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Cleaner fuels: Immediately adopt ARB proposals to require ocean-going ships to utilize low-sulfur 
fuels while in port and California coastal waters. Additionally, require a large percentage of ships 
making port calls to reduce particulate matter by 50 percent while operating in California coastal 
waters. 
 
Shoreside power: Require shoreside power hook-ups at all new and expanding terminals. Require 
that a certain percentage of all ship calls at outfitted terminals be connected to shoreside power and 
that for future expansions and during lease renewals that terminals be required to be equipped with 
shoreside hook-ups for marine vessels. 
 
We urge ARB to propose and adopt a regulation as soon as possible requiring that at least 80 percent 
of ship calls utilize shoreside power at retrofitted and new terminals, providing a reasonable phase-in 
of five to 10 years. A goal should also be set for the number of terminals to be retrofitted, such as 50 
percent in five years and 100 percent in 10 years. 
 
Opacity standards: Extend smokestack opacity standards for ocean-going ships calling on the 
state’s ports to California Coastal Waters. 
 
Port Air Quality Plans: We urge the state of California require that all commercial marine ports in 
California develop air quality plans with a minimum five-year timeline for implementation. The goal 
would be to immediately halt air emissions increases and begin to reverse them through use of best 
available technologies and fuels.  
 
Requirements for air quality protection for new and expanding terminals: The state of 
California should require that any new terminal or terminal expansion must be environmentally sound 
and that all air emissions increases are prevented and reduced. With a number of projects, CEQA has 
failed to protect air quality, as ports are approving projects without air quality mitigations. That is 
why the ports are facing lawsuits.  
 
For example, In San Francisco, a new cruise ship terminal that will significantly increase air emissions 
was approved without ANY air quality mitigations for ships. A stakeholder group was appointed to 
come up with air quality recommendations. Some progress is being made, but with no mandate to 
mitigate the air pollution, it is very likely that it will be built without shoreside power capabilities or 
requirements that ships use clean fuels while docking. 

 
Requirements for environmental review with increased ship traffic: The state of California 
should require that any time a terminal or port experiences significant increases in ship traffic to a 
terminal, that air quality increases must be prevented and reduced. Under CEQA, only a new project 



triggers environmental review. But in recent years ship traffic has escalated at container and cruise 
ship terminals without any environmental review or mitigation. For example, the city of Long Beach 
approved a cruise ship terminal for use by one cruise line for two cruises per week. Since the cruise 
line merged with a much bigger competition, additional ships are now using the dock—and 
generating far more air pollution. No environmental review or mitigations were conducted. In San 
Francisco and San Diego, cruise ship traffic has more than doubled in two years without 
environmental review or any plans at all to prevent or reduce the huge volumes of diesel emissions 
generated by these ships.  
 
Cruise industry role in goods movement and ports issues: While the majority of port 
expansion and shipping traffic has come from cargo, container and tanker ships, the cruise industry is 
also growing rapidly in California. Not only do these ships generate large volumes of diesel exhaust, 
the cargo they carry (people) contribute to the infrastructure problems of the state. More than 50 
percent of cruise passengers now “drive-to” cruise departures, adding to the congestion and wear-
and-tear on our roads. The cruise passengers utilize city and state services, such as medical and 
emergency services, security and law enforcement, natural resources such as fresh water, and 
contribute to water pollution from wastewater generated on-board. The cruise ships are serviced by 
diesel trucks that supply the vessels with food and other supplies. Yet the cruise industry does not 
pay anything for these services, save the cost of supplies and standard port fees. The cruise lines are 
hugely-profitable multi-national corporations that operate foreign-flagged ships and pay no income 
tax. The cruise industry needs to play a role in the ports and cargo movement solution. The cruise 
ships should be included if the state mandates any type of container or related port fees to pay its 
fair share. 
 
Shippers such as retailers and automakers: The shipping and port explosion is a direct result of 
consumer goods entering the US from major retailers and automobile manufacturers. These shippers 
must be included in the stakeholder groups and come to the table with solutions. In fact, the group 
Businesses for Social Responsibility has convened a Clean Cargo Group that has been working for 
several years to develop green shipping standards. So far, nothing has been adopted. The state of 
California should specifically invite members of this group to the table and urge them to accelerate 
and implement green shipping standards and provide incentives to ship owners. Members of the 
group include Ikea, Mattel, and General Motors. Big independent retailers such as Wal-Mart, Costco 
and Target must also be central to the effort to improve cargo goods movement. 

 
 
Green terminal standards: In addition to the air pollution emissions from cargo movement and 
handling, ports should begin to establish green terminal standards to ensure that any new facilities 
conserve energy, utilize best available recycled and environmentally sound materials and are built to 
minimize lighting, noise and other impacts on neighboring communities and wildlife. This has been 
totally disregarded by the commercial marine community. 
 
Renewable fuels programs: It is also essential that the ports, who are large energy users, begin 
to implement renewable fuels programs not only for vessels and vehicles, but for all port energy 
needs. By creating a demand for cleaner fuels, biomass fuels and other alternatives to diesel fuels, 
the ports can play an important role in reducing California’s dependence on fossil fuels. 

 
Public education and community involvement: The state of California should embark on a 
public relations campaign to educate our citizens about the importance of ports and cargo 
movement, but also of the environmental and social problems. For example, few people realize that 
most of our computers, running shoes and stuffed animals arrive on ships. Educating the public will 
raise the awareness of the issue and bring more people into the problem-solving equation. Even 
more critical is to ensure that impacted communities are directly involved throughout the planning 



process. In some cases, port expansion may need to be limited or diverted until actions to prevent 
further harm and to reduce emissions are put into place. 

 
 
Statewide Port Planning and Oversight: The state of California should consider appointing an 
existing agency (such as the Air Resources Board or State Lands Commission) or establishing a new 
commission to provide overall planning and oversight of California’s ports to coordinate broad-stroke 
port activities, development and environmental responsibility. A new regulatory agency would not be 
desirable, of course, but some sort of governmental or other independent oversight makes sense.  
 
Due to competitiveness issues, ports operate independently. In the past, this may have worked, but 
in today’s climate of globalization and unprecedented growth, we are finding that this approach has 
not been successful. In the long-term the state needs to develop statewide port environmental and 
economic strategies to meet the demands of a new era in global shipping and port expansion. This 
would also provide an avenue for standardization of port environmental practices that would help 
relieve the competitiveness issue and be copied in other West Coast states and around the US. 

 
 


