of a massive Wal-Mart Distribution Center!

The environmental study should require more specific details on how Wal-Mart will takes measures
to reduce electrical consumption. The study states that Porterville uses 13.3 million kilowatt-hours
per year, however it would be useful to know what other companies with comparable sized
distribution centers use per year.

For instance, the study should address the type of lighting the distribution center will use. In January
of 2009, Coca-Cola released a statement saying they had reduced their consumption of electricity in
California by 5.6 million kilowatt-hours per year through changing their lighting source. (Article can
be found at:

http://fnews.moneycentral. msn.com/ticker/article. aspx?symbol=US: OESX&feed=BW&date=2009010

98&id=9502842).

The Wal-Mart Distribution Center in Merced should be required to use lighting such as the Orion
Compact Modular high-intensity fluorescent lighting system detailed in the aforementioned article.

City staff should require more details about issues such as electricity consumption as it is a current
issue and risk in Merced that will only get worse.

Thank you,
Na@ vl A. /l/[_égg:(;/z,\(;()
Ad/ci:/7 chgfw“:{ﬂf’ A Ve -
,Mfféff&(, CAH o534/

Z

Signature
L~ 1709

Date
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Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager
City of Merced Planning Division -
678 West 18th Street { APR 27 2009
Merced, CA 95340

CITY OF MERGED
PLANNING DEPT,

Dear Ms. Espinosa,
The mitigation measures outlined in 4.8-1 are not feasiblle unless there is a specific
monitoring plan. Who will this ‘enforcement manager’ report to? Is the person an
employee of Wal-Mart? Or will the person be an employee of the City of Merced?
Or will the enforcement manager be hired through an independent third party? What
authority will this person have? The city should demand that Wal-Mart provide
details, salary, etc for the enforcement manager it states it shall provide during

construction.

Much appreciation,

Rewaes Npawma
Name

JU7 SwWeetwaTeER AVE
Address

Signature

) 7)o

Date



Page 1 of 1

Espinosa, Kim | _ 1 36

From: Jessica Madruga [jmadruga@transcountytitie.com]
Sent:  Wednesday, March 25, 2009 11:27 AM

To: Espinosa, Kim

Subject: Wal-Mart

I just wanted to email and show my support for the Wal-Mart Distribution Center. | believe that the Wal-
Mart Distributoin Center will bring much need jobs to our area.

Thank you,

Jessica Madruga

Certified Escrow Technician
TransCounty Title Company
635 W. 19th Street

Merced, CA 95340
(209)383-4660 EX. 49

3/25/2009



ECEIVE

APR 27 2009

TESTIMONY AGAINST THE WALMART DISTRIBUTION CENTER

CITY OF MERCED
PLANNING DEPT.

My wife and | are very concerned about the building of the Walmart Distribution

Center in Merced for several reasons. True, jobs will be created, but Walmart is 1 37
known for their poor relationship with their workers. They are an anti-union
business with low wages and poor health care benefits which could lead to a

financial problem for our county.

We are especially concerned about the tremendous amount of truck traffic at the
interchange that will also be used by students, professors and guests who will be
traveling to the U.C. campus. We believe it is very important for the University, the
city of Merced and the new, proposed Campus Community, to have an attractive,
safe entrance to the University and not one where drivers have to contend with
monster trucks that will make for dangerous and unpleasant driving conditions.

The huge amount of trucks traveling to and from the Distribution Center will of
course greatly increase traffic in its area and will not only be dangerous for the
local citizens but especially for chiidren on their bikes or walking to school.

As teachers have undoubtedly informed you, the asthma problems with children
in their classrooms is very high. Truck traffic is to . blame for much of the hazardous
pollutants in our air. We must seriously consider their health when considering
Walmart. It truly is a problem and NOT a myth.

As you well know, the San Joaquin Valley, and Merced County in particular, has a
very high air pollution rate resulting in poor health conditions for many citizens.
Why encourage a business to come here that will worsen to a large degree, our air
pollution problems, especially in the schools near the Walmart Center and Mission
overpass.

-~ We would like to see more Green business's attracted to Merced County.
Maybe working with the U.C. Merced, experts, it can happen.
Lastly, most of the profits from Walmart go back to Arkansas and their billionaire
families, how about attracting business's here whose profits stay in our county?

We know you have worked very hard to attract Walmart to have their Distribution
Center here, but maybe at the time, you just thought of only one aspect of their
being here....jobs. We hope you will seriously consider the the serious problems
that disturb so many of us about the arrival of the Walmart Distribution Center in
Merced. :

Charles and Sally Magneson
10235 El Capitan Way

Ballico, CA. 95303

394-7045 csmagneson@gvni.com
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Re: Hybrid Diesel Trucks

Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager
City of Merced Planning Division
678 West 18th Street

Merced, CA 95340

CIty OF MEPCED
PLANNING DEPT

Dear Ms. Espinosa,

What is Merced doing to ensure that the vehicles used at the proposed
distribution center site are the same hybrid diesel trucks used at the
Apple Valley site?

I would hope that since city officials went to Apple Valley to look at a
similar project it expects Wal-Mart to provide the same level of quality
at least. For example, will Wal-Mart be required to make 30% of its
fleet be hybrid diesel? Will it be required to increase that percentage
over time to ultimately eliminate non hybrid technology? These are
important mitigation steps Merced should be requiring of Wal-Mart.

Smcerely,

Tt S, I =P
1954 Taret &t
}’errc_e% e 95340
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Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager

City of Merced Planning Division FB E;(E{E \Vﬁg

AFR 27 2008

678 West 18th Street

Merced, CA 95340 CITY OF MERGED

PLAMNING DEPT.

Dear Ms. Espinosa,

The mitigation measures explained in 4.8-1 are cannot be
implemented unless there is a detailed monitoring plan. Here

are my questions that I would like addressed:
a. To whom will this enforcement manager report?
b. Is the person an employee of Wal-Mart?

c. Or will the person be an employee of the City of Merced?
d. Or will the enforcement manager be hired through an

independent third party?
e. What authority will this person have?

With Much appreciation,

Tl L, N
)956 Joant <
}/Meyaacf/wq‘ ?53'7’6



Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager

City of Merced Planning Division

678 West 18th Street

ECEIVE

~APR 27 2009

Merced, CA 95340

RE: Wal-Mart Distribution Center DEIR CITY OF MERGED

PLANNING DEPT.

Dear Kim Espinosa,

The Draft EIR says that the big equipment that will be used during construction is not known but likely to
include, “excavators, graders, scrapers, loaders, backhoes, haul trucks, and cranes.”

This is an important issue that needs to be addressed more specificaily in the Final EIR. Wal-Mart understands
the scope of this project, so it should have exact estimates from previous distribution projects completed.
Knowing ti exactly how many of these vehicles is critical in calculating noises and pollutants that will be
generated during construction.

Sincerely,

Dard B 7>
1756 TJanet &4
I/V('azncteﬁ( g/t 75 3v6
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- City of Merced Planning Division

141A

Merced City Council &
Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager

I
678 West 18th Street /
Merced, CA 95340 i reee—

N PLANNING DEPT

Re: Construction Noise Impacts
Dear Merced City Council and Ms. Espinosa,
With three schools within a couple miles of the Wal-Mart site, why

would construction be allowed to take place in the hours that kids
would be walking from to and from school? There should be

“significant blackout periods for construction — or perhaps all

construction should be limited to weekdays 8AM to 3pm to
prevent the students and residents from being disrupted by the
noise, dust and traffic of construction.

Thanks,

Nirire # MAso?
Ju3 wedve 470
M e, oIS



Kim Espinosa Y =
Planning Department if“)i LS @ L H W L‘ D
City of Merced It

678 West 18th Street by

Merced, CA 95340

CITY OF MERCED
_ PLAMNNING DEPT.

Ms. Espinosa,
I think the traffic in the southeast Merced is terrible but by having more
trucks on the freeway it will cause more traffic congestion near our
neighborhood. I live near Yosemite parkway which is already designated a
truck route so for my family and I we feel that more car and truck traffic will
impact our neighborhood even worse. Wal-Mart isn’t a corporate citizen and
will only draw profit while subsidizing their employees. Wal-Mart is looking
out how they can make a profit by not considering to not build here in

Merced. WAL-MART IS WRONG FOR MERCED RESIDENTS!

__ .4‘ &77//@:4‘ ﬁ’?ﬂ}soﬂ
"”m FIXL c/f% 7 3V/
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Espinosa, Kim ' 1 42

From: Doloresmay1@aol.com
Sent:  Friday, April 17, 2009 9:27 AM
To: Espinosa, Kim

Subject: Walmart Distribution Center

| have been wanting to comment on the proposed Walmart Distribution Center. It needs to be
approved for the added opportunity for jobs!! Also a couple of years ago, [ traveled to Red Bluff, CA
after my knee surgery and noticed there was a Walmart Distribution Center south of the city. 1t was off
the highway 99 and there weren't any more frucks on the road as there are Walmart trucks down here.
It is very important that this facility be built for the underemployed and unemployed in Merced. This
could alsco alleviate some of the vacant houses in Merced. People could buy up scme of these
foreclosures. Dolores May

Access 350+ FREE radio stations anytime from anywhere on the web. Get the Radio Toolbar!

4/17/2009



Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager
City of Merced Planning Division
678 West 18th Street

Merced, CA 95340

ECEIVE
APR 27 2009
PG b

Re: Hybrid Diesel Trucks

Dear Ms. Espinosa,

| have read that Apple Valley’s Distribution Center is using several hybrid
diesel trucks (TodaysTrucking.com, Feb. 3, 2009). The city should require
that at least 30 percent of Wal-Mart’s diesel fleet be hybrid diesel trucks
for the Merced distribution center. It should require at least 60 percent

within 5-years of its operation. Please include the article found at:

http://www.todaystrucking.com/news.cfm?intDociD=21149 in the record.

The EIR should research the use of hybrid diesel trucks as mitigation
alternatives for air quality and noise.

Sincerely,

Mare Moo fond
Name

LS8l LAakesiSo _Q/V\;Q
Address

Moreed, A FS3y0

City, State, Zip

Pl P LT

Signature

A LY

Date




Today's Trucking: The Online Business Resource for Canada's Trucki... http:/fwww todaystrucking. com/printarticle.cfin?intDoclD=21149

ECEIVE

APR 27 2009

CiTY CF MERCED
PLANNING DEPT

Permission to reprint or copy this article must be obtained from Newcom Business Media Inc.
Call Jack Meli, 416/614-2200, or e-mail jack@todaystrucking.com with your request.

'Wal-Mart checks hybrid trucks off shopping list

BENTONVILLE, Ark. -- Wal-Mart Stores, Inc. is set to test two new types of heavy-duty commercial hybrid trucks and two
different alternatively fueled heavy-duty trucks as part of the company's efforts to having a more sustainable trucking fleet.

Wal-Mart has partnered with Arvin Meritor, Eaton, Peterbilt and International to develop and test these technologies,
which will take place throughout 2009.

“In order to meet our goal of doubling our fleet efficiency, we are taking an active role in the development of these
technologies,” said Chris Sultemeier, senior vice-president of transportation for Wal-Mart Stores. “We look forward to
determining if these technologies will help reduce our environmental footprint, are viable for our business and provide a
return on investment.”

Wal-Mart achieved more than a 25 percent increase in efficiency within its private fleet between 2005 and 2008, surpassing
one of the company’s stated sustainability goals.

By reaching this goal, Wal-Mart has been able to reduce its carbon dioxide emissions and its fuel use. This goallwas
reached by using a combination of new, innovative technologies, better delivery routes and by loading its trailers more
efficiently. Now, the company is working toward its goal of doubling its fleet efficiency by 2015, from its 2005 baseline.

Part of this pilot program is to determine if alternatively fueled trucks can help move Wal-Mart toward that goal in addition to
reducing environmental impacts.

One of the new trucks being tested is a full-propulsion Arvin Meritor hybrid that wilt initially operate in the Detroit area. This
dual-mode diesel-electric hybrid is believed to be the first vehicle of its type.

“While most hybrid systems today are best suited for start-stop applications, our hybrid drivetrain is specifically designed for
linehaul, over-the-road trucks, the largest segment of the commercial vehicle population,” said Carsten J. Reinhardt,
president of ArvinMeritor's Commercial Vehicle Systems (CVS) business.

The Meritor dual-mode hybrid drivetrain combines both mechanical and electrical propulsion systems. Under 48 mph,
vehicle propulsion is delivered entirely through an electric motor with power from lithium ion batteries. These batteries are
recharged through regenerative braking and/or an engine-driven generator. As the vehicle approaches highway speed, the
drivetrain phases to a diesel-powered systern with the electric motor providing power, only as required, allowing for total
system optimization.

The key differentiation of this system is its ability for zero-emission mode over a wide range of vehicle driving conditions.
Additionally, the batteries provide continuous power for hotel loads during an overnight rest period, eliminating the need for
engine idling or other redundant anti-idling systems.

The Meritor hybrid drivetrain was developed in collaboration with Navistar and Cummins and is comprised of a proprietary
motor/generator unit, high capacity lithium ion batteries, as well as the overall power-management system,

Other initiatives include:

Lof2 4/27/2009 11:27 AM



.Today's Trucking: The Online Business Resource for Canada's Trocki... http:/fwww todaystrucking. com/printarticle.cfm?intDocID=21149

- Fifieen trucks operating in Buckeye, Ariz. distribution center near Phoenix, will be converted fo run on Reclaimed Grease
Fuel, made with the waste brown cooking grease from Walmart stores. In addition, the remaining trucks located in the
Buckeye distribution center will operate on an 80/20 blend of biodiesel made of reclaimed yellow waste grease.

- Five Peterbilt Model 386 heavy duty hybrid trucks with diesel-electric hybrid power systems developed by Eaton
Corporation and PACCAR, that will be based in Dallas, Houston, Apple Valley, Calif,, Atlanta and the Washington/Baltimore
regions.

- Four Peterbilt Model 386 trucks and one yard truck, which operates only on the distribution center property, will operate on
tiquid natural gas. These trucks are part of a partnership with the Mojave Air Quality Management District and will operate
out of the distribution center in Southern California.

© 2009 Newcom Business Media Inc.
All Rights Reserved.
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Ms. Kim Espinosa D E @ E H V E @

Project Manager
Merced Division of Planning o
Civic Center APR
678 West 18™ St.

Merced, CA 95340 CITY OF MERCED
PLANNING DEPT.

]

IS Tataty)
Ff Ul

.

Ms. Espinosa,

I noticed there isn’t a landscape plan in the Wal-Mart DEIR. You're probably wondering
why this is important, so I’Il tell you. The kinds of vegetation and trees on the site will
impact water usage and will either result in the distribution center requiring more water
or less water. If the project needs more water, where will it come from? Who will pay
for it? Wal-Mart? I would help so.

he P e
Please make sure vegetation and landscape plans are addressed in the environmental
impact report.

Sincerely, 7 B . |
LA ede ek
H—:af{,n_u/ujg I~% @)@'

442
Meﬂ,’aﬂ
734
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April 3, 2009

Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager
Division of Planning

Merced Civic Center

678 West 18th Street

Merced, CA 95340

PLL NN M G Drw:,-,.

Ms. Espinosa,

I didn’t see any mentions of using solar panels or solar power in the Wal-
Mart Distribution Center. Today’s solar technology can generate significant
amounts of power and many companies are embracing this technology as a way
to reduce the amounts of pollution their offices, stores, farms or distribution
centers create.

I hope Merced will encourage the use of solar panels in new projects. One
way you can do this is to require Wal-Mart to use them in their proposals. Wal-
Mart should address this as part of their environmental impact report.

/%wggih M M-eik

M{L[ Cfgr' QSB‘H

Thank you,
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Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager D
City of Merced Planning Department APR 27 2009
678 West 18" Street

OF MERCED
Merced, CA 95340 %lgNNING RCED
Sefiorita Espinosa:

El Gobierno Municipal hizo un decisién muy malo cuando rechazd hacer algo para
ayudar a la gente que nomas habla Espafiol a entender mas sobre el plan del centro de
distribucion para el EIR. Si no es permitido por la ley para escribir un reporte en Espafiol,
la ciudad deberia saber mejor que negar la peticién cuando aproximadamente un tercio de
Ja gente que vive aqui habla Espafiol. ;Fl EIR es suficiente duro para leer para una
persona que habla Inglés bien, que dificil pensa usted sobre este documento de mil
(1,000) paginas es para la gente que esta aprendiendo Inglés?

Este proyecto sera malo para nuestras casas y nuestros nifios, el trafico, calidad del aire y

asma y el ambiente - pero el inico modo que muchas personas podria aprender de esto es
si Merci /are 1a discriminacion de 1a idioma contra sus residentes Hispanos.

{ N /V\@\&Q@

5)985’ L1\/\O)Q\I\ 6{\
Alwske G 5301

/4 Zz‘m. /VZE:\JQG .
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VEGCEIVE
Kim Espinoza, Planning Manager

- 2009
City of Merced Planning Department AR 2T
678 West 18th Street CITY OF MERCED

Merced, CA 95340 PLANNING DEPT.

Seiora Espinoza:

iLa gente que habla Espaiiol merecen tener una
informe en Espaiiol sobre el EIR del centro de
distribucion de Wali-Mart! iEs tiempo de tratar la

- comunidad Hispana de Merced el mismo como los
otros!

@

2265 Craden GF

Hlumdec o @550
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Espinosa, Kim

From: William Mendonca [wmendonca@usrscrap.com]
Sent: Wednesday, February 25, 2009 2:05 PM

To: Espincsa, Kim

Subject: Wal-Mart

Kim | am emailing you to support the Wal-Mart project , as A business and property owner located at 450 North Tower rd.
we support any business expansion in the area that creates jobs thanks.

William Mendonca

Universal Service Recycling, Inc.
3200 South El Dorado St.

Stockton ca. 95206

209-944-9555 office

209-944-5552 fax
wmendonca@usrscrap.com

2/25/2009
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ECEIVE

Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager

City of Merced Planning Divison APR 27 2009
678 West 18™ Street ]
Merced, Ca 95340 | CITY OF MERCED
‘L PLANNING DEPT,
~—— PLANNING DEPT, |
Dear Kim Espinosa,

My name is Francisco Mendoza and I’ve been a resident of Merced for over 20 years. 1
have various concerns about the proposed Wal-Mart distribution center. I would
appreciate it if these concerns would be addressed and considered before making your
final decision on the Wal-Mart distribution center. I'm assuming it is within your power
to place conditions on the proposed center. I’m going to be giving Wal-Mart the benefit
of the doubt that they don’t want to “use” Merced for their financial gain but they want to
be part of our community. That being said, as community member, I expect other
community members to care for the community we live in. Wal-Mart’s slogan “save
money live better” suggest they have a concern for better living.

[ am sure you are aware of the pollution problem already existing in our county. 1
remember reading in a study done by the California air resources board we will not be
having clean summertime air for quite some time. Will the Wal-Mart distribution center
in any way hinder the time it’s going to take for us to get clean summer time air in? If so
by how much time and how is that figured out? From my understanding Wal-Mart will be
paying a one time emissions reduction agreement fee to help offset pollution in the
region, well what about our community? Can you please explain what portion of that fee
and specifically how it will be used in the Merced community? Why is this a one time
fee? This makes is seem as if they only have a one time concern for our community and
shouldn’t a community member be concerned with their community all time? What will
they be doing for or with the community to compensate for their pollution? I’m not too
sure if there’s a way but can we require them to actually care about our community and
the impact they are going to have on it. How do they plan on reducing their pollution?
Can we also have Wal-Mart define the role they want to play in our community? What
percentage of employees will be hired specifically from Merced? Can we make it a
condition that at least 90% the employment at the distribution center is only from
Merced? Because the majority of the people who are supporting this Wal-Mart
distribution center believe they are going to get a job there. Thank you for taking your
time to consider and address my concerns and questions.

C%rdially,

Francisco Mendo

4038 St Tropez Ct
Merced Ca 95348
209-499-4792
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Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager

City of Merced Planning Division Fo

) ECEIVER
678 West 18th Street D

APR 27 2009
Merced, CA 95340

CITY OF MERCED
PLANNING DEPT,

Dear Ms. Espinosa,

I'have read about the Wal-Mart Distribution Center in Apple Valley is
using many hybrid diesel trucks - [ feund this article in
TodaysTrucking.com, Feb. 3, 2009.

The city should require that at least 35 percent of Wal-Mart’s diesel
fleet be hybrid diesel trucks for the Merced distribution center. We
should incrementally move to 60% within 4 years. We are already
plagued with very bad air quality. Let’s not damage our future justa
distribution center.

The following article explains this and cught to be included in the
record: http://www. todavstrucking com/news.cfm?intDocID=21149 in
the record.

Thank you, %w:)’/w‘,&ge\

—aviey tTlendoza
Y ‘}mb&’l Ceele Wye
Meced Cca 45> u
204~ 723 -402.4
QS-' \}J‘mﬁ g arc \@m) ftf\oud)\f\ 12,3 iJr ig) \Ux{‘
VALan e, zle Wil e ch'sas{mmg J (\Q




Today's Trucking: The Online Business Resource for Canada's Trucking Industry Page 1 of 2

Toda NECEIVER)
TI'“CkIng APR 27 2009

CITY OF MERCED

Permission to reprint or copy this article must be obtained from Newcom Business NIEAYR DEPT

Call Jack Meli, 416/614-2200, or e-mail jack@todaystrucking.com with your request.

Wal-Mart checks hybrid trucks off shopping list

BENTONVILLE, Ark. -- Wal-Mart Stores, Inc. is set to test two new types of heavy-duty commercial hybrid trucks and
two different alternatively fueled heavy-duty trucks as part of the company’s efforts to having a more sustainable
trucking fleet.

Wal-Mart has partnered with Arvin Meritor, Eaton, Peterbilt and International to develop and test these
technologies, which will take place throughout 2009.

“In order to meet our goal of doubling our fleet efficiency, we are taking an active role in the development of these
technologies,” said Chris Sultemeier, senior vice-president of transportation for Wal-Mart Stores. “We look forward to
determining if these technologies will help reduce our environmental footprint, are viable for our business and provide
a return on investment.”

Wal-Mart achieved more than a 25 percent increase in efficiency within its private fleet between 2005 and 2008,
surpassing one of the company’s stated sustainability goals.

By reaching this goal, Wal-Mart has been able to reduce its carbon dioxide emissions and its fuel use. This goal was
reached by using a combination of new, innovative technologies, better delivery routes and by loading its trailers
more efficiently. Now, the company is working toward its goal of doubling its fleet efficiency by 2015, from its 2005
baseline.

Part of this pilot program is to determine if alternatively fueled trucks can help move Wal-Mart toward that goal in
addition to reducing environmental impacts.

One of the new trucks being tested is a full-propulsion Arvin Meritor hybrid that will initially operate in the Detroit area.
This dual-meode diesel-electric hybrid is believed to be the first vehicle of its type.

“While most hybrid systems today are best suited for start-stop applications, our hybrid drivetrain is specifically
designed for linehaul, over-the-road trucks, the largest segment of the commercial vehicle population,” said Carsten
J. Reinhardt, president of ArvinMeritor's Commercial Vehicle Systems (CVS) business.

The Meritor dual-mode hybrid drivetrain combines both mechanical and electrical propulsion systems. Under 48 mph,
vehicle propulsion is delivered entirely through an electric motor with power from lithium ion batteries. These batteries
are recharged through regenerative braking and/or. an engine-driven generator. As the vehicle approaches highway
speed, the drivetrain phases to a diesel-powered system with the electric motor providing power, only as required,
allowing for fotal system optimization.

The key differentiation of this system is its ability for zero-emission mode over a wide range of vehicle driving
conditions. Additionally, the batteries provide continuous power for hotel loads during an overnight rest period,
eliminating the need for engine idling or other redundant anti-idling systems.

http://www.todaystrucking.com/printarticle.cfm?intDocID=21149 4/27/2009



Today's Trucking: The Online Business Resource for Canada's Trucking Industry Page 2 of 2

The Meritor hybrid drivetrain was developed in collaberation with Navistar and Cummins and is comprised of a
proprietary motor/generator unit, high capacity lithium ion batteries, as well as the overall power-management
system.

Other initiatives include:

- Fifteen trucks operating in Buckeye, Ariz. distribution center near Phoenix, will be converted fo run on Reclaimed
Grease Fuel, made with the waste brown cooking grease from Walmart stores. In addition, the remaining trucks
located in the Buckeye distribution center will operate on an 80/20 blend of biodiesel made of reclaimed yellow waste
grease.

- Five Peterbilt Model 386 heavy duty hybrid trucks with diesel-electric hybrid power systems developed by Eaton
Corporation and PACCAR, that will be based in Dallas, Houston, Apple Valley, Calif,, Atflanta and the
Washington/Baltimore regions.

- Four Peterbilt Model 386 trucks and one yard truck, which operates enly on the distribution center property, will
operate on liquid natural gas. These trucks are part of a partnership with the Mojave Air Quality Management District
and will operate out of the distribution center in Southern California.

© 2009 Newcom Business Media Inc.
All Rights Reserved.

http://www.todaystrucking.com/printarticle.cfm?intDocID=21149 4/27/2009
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Espinosa, Kim

From: John Carlisle [[bc78@sbcglobal.net]

Sent: Monday, March 16, 2009 1:31 AM

To: Espinosa, Kim; Davidson, Dana; Bramble, John
Subject: Fw: Emailing: pesgm2008p-000334.pdf

o kbl
pesgm2008p-00033
4 pdf
Good morning!
I'm not sure if this was sent to the City or other City Council members, so I am passing
it on for the WMDC record (Dana) and for information only.
John Carlisle

--- On Mon, 3/16/09, R Johm Meyer <rjmeyer@vtlnet.com> wrote:

From: R John Meyer <rjmeyer@vtlnet.coms
Subject: Emailing: pesgm2008p-000334.pdf
To: rimeyer@vtlnet.com

Date: Monday, March 16, 2009, 1:02 AM
Supervisors,

Because WalMart has been developing a micro-grid {electric
power) they

project an essential commodity & need for this county -
more electric power.

Suggest a review of the attached briefing; it notes WalMart
has established

their initial entry point into the electric grid - located
in Aurora, CO.

Will the proposed WalMart distribution center under
consideration for this

area become another link into the micro-grid? What does
WalMart have to say

about this?

Respectfully submitted,

John Meyer
Agri-tourist Promoter

E-mail message checked by Spyware Doctor (6.0.0.386)
Database version: 5.11960
http://www.pctools.com/en/spyware-doctor-antivirus/
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ECEIV 1
D 50

APR 27 2009

CITY OF MERCED
PLANNING DEPT.

Aprii 27, 2009

Kim Espinosa, Planning Manager
City of Merced

678 W. 18th Street

Merced, CA 95340

Dear Ms. Espinosa,

Following are my comments regarding the proposed Wal-Mart Distribution Center in
Merced.

1. Location. Although the proposed site is zoned for industrial uses, it is sheer folly to
locate a trucking/logistics facility here. The residences, both existing and planned, and
the several schools in the vicinity should rule out consideration of an industry that would
clog the area with hundreds of trucks throughout the day and night, every day of the year.
There will be noise, air pollution, traffic congestion, and all-night lighting, features which
are totally incompatible with current lands uses in the area. Please work to find industries
that would be more likely to enhance the environment and the human activities in this
part of Merced.

2. Cumulative Impacts. The Draft EIR notes in several places that the proposed
distribution center will serve 49 Wal-Mart stores in the region, all of which are currently
served by distribution centers in other parts of California. If this is the case, then why do
we need to build this new center in Merced? Isn't it more probable that Wal-Mart plans to
expand its operations in the state, perhaps with as many as 40 additional stores and super
centers? Such an expansion would understandably require a new distribution center in
order to adequately serve the increased network of retail facilities in California. Why
wasn't this likely expansion addressed in the EIR? One reason may be the occurrence of
cumulative impacts which would accompany the opening of new Wal-Mart stores. These
would have to be analyzed and mitigated.

What will happen if the number of stores eventually served by the proposed distribution
center exceeds 497 Aren't there planned super centers up and down the vailey, probably
including Merced? Would there be new data to analyze and a revised EIR circulated? It
does seem disingenuous to act like Wal-Mart's presence in this fast-growing part of
California will simply stagnate.

3. Aesthetics. The new symbol of Merced is the University of California's tenth campus
located here, complete with a freeway interchange and a parkway that will provide direct



and easy access to the UC site. Are we now going to plant at this gateway a 1.1 million
square-foot warehouse, with 900 trucks coming and going each day? How will the
Mission Interchange and the Campus Parkway accommodate these trucks and also the
traffic that will serve a campus of 25,000 and a university community of 30,0007 Which
should be the embiem of the City of Merced, a major research university or a noisy,
polluting warehouse facility?

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft EIR for this Wal-Mart project.

Yours truly,

Kbos Mot sbsssd

Kara Middlebrooks
3425 Sueno Ct.
Merced, CA 95340



