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next slide, my question is this, if you're recognizing
1t's a segment, which I appreciate, of a larger plan,
and on your website the whole 241 is still projected as
needed and desired and everything by the TCA; is that
correct?

MR. THORNTON: That's correct.

MS. KALEMKIARIAN: Okay. S

MR. THORNTON: Let me modify, that's not just
the TCA, I mean that's the regional transportation
industry.

MS. KALEMKIARIAN: I understand that.
Everybody thinks, except for other folks in the room,
but there's a lot of people that think it needs to be
built all the way to the five. So would you be building
this as a segment 1f you knew today that there would be
no further extension?

MR. THORNTON: Yes, we would. And that's the
documentation that we made in the addendum to
demonstrate this project has independent utility that
provides substantial traffic benefits independent of a
continuation south of Cow Camp Road. That's the
determination that TCA has made.

MS. KALEMKIARIAN: Okay. So would it be worth
the investment you're prepared to commit on the --

behalf of TCA, that 1f the future you were not permitted
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to continue, for any reason, whether it was money or
environmental impact or anything else, that the
investment now in this one extension would be worth
doing.

AUDIENCE MEMBER: You're under oath.

MR. THORNTON: Let me answer this way, in
reference to the comment from the crowd that I'm under
oath, my opinion doesn't make much difference, but the
opinion that matters is, frankly, the bond market. The
bond market, which has to purchase the debt issued by
TCA, supported and backed by future tocll revenues, that
will be the determining factor as to whether they think
the investment is appropriate. Not me personally.

MS. KALEMKIARIAN: I understand.

MR. THORNTON: And I would say over the years
-- the TCA has been in business since 1986. Every
project that TCA has built has been built in segments.
Every project has been successfully financed.

AUDIENCE MEMBER: That's not the question.

MR. THORNTON: And so the bond market, the
capital market, has made the judgment that projects are
worthwhile investing 1in, and they believe that they're
worthwhile investing in.

MS. KALEMKIARIAN: Your answer -- I understand

there's lots of moving parts and the bond market may
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have to decide. Maybe it won't get built because you
won't raise the money. But I guess the problem I have
with the concept is on the one hand -- and I get this
problem. On the one hand we have a segment of a larger
project which is being described and is being described
as a segment to the bond market, I would assume; right?
You're telling them that this is the first part of a
longer project we hope to eventually build?

MR. THORNTON: We would -- we haven't gone to
the bond market for this project yet.

MS. KALEMKIARIAN: But when you do it will be a
segment of a larger project.

MR. THORNTON: But they —-- but they -- believe
me, they will not depend on the revenues from the larger
unapproved project to decide whether to purchase the
bonds.

MS. KALEMKIARIAN: So it would be the revenues,
the utility, the approval of the -- this one segment
that will go into the raising of funds to build this one
segment?

MR. THORNTON: That plus the revenue from the
existing facilities.

MS. KALEMKIARIAN: Obviously. But not from the
stuff that's not built.

MR. THORNTON: There will be very few investors
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that would expect revenue from future facilities that
are not yet permitted.

MS. KALEMKIARIAN: If you come back to this
board, which I fully expect will happen, frankly, in
another couple of years and say, we're ready now to —-
we want to do the next segment. We're going past Cow
Camp. Now we're going to go towards the five or towards
the position where we start to get into other kinds of
environmental impacts and other kind of water quality
concerns. You're prepared in the TCA -- I -- I don't
mean you personally, of course. The TCA is prepared
that we may say, wait a minute, now you're talking about
something different. We're not talking about -- we're
not talking about just this first portion.

MR. THORNTON: Of course whatever future
project we decide to pursue, and to what ex -- whatever
extent 1t has impacts on state water then we will
obviously have to come before this board and address
those 1ssues with regard to that project. That's clear.
This -= the permit that's before you is only with regard
to 4/10ths of an acre for a five-mile road.

MS. KALEMKIARIAN: Which you would build if
anything else happens.

MR. THORNTON: Correct.

MS. KALEMKIARIAN: Assuming you get the
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funding.

MR. MORALES: Folks 1in the audience, if you
have comments when somebody else is speaking, please
keep them to yourself. It is disruptive.

AUDIENCE MEMBER: He didn't have respect.

MR. MORALES: Folks, with respect to the
designated parties, I'll put it this way, the NGO's if
they wanted to raise a procedural point of order and
they choose to do so, I will show them the same amount
of deference that I would to any other designated party
that ask for a point of order.

But I'm just asking, as a matter of common
courtesy, 1f somebody is speaking just please, you know,
keep your opinions to yourself. When we get to the
public participation portion I'm sure you will have the
opportunity, hopefully, to voice your views at that
point. Thank you.

MR. THORNTON: Go to baseline. I wanted to
address testimony that you have heard with regard to
baseline water quality monitoring suggesting that the
WDR should not be issued until the baseline data 1s in
place. Well, in fact, you already have baseline data,
as your staff has noted in their responses to comments,
there's a formal program that the state service water

and the monitoring program, known as SWAMP, monitors all
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of California surface waters.

Orange County has a very aggressive water
quality monitoring program. Indeed there are over 50
water quality monitoring sights in San Juan Creek
immediately downstream of this project. So there's

extensive existing baseline data consistent with the

baseline plan. I want to make a point here about the
consistency of the MS4 permit. This project, because
your staff has required -- your staff has reqguired to us

comply with the standards of the MS4 permit. Moreover,
they have required us to comply with the standards in
the Orange County water guality management plan, which
no other state highway has been required to comply with.
So it's fair to say that no state highway in the state
has been required to comply with the water quality
standards imposed by your staff or recommended by your
staff in the tentative order that is before you. Now in
response to board member Abarbnel's question about
pollutants, what's in the pollutants, and what is the
effectiveness of the treatment. T think that was the
question. The pollutants of concern from highways,
included heavy metals, total suspended solids, trash and
total hydrocarbons, the TCA proposes to use and your
tentative order would require, vegetated swales, Austin

sand filters, which I don't think any other highway
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project 1is using, and permeable overlay asphalt, which I
think you saw a graphic of last time, to remove
pollutants of concern, this, the studies indicate
removes 90 percent of those pollutants. And this is
before the water passes through the sand filters, which
are also proven to be about 90 percent effective.

So, again, we're being asked to meet a standard
that no other state, highway, Cal Trans, has not been
asked to meet. No other large transportation project in
the state has been asked to meet the standards that your
staff 1s recommending and that we're willing to accept.

Next. Go back. 1In conclusion, as I have just
said, the WDR conditions proposed by your staff are the
most rigorous in any of the states and we respectfully
request that you close the public hearing today and
approve the WDR.

I did want to ask Dr. Bob to respond to one of
the polnts that was made that the chair allowed us to
respond with regard to the hydro-modification questions.
Dr. Bob.

MR. MORALES: Before you go there -- there may
be some questions.

MR. THORNTON: Where are we on time?

MR. STRAWN: You have about 16 minutes left,

close to 17.
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MR. THORNTON: Thank you.

MR. STRAWN: 16.45.

MR. MORALES: I do want the record to reflect
that we have gone back and looked at the time we were
keeping for the prior group of speakers from the
Coalition and we are fairly convinced that you all had
your 30 minutes and it wasn't just the 20. We have our

timekeeping system and I think we followed the system

and we use it the countdown timer so -- but, Mr. Thorn,
before -- I guess Dr. Bob -- before Dr. Bob speaks if
you could, one of the points that was raised by -- by

Mr. White, he said that as, I guess, a public agency, I
think what he was referring to was the CEQA section that
says public agencies can make findings or have a
responsibility to make findings and there may be a lack
of distinction between lead agency and responsible
agency. What is your take on that?

MR. THORNTON: I would refer Mr. Chairman you
use CEQA guideline section 15042, which I think speaks
directly to this point. And let me just read it because
1t can do a better job than I can do at trying to
describe 1t. And it describes the distinction between
lead agency and responsible agency. And so it says --
for example, first it says a lead agency has broader

authority to disapprove a project than does a
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responsible agency. Then it goes on to say, quote, for
example, an alr guality management district acting as a
responsible agency would not have the authority to
disapprove a project for water pollution effects that
were unrelated to air quality aspects of the project
regulated by the district, close quote.

So I think that answers the question directly.
CEQA is extremely clear that the responsibility of the
responsible agency 1is limited -- limited to your
jurisdiction. And the facts before you today are that
we —— you have a project that has very small impacts,
very large mitigation, and is required to meet standards
that no other highway project in the state has been
required to meet. Dr. Bob.

MR. ANDERSON: Before you go, one last
question. Wouldn't you agree given the importance of
those resources that are downstream where the water goes
out and the public use of those that 1t is good that
you're meeting those.

MR. THORNTON: We think it's appropriate and
that's why we are more than happy and willing to meet
those standards and we're committed to meeting those
standards. Thank you.

MR. STRAWN: Next we have Lesa Heebner.

MS. HEEBNER: Good afternoon, I'm Lesa Heebner,
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Council Member of the City of Solana Beach. First, I
must state that I am stunned that we are here again
talking about the Toll Road. I attended the Coastal
Commission hearings back in '08. I opposed the Toll
Road then and I'm here to today to oppose it again in
it's repackaged mini-road format.

At that time, the Toll Road was ultimately
denied by the Coastal Commission as inconsistent with
the Coastal Act, and subsequently rejected by the US
Secretary of Commerce. And this is board also rejected
the TCA's application for the full maxi footprint for
the Foothill South Toll Road, but here we are again.

And T understand that the reasons is how we got this far
is because the lead agents TCA, can approve their own
documents and proceed straight to the permit stage which
1s what bring us here today.

You, the water board, are the first independent
review of this proposal. I believe the project segment
before you, both violates CEQA and harm the beneficial
uses of adjacent watersheds as well as nearby coastal
resources.

First, it is common knowledge that CEQA does
not allow a project to be piecemealed, but what 1is
before you is a short five-mile segment of a piece of a

larger project, obviously as this five-mile stretch does
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go nowhere. Were you to approve this, not only would it
be to approve a project that vioclates CEQA, giving a
project momentum to be built in its entirety without it
being reviewed in its entirety --

MR. STRAWN: Excuse me, could you go a little
slower, the recorder is —--

MS. HEEBNER: You know what, I will hand you my
remarks, how's is that. Okay.

Were you to approve this, not only would it be
to approve a project that violates CEQA giving a project
momentum to be built in its entirety without being
reviewed in its entirety, but built all the way down to
San Onofre State Beach, a park located entirely within
San Diego County. If the entire road is built, and
obviously that 1s the intent, it will destroy one of
Southern California's remaining stretches of coastal
wild lands and will impair coastal access to the public.
Both are resources that might constituents have made
clear they want to see preserved.

Second, it is my understanding the San Juan
Creek Watershed 1s already degraded. Would not approval
of this five-mile stretch, which would pave the way to
the entire 16-mile Toll Road project, previously
rejected, violate your own policies, i1ncluding HMP and

MS4, written to ensure beneficial uses of waterways?
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Finally, how will additional erosion within the
San Juan Creek Watershed impact the coast where it meets
the ocean? Another area of water quality board
responsibility.

Given your mission to develop and enforce water
quality measures and implement plans that will protect
the area's water, T respectfully ask this board to
reject adopting the tentative Water Discharge
Requirements for the proposed Tesoro Extension. Please
reject the WDR.

Additionally, I do have the remarks of Mayor
Teresa Barth if you would like me Lo read them they're
very short and I will go slowly. She was the Mayor of
Encinitas who had to leave earlier.

MR. STRAWN: We did have a speaker card for
her:

MR. ABARBNEL: Yes.

MR. STRAWN: Go ahead with that?

MR. ABARBNEL: Yes.

MR. STRAWN: By the way you're already a minute
over so that only gives you a minute left for her.

MS. HEEBNER: She says that as an elected
official who cares about natural resources, water
quality and recreational opportunities in the greater

San Diego region, I'm concerned that the construction of
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this first section of road is simply an attempt to
circumvent the prior rejection by the Coastal
Commission, US Secretary of Commerce and CEQA, which
prohibits piecemealing of projects to avoid

environmental review.

If the entire road is eventually constructed it

would destroy a unigue and special place. Many of my
constituents have told me that they have enjoyed

San Onofre State Beach, located entirely within

San Diego County, with family and friends for
generations.

As the population of California continues to

grow, the loss of one of the last remaining stretches of

coastal wild lands and valuable recreational resource
unacceptable.

I urge you to reject the WDR. Thank you for
your continued service to protecting California's
waterways.

MR. STRAWN: Donna, you're next. Donna Frye.
And then Sam Allevatoc from -- the mayor from San Juan
Capistrano will be next.

MS. FRYE: Thank you. I want to thank this
board for sitting so long. I feel your pain. I'm
feeling it right now. This difference is I can leave.

You can't.
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I don't want to repeat the other speakers, but
I do want to bring to your attention some of the things
that I'm -- I'm wondering because I -- I ask a lot of
questions and I wonder things. And you have to base
your decision based today on who do you believe is
giving you the most reliable and the most adequate
information. And so you have a number of issues to
weigh in that regard.

One of the things that I'm wondering is how can
an agency such as the TCA stand before you and say that
they are proud of their public noticing for their
hearing on the environmental document when they called a
special meeting so they could not have to comply with
the 72-hour noticing provisions. They seem to be proud
of the fact that they called a special meeting and made
it very difficult if not impossible for members of the
public to attend which is why this hearing is so
important for us.

The other question 1is, is they're saying it's a
project, but I was looking at some of their information
related to this project and they say that the board only
approved the conceptual design, the conceptual design.
So they're coming before you saying they want you to
make final decisions on a conceptual design and they say

it's not the final decision of the project; they're

97




10

e

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

24

25

going to take a whole lot of other actions. In other
words, they are saying in their own documentation they
don't even know 1f it's a project.

I, as a former elected official, would
certainly not want to take a final decision on waste
discharge requirements and orders based on a concept. I
would certainly want to make sure that it was a complete
project and it had been identified, but if there is any
question about which side seems to be most forthright, T
was interested when I heard the TCA's comments related
to their bond documents because Fitch recently rated
some of the Foothill/Eastern transportation corridor
revenue bonds. This was on June l4th, 2013.

They're not very good as far as their ratings.
They are BBB minus and BB minus. Those are not --
they're stable. Let's put it this way. I have other
names for them, but the reason I bring this to your
attention, it's also interesting what agency tells one
group of people and how they represent the project to
another group of people. And so as I was looking at
some of the reasons why their bond ratings are not
particularly good, their Fitch talks about the ratings
sensitivity.

And specifically the one that sort of drew my

attention was this particular statement It said, "A
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decision to increase leverage to support the Foothill
South protect without commensurate financial mitigants."
I take that to mean that TCA absolutely plans to go
forward with this project, that they will go through
this project in its entirety and that they are
representing to other entities in order to get money,
they are telling them that they will be building these
projects.

I would suggest that at a minimum, somebody
pull the preliminary official statements and at least
take a look at them and see what they are representing
to the bond markets in order to receive their bonds.

And since everybody is quoting people, I thought I would
gquote a really great jazz musician, Ben Sidran to sum
this all up. "It's brand-new music but it's the same
old song."

If you don't have any questions, thank you for
sitting for so long, but I'm not going to be joining
you.

MR. ALLEVATO: Good afternoon. Good afternoon,
Chairman Morales and board members. I'm Sam Allevato.
I'm the Mayor Pro Tem for the City of San Juan
Capistrano. I'm also director of the San Juan
Capistrano Water District, which is a member agency of

the San Juan -- San Juan basin authority. As well as
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the director on the board of the Foothill/Eastern TCA.
My city is the one that has been disparaged, as nowhere
by the California attorney general when she says the
Tesoro Extension is the road to nowhere.

San Juan Capistrano has more than 35,000
residents and 14,000 dwelling units are planned directly
to the east of us across the street from our city limits
creating a future city the side of San Juan Capistrano.
We have attractions from a premier equestrian center to
the famous Mission of San Juan Capistrano, the
birthplace of Orange County. So we're pretty far from
nowhere.

The reason I'm telling you about my great city
is that the Tesoro Extensions proposed terminus will be
just north of Ortega near San Juan Capistrano. This
route will serve as an independent utility to provide
traffic relief and regional mobility for my constituents
and the 30,000 plus new residents moving into the Rancho
Mission Viejo.

Our groundwater recovery plant produces five
million gallons a day of drinking water to our
residents. Our City Council which is responsible for
this water source has been -- has voted to support this
project because they're confident that TCA's run-off

management plan and the best management practices will
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protect this resource.

This provides 100 percent of our drinking water
in the winter, nearly 50 percent of our drinking water
during the summer. Quite simpiy, as a stand-alone
project, the Tesoro Extension complies with CEQA and all
State laws and regulations. I encourage you to accept
your staff's recommendation and approve the waste
discharge permit for this five and a half mile route
that 1s near my historic city, not the beach.

Thank you very much for giving me the
opportunity to speak to you this evening —-- this
afternoon.

MR. STRAWN: Charles Puckett, Mayor Pro Tem of
Tustin. He'll be followed by Diane -- Steve Lamont is
next.

MR. PUCKETT: Good afternoon. Chairman Morales
and members of the water board, I'm Chuck Puckett, Mayor
Pro Tem of the City of Tustin.

My constituents use the 241 toll road
frequently and as a result, it was very important to
them that I made the trip to San Diego to emphasize the
importance of this extension project. Today if one
wishes to go to San Diego from Tustin, the only one
route is the I-5 freeway. You're fortunate in San Diego

that you have several east/west alternatives and
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north/south alternatives. In north -— north San Diego
County, you've got the 76, the 78 which goes east and
west, you've got the 52, you've got the 8, you've got
the 94 and the 54. You've also got I-15 north and the
I-5. Those are very important in case of emergencies.

As we found out last week when a propane tanker
overturned on the I-5 freeway in San Clemente, very
critical that there's no escape route. The freeway was
shut down for four hours, people were standing around on
the freeway, nothing to do, no way to get out, and
fortunately there were no medical emergencies but there
certainly could have been. The only alternative they
had was to sit and park and wait until the freeway was
cleared.

Once the Tesoro extension is completed and
built and Avenue La Pade is connected, folks will have
another way to get in and out of the area, but we need
your approval for the water quality permit. Please
approve this permit so we can build this project and
provide an alternative route to commuters through this
region. Thank you.

MR. STRAWN: You have an elected official that
kept to his time.

Next will be Lisa Bartlett and then Francine

Hubbard.
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MS. BARTLETT: Good afternoon, Chairman Morales
and board members. My name is Lisa Bartlett, and I'm
the Mayor Pro Tem of Dana Point and I also serve as
chairwoman of the Foothill/Eastern Board of Directors
and Transportation Corridor Agency.

Because I spoke in support of the TCA permit at
your meeting in March, I understand that the comments
today are limited to CEQA. A few important items that
you should consider when it comes the CEQA, since we
last spoke in March, our Foothill/Eastern TCA Board of
Directors voted unanimously to approve the addendum to
the CEQA document. The 5.5 mile Tesoro extension is an
independent utility. It serves local and regional
mobility needs as an important and critical stand-alone
project.

In 1981 -- or since 1981, TCA, Cal Trans and
County of Orange have prepared a certified three
environment impact reports. After 32 years of study and
analysis, it's time to move this project forward. Your
staff has thoroughly reviewed the water quality aspects
of this project that the water quality mitigation as
well as the CEQA compliance is adequate and recommend
approval. Please accept the recommendation of your
staff and approve this project.

With regards to mitigation, TCA is proposing a
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mitigation ratio of 20 to one, whereas the average
project of this scope is about three to one. So we're
going over and before what 1s necessary.

And with regard to the comment earlier with
regard to the rating agencies, the three rating agencies
of Fitch, Moody and Standard and Poor's have provided
the Foothill Transportation Corridor Agency with an
investment grade rating. And I just wanted to note
that.

Thank you very much for your time and
consideration today.

MR. LAMONT: Good afternoon, Chairman Morales
and board members. My name is Steve Lamont and I'm a
representative with Assemblywoman Diane Harkey. We
represent the South Orange County cities Aliso Viejo,
Coto de Caza, Dana Point, Ladera Ranch, Mission Viejo,
Laguna Hills, Laguna Niguel, Rancho Santa Margarita, San
Clemente and San Juan Capistrano.

As word of TCA's plan to build the Tesoro
extension, I traveled around the community. Ms. Harkey
had received a significant response from residents and
businesses throughout our district. Residents and
business owners alike are passionately in favor of this
Tesoro extension. Our constituents have cited a variety

of reasons why they support this road including safety,
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traffic relief and mobility.

They have also praised TCA for their continued
focus on the environmental -- on the environment and
ensuring that the road will actually enhance water
quality in the region. Our constituents conveyed
unwavering confidence in the process that TCA has used
to allow sufficient opportunity for public review and
comment. They cited hundreds of public meetings and
hearings that have been conducted over offer the last
three decades.

Furthermore, constituents expressed concern and
disappointment that this important infrastructure
project could be delayed by a perceived need for a new
EIR. The message from our districts have been clear.
TCA has fully mitigated any water quality impact and the
project fully complies with CEQA. On behzalf of
Assemblywoman Diane Harkey, I strongly encourage you to
approve TCA WDR application. Thank you.

MS. HERBARG: Good morning, Chairman Morales
and board members. My name 1s Francine Herbarg and I
represent Kristina Shea, Irvine councilwoman. She could
not be here today and asked me to read her comments into
the record.

The 241 toll road was placed on the master plan

of arterial highways in 1981. 1In the 32 years that have
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passed, TCA Cal Trans and the County of Orange have
prepared, analyzed and certified no less than three
environment impact reports. The most recent certified
EIR was certified in 2006. It studied 38 alternatives
to extend 241 south of its current determinant at Oso
Parkway, including several alignments that stopped short
of connecting directly to the I-5 freeway. The fact
that in 2006 the Coastal Commission rejected one of
those 38 alternatives does not invalidate the other 37
alternatives that were also certified in the EIR.

The proposed Tesoro extension is the 5.5 mile
road that serves as an independent utility and will
relieve traffic and provide an alternative -- alternate
route from hundreds of thousands of commuters with
40,000 homes and five million square feet of commercial
space on construction in Mission Viejo. This is an
important and essential piece of the infrastructure
puzzle in south Orange County.

The addendum to the EIR that was unanimously
approved py the TCA poard shows that water quality
impacts have been fully studied and fully mitigated.
I'm sure your staff will agree that the mitigatiocn
measures from Austin sand filters, vegetative swales to
the flow filters and porous asphalt represents the gold

standard of water quality mitigation for roadway
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construction.

The TCA board's approval of the CEQA document
was appropriate and legal because this project clearly
operates as an independent utility. You should not only
approve this project because it is CEQA compliant and
because it fully mitigates water quality impact, but
because Orange County needs traffic relief alternative
like the Tesoro extension will help provide.

Thank you very much.

MR. MORALES: Lucille Kring, a councilwoman
from Anaheim.

MS. KRING: Chairman Morales and board members.
My name 1s Lucille Kring and I'm a councilwoman from the
City of Anaheim, the largest city in Orange County with
a population close to 350,000 homeowners. We are the
home to Disneyland, the Angels and the Ducks and over 20
million visitors each year that come from around the
world to visit our great events. We would not be able
to be such a hub of business and tourism if we had just
one way in and one way out of the city.

The Tesoro extension 1s crucial for not only
traffic relief, but as an emergency route and also for
good movement throughout the region. This project has
undergone three EIRs over the past 30 years, all three

of which were certified. Our board approved an addendum
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to the most recent CEQA document and we look forward to
your approval of the water discharge permit so we can
continue down the regulatory process toward the eventual
construction of the five and a half mile extension that
has been decades in the making.

And all the mayor and four council members
absolutely support this project. The 241 begins in
Anaheim at the north end of the 241, and when our
residents go to the 241 and they can't complete the
process down to Cow Camp, it's very difficult for them
to move over to the 5. We can only widen the 5 so much.
It costs billions of dollars to put one more lane and
then all of the homes and businesses that would have to
be taken. So the Tesoro extension is a means to an end
and we appreclate your support. Thank you.

MR. ABARANEL: May I ask you a question?

MS. KRING: Sure. I went too fast?

MR. ABARANEL: No. Everybody from Orange
County thinks this is a great idea. Can you give us
some reasons why you think this is a really bad idea?

MS. KRING: Oh, my goodness. Well, personally,
I don't think -- I'll give you -- all honesty, I live in
the flats of Anaheim. Anaheim is a very long city.

It's 20 -- it's 50 square miles. It's 23 miles long.

And we're a narrow city, so my side of the city, we go
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down the 5. The east side of the city, they have the
241 . And all honesty, I do not use the toll roads
because I hardly ever leave Anaheim since I'm a
councilwoman there and try to do all my shopping and
business there.

And other people keep telling me that without
the 241, it's very difficult to -- 241 has been a major
relief for traffic. They love it. They get there.

They have cell towers now. They get great cell service.
So I really can't think of any reason why you should not
support this. Its mobility, just heard about the tanker
truck, the propane tanker truck tLhal had a problem the
other day and closed the freeway down for four hours.

On the news reports they kept saying well, you
can go over the 52 -- I mean, the I-15. Well, it's a
two lane, very old road to get there and you can't force
that many cars and trucks in the 5 when they're stuck in
traffic and force them to get to the 15. It just isn't
time sensitive. So the only reason I can think of is --
the best way -- I can't think of any reason why you
should not approve this.

Basically, they have done all the mitigation,
the standard of water quality is gold standard, they
have gone to much, much more level than anybody has

requested. That's the way TCA does things. They do it
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to the best that they can and always above what they're
requested to do.

MR. ABARANEL: Thank you.

MR. STRAWN: Gary Felien, Oceanside City
Council.: And he'll be followed with Rhonda Riordan.

MR. FELIEN: Thank you very much for hearing my
remarks. I just want to come down and say that I as a
councilman, the majority of Oceanside City Council
supports this project. It is on record for doing so
because in the City of Oceanside, we have thousands of
commuters who go up to jobs in Orange County every day
and anything that helps relieve traffic on I-5 will be a
huge help.

The commuters in our city, certainly I have
family and relatives where I commute up to Ocean —-
Orange County on a regular basis, and there's always a
bottleneck going through San Clemente. So anything that
helps relieve traffic there would be a help. And
certainly I would like to ask this board to make sure
that any decision you make is based on science and based
on the law and not based on hysteria.

And I'm not an engineer. I'm not a lawyer.

But i1t seems to me this project has met every hurdle
that has been asked of 1t in terms of water quality and

what 1t needs to do to protect the environment. Whether
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or not the five-mile extension makes sense as a business
decision of the corridor and basically that's their
call. And bond holders will decide whether they made a
good investment or not, but it does seem it's a
stand-alone project.

To me, I'm surprised that no one's discussed
the huge commuter flow that comes over Ortega Highway
intc Orange County every day and having an alternative
to go north which this project will provide, will
provide more relief of I-5. So I urge you to support
your staff's recommendation which recognizes that this
project has met every environmental quality and CEQA
requlirement that is required and that you vote yes.
Thank you very much.

MR. ABARANEL: Can I ask you a question?

MR. FELIEN: Yes.

MR. ABARANEL: If this were the project
proposed in 2006, would you support that?

MR, FELIEN: Well, is that a way of asking
would I support the whole project?

MR. ABARANEL: Yes, 1t is.

MR. FELIEN: Well, I certainly support the
whole project and always have, but the issue of whether
or not it's incremental and should be or shouldn't be.

That's a lawyer's decision and T'm certainly not
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gqualified to answer that question. But whether or not
it's a stand-alone, you know, business decision and 1t
meets the legal requirements seems to me that the rest
the bait is for another day.

I certainly hope that project goes through and
I would look forward to seeing that because I think
certainly one thing that improves the environment 1s
having roads that flow smoothly and aren't clogged with
traffic. But I think an electric car that protects the
environment needs an open freeway and anything that will
help provide smoother flowing traffic protects the
environmenl. And traffic congestion does not.

I certainly would be happy to compare air
quality where freeways are flowing smoothly, air gquality
where there's congestion, and I think we all know what
the answer to that would be. Thank you very much.

MS. RIORDAN: My name again, I'm Martha
Riordan, Chairman Morales. And you know, it's a little
cooler up here than it 1is back there. TIt's also a lot
cooler in the library. You may want to think about
going over there for little while. But thank you very
much. I just want to thank you for letting us come and
speak to you. This is the second time I was at the
meeting in Costa Mesa 1in March.

And I just want to tell you that as Mayor of
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Mission Viejo, I have to look at things from a very

realistic perspective. I cannot -- I cannot think about
what my personal preferences are. I have to look at
things -- everything from a broader perspective. I got

95,000 residents and so that's why I'm here today. All

right.

Our residents are strongly supportive of the
241 extension, the Tesoro extension. 71 percent. I
just checked with our latest survey. 71 percent of the

residents in Mission Viejo support the Tesoro extension
and that's all we're going down to is Cow Camp Road.
There is no other alignment, so we can't go any further
than that at this point and T understand what the
concerns are.

Not only will this project offer our residents
-- my residents an alternative route north and south,
but it will also bring additional customers to our
businesses in Mission Viejo in case some people haven't
-- don't remember we are economic recession. So you're
purview here is clear today. Does this project fully
mitigate any water guality impacts? And I think the
answer 1s yes.

This project sets a new gold standard for water
quality protection. It will have Austin sand filters.

I have seen pictures of those. I don't know -- I
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haven't seen them in -- in -- I can't touch them, and
vegetative swales -- I know what a swale is -- to hold
and treat the water close litter to control the rate of
runoff flow and porous pavement. Now, that's an
interesting concept and it's actually reality. That is
designed to filter the rain water prior to runoff.
These are all water quality issues. I wish all roads
could be this environmentally sensitive.

Your second question is does this project
comply with CEQA. I had that asked of me the other day
at our council meeting by one of council members.

MR. STRAWN: Your time 1s up.

MS. RIORDAN: I got two more sentences. The
answer 1s yes. I serve on the TCA board and we approve
the addendum to the CEQA document since the March
regional board hearing in Costa Mesa. I encourage you,
please, to listen to your staff which is recommending
approvael of this permit so we can continue to move
forward in the planning process and thank you so much.
Very much.

MR. STRAWN: Mark Swain, council member from
Yorba Linda. And you will be followed by Steven Lamont.

MR. SWAIN: Good afternoon, Mr. Chairman,
members of the board. My name is Mark Swain. I'm on my

17th year as a member of the Yorba Linda council. 1I've
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served four of those years as mayor. I'm also a --
Yorba Linda's representative to the transportation
corridor agency, Foothill/Eastern crew.

I strongly urge your approval of our permit to
build the extension five and a half miles further to Cow
Camp Road. It will serve to alleviate traffic in the
new development. Rancho Mission Viejo, it will give
people coming over Ortega Highway inland empire an
alternative route to central/north Orange County. We
will provide an alternate to I-5 north of that section
where traffic jams on I-5 and it has been mentioned
several times today, the propane truck accident of just
a week or so ago.

There are many, many people that flow both
north and south. It's imperative that we have a second
alternative route, at least as far as Cow Camp Road.
Thank you very much. Hope I was as brief as possible.

MR. STRAWN: Under a minute. Thank you. Steve
La Mont. He already spoke. How about Jeff Turner?

MR. TURNER: Good afternoon, Chairman Morales
and board members. My name 1is Jeff Turner and I
represent the associated general contractors as their
2013 president. I'm also a third generation Southern
California resident and out of San Diego. I'm here

today to -- to advocate for Tesoro Extension Project on
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a number of bases.

Number one, the project is in compliance with
CEQA regulations and 1it's in compliance with outreach
requirements and the general requirements of moving
forward on a project of this magnitude. The AGC would
like to commend the TCA for its leadership in creating a
model for environmental and water guality standards for
a necessary and economically feasible California highway
system, which is the Tesoro extension. On behalf AGC,
we advocate for you to move forward with the approval of
the project.

MR. MORALES: How many jobs are we talking
about, ballpark?

MR. TURNER: Construction jobs or total impact
jobs as a result of the economy?

MR. MORALES: Construction because you
represent them.

MR. TURNER: TImpact jobs is the directly
outcome of the economy, thousands. Directly to the
project and the correlation factor of how that spans out
in the community and the adjacent businesses, they're
affected by construction, not to mention the fall on
economic benefits of smooth mobility in the thousands.

MR. ANDERSON: And I think the analysis that

has 16,000 jobs, too many.
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MR. MORALES: That would be the construction of
the development and all of that --

MR. TURNER: Right.

MR. ANDERSON: Am I wrong on that?

MR. THORNTON: I don't have that figure. And
go ahead.

FEMALE SPEAKER: Just briefly I'd like to
answer your questicn. The Tesoro extension of 5.5 miles
creates 2,400 jobs just for that extension, $17.7
million the State and local taxes, and $380 million the,
economic output.

MR. MORALES: 1Is that yearly? Sorry. Is the
State and local taxes, 1s that per year, the 17.4? Just
curiosity. The jobs, when you said for the extension
itself, that's just the folks that are actually building
the extension; is that right?

FEMALE SPEAKER: Well, it encompasses all jobs.
Construction joks and non-construction jobs, which is
great for California. You know, we still have a high
unemployment rate as you know.

MR. STRAWN: Heather Baez? Heather Baez, going

once, going twice. Next up will be a Martin Pane.
MS. BAEZ: Good afternoon, Chairman Morales and
board members. My name is Heather Baez and I represent

Senator Mark Wyland who represents the 38th district.
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Our district includes South Orange County, Coto de Caza,
Dana Point, and Ladera Ranch, Mission Viejo, Rancho.
And North San Diego County including Carlsbad and
Encinitas, Escondido, San Marcos, Palm Beach and Vista.

My pleasure to be here today to speak 1in
support of the Tesoro extension. I'm aware that there
are several lawsults that have been filed against TCA
for everything from piecemealing the evaluation of the
project to failing to prepare a new EIR.

TCA did not pilecemeal the analysis of potential
environmental impacts of future extensions of State
Route 241. During the CEQA process, the certification
of the 2006 final subsequent EIR, the TCA evaluated 38
alternatives for extending -- they brought 241 south of
the Oso Parkway.

As for the claim that TCA failed to prepare a
new EIR, the Tesoro extension is a modification of the
project described in the 2006 final subsequent EIR.
CEQA prohibits agencies from preparing a subsequent or
supplemental to a previously certified EIR unless
changes to the project or changed circumstances were
will result in new significant environmental effects or
an increase in the severity of the significant effect
identified in the prior EIR.

On behalf of Senator Wyland and those of who
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live and work in the 38th district, I urge you to
approve the TCAs waste discharge requirement application
and Lo enhance mobility through our region. Thank you.

MR. STRAWN: After Mr. Paine will be me Vermica
Requez.

MR. PAINE: Good afternoon, Chairman Morales,
board members. My name is Martin Paine. I'm the
district director for California State Senator Mimi
Walters. She represents the 37th district, coastal
region, the South Orange County. I would like to stand
here in support on behalf of Senator Walters of the
Tesoro extension.

The senator and I, as we all are now, are very
aware of the lawsuits that are coming about.
Unfortunately, these lawsuits are another delay for a
critically needed route for south Orange County. 1 am
one of the -- I think I'm the only representative from
the state side that previously represented the mountain
range communities during the big fire and am well aware
of the need of an expedient access route of fire prone
area.

These 14,000 homes that are on the list to be

built in the eastern region
families that are living in

need to == that may need to

of Orange County. There are
an urban interface area that

get out 1in an event of a
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fire. And unfortunately, those routes are very limited
right now and it 1s critically important that this
extension get through there on a public safety basis
alone.

The Tesoro -- Tesoro extension is a
modification of the project -- in the 2006 final
subsequent EIR, CEQA prohibits as has already been
mentioned, the agencies from preparing subsequent or
supplement to a previously certified EIR unless there
are changes in the project or changed circumstances that
result in significantly new environmental effects or an
increase in severity of significant effects identified
by the prior EIR.

On behalf of Senator Walters and the 940, 000
rep -- citizens she represents in her district, we urge
you to support the extension of the TCA WDR application
and we very much appreciate your time this afternoon.
Thanks very much.

MS. YRIQUEZ: Chairman Morales and board
members, good afternoon. It is just a pleasure to be
here today in front of your board. My name is Veronica
Yriguez and I'm here on behalf of Orange County
Supervisor Pat Bates who represents the fifth district
which encompasses all of South Orange County.

The supervisor 1is extremely proud of the

120




10

5l

152

13

14

15

16

18

19

20

2Nl

22

23

24

29

extensive transportation infrastructure improvements
that have pbeen built and planned in South Orange County
under her watch, not only for the traffic congestion
relief that they provide, but for the way they have
addressed environmental mitigation as part of the
planning and construction process.

The Tesoro extension is a critical component to
traffic relief for South Orange County and she served on
the board that approved the original CEQA document as
well as the board that approved the addendum for the
Tesoro extension because.

Because the Tesoro extension is an independent
utility as you have heard today, it can be approved
without identifying the location of any potential
subsequent sediment. Whether the roadway is eventually
extended and where that extension would take place is
another argument for another day. Because the Tesoro
extension provides the regional traffic relief as a
stand-alone option and because the TCA board has
approved the addendum to the CEQA document, it is now
incumbent upon you to vote on the waste discharge permit
to the merits of water quality mitigation of this
project only.

On behalf of Orange County Supervisor Pat

Bates, please approve this permit so the roadway

121




15

16

1

18

20

21

2.2

23

24

25

infrastructure project can be built. And, again, thank
you for your time.

MR. STRAWN: I understand I had missed Esther
Sanchez, mayor of Oceanside, and I -- was 1t red card or
a green card because I can't find 1it.

MS. SANCHEZ: I'm not sure. Somebody else —-

MR. MORALES: It's right here.

MS. SANCHEZ: Okay. Thank you.

San Diego Regicnal Water Quality Control Board,
my name 1s Esther Sanchez, and I'm a council member for
the city of Oceanside. I rise to speak in opposition to
this project. Our city was so concerned about the
unacceptable environmental impacts and critical loss of
recreational and coastal resources, that we took a
position against this project when originally presented,
an official position that exists today.

I incorporate that position by reference and
heppen to submit a copy of that action by e-mail within
a few minutes if I can be provided with your e-mail
address. Nothing has changed with respect to this
project except that is now coming to you in an attempt
to get approval on an illegal piecemeal basis. With no
CEQA analysis of the plan intuitive impact that the
final project will have.

This continues to be a self-certifying
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development inducing project with significant
unmitigable impact. There is no way that the developer
can recreate the same or similar unique and precious
water-based resource, including five significant native
American culture and archeological sacred sites.

There are reasonable and superior alternatives
to this. This project is simply meant to increase
development opportunities and would therefore stimulate
and create more and unacceptable traffic and
transportation impacts and congestion than sought to
address, which 1s inconsistent with State and regional
smart growth policies.

Simply put, this is a regurgitation of the same
project, but in an unlawful piecemeal manner. The
developer admits that this is one segment of the
original project and that it is the original project
that they are pursuing. And it pretty boldly states
that-a lot of projects are built in segments. They may
be built in segments but they are studied, reviewed and
approved as an entire project, not piecemeal.

It 1s certainly alarming that most if not all
toll rocads have filed for bankruptcy protection, pushing
the cost to our taxpayers. The first segment on its own
has no independent use, yet it will have unequivocal

environmental impact to the San Juan Creek watershed.
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In 2005, the Army Corps of Engineers concluded that
additional degradation such as this is project will
cause failure of existing water and sewer lines and
disappear of the watershed altogether.

As an elected official, the City of San Diego
-- of the city -- of the city in San Diego County
closest to the project who cares about our region's
national resources and water guality, I am tremendously
concerned that what 1s before you 1is a devious attempt
to obtain an approval for a project that has already
been turned down, a project that will destroy one of our
region's few remaining coastal wild lands and public
coastal recreational resources.

We 1in Oceanside are always thankful for Camp
Pendleton, which serves as buffer and definite change
from the horrible urban sprawl and bad planning of
Orange County. Your mission and authority are to
develop, implement and enforce water quality goals that
protect our region's water resources which is the most
precious resource we have in Southern California.

This entire project has already been rejected
once by the California Coastal Commission and the Bush
administration. I respectfully urge you to exercise
your independent review and reject this plan for water

discharge regquirements to propose the Tesoro extension
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241 project. Thank you.

MS. WITTE: Mr. Chairman, can we take a short
break so I can empty my recorder, please.

MR. MORALES: All right. Let's take a
five-minute break. And what I am going to ask -- we'll
-- we'll give you the lineup for when we come back, but
during that break as I mentioned earlier, if there are
any groups of you that want to sort of pool your
position, please let us know because it's getting late.
It's almost 5 o'clock.

MR. STRAWN: When we come back, it will be
Brett Robertson, Penny Maynard.

(Recess.)

MR. MORALES: Would you please take your seats.
First up will be Penny Maynard, followed by Brett
Robertson.

MS. MAYNARD: Good afternoon, Chairman Morales,
also board members. My name is Penny Maynard and I
represent the San Clemente Chamber of Commerce. There
seems to be misinformation circulating about CEQA
compliance, so that's what I'l1l focus my comments. The
Tesoro extension is an independent stand-alone project
and this segment alone will reduce traffic congestion.

TCA has gone above and beyond to follow

alternatives in possible environment impacts and to
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encourage public participation in every level. EIRs for
the entire project were completed and evaluated 38
alternatives to extend 241 toll road south of Oso
Parkway, including alignment that stopped short of I-5.

It is very common and an accepted practice for
transportation projects to be evaluated and constructed
in an independent utility segment. Over the last three
decades, TCA has conducted hundreds of public meetings
on the SR-241 extension. TCA has participated in
multiple meetings with the environmental groups. Other
State and local agencies have also conducted public
hearings.

Clearly there has been sufficient opportunity
for public review and comment. TCA approved the
addendum regarding the Tesoro extension in a meeting
noticed in accordance with California open meeting laws.
The addendum was made available to the public well
before the regional board hearing and before the TCA —-
TCA board's approval of the addendum. I urge you to
approve TCA's waste discharge requirement application
and I thank you very much.

MR. ANDERSON: While speakers are coming up.
Just real quickly, the employment number that I had came
from a chart that described the employment that was

going to be generated by the 14,000 homes, not the toll
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road extension. Sorry about that.

MR. ROBERTSON: Good afternoon. My name 1is
Brett Robertson and thank you for listening. Chairman
Morales and fellow board members, I'm here representing
Mayor Anthony Beall from the City of Rancho Santa
Margarita. I have been asked to record a letter into
the record, so I have a copy for the clerk as well.

"Dear Chairman Morales, I have the pleasure of
serving as both the mayor of Rancho Santa Margarita and
director on the Foothill/Eastern TCA board. As mayor,
my key priorities include ensuring a high quality of
life, continued economic growth and the overall vitality
of the community. The Tesoro extension is crucial to
the mobility of our 50,000 residents and the economic
growth of our local business community.

"The Rancho Santa Margarita City Council has
repeatedly and unanimously supported the extension of
the 241. In my role as director, I approve the zddendum
that clearly demonstrates the Tesoro extension will not
have ahy new significant impacts and will in fact reduce
the impact of the preferred alternative evaluated and
the final subsequent EIR between Oso Parkway and Cow
Camp Road.

"The Tesoro extension changes the prior diamond

interchange at Cow Camp Road to a simpler T-intersection
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configuration and includes shift to minimize impact to
surface waters and to avoid an existing reservolir used
for Rancho Mission Viejo ranch operations. The Tesoro
extension avoids impacts to the Corporation of
Engineers' jurisdictional wetlands and limits permanent
impacts to waters of the state to four-tenths of an
acre.

"T also want to clarify any misunderstanding
related to the claim of piecemeal evaluation of the
extension of the 241. The TCA did not piecemeal the
analysis of the potentidal environment impact of the
future extensions of the 241. During the CEQA process
leading the certification of the 2006 final subsequent
EIR, the TCA evaluated 38 alternatives for extending the
241 south of Oso Parkway.

"The alternatives included multiple
alternatives for extending the 241 one to the I-5
alignments that stopped short of the I-5, such as the
Tesoro extension and alternatives such as improvement to
the I-5 and surface streets.

"Thus, the environmental impacts of both short
and full-length extension of the 241 have been evaluated
and disclosed to the public as required by CEQA. The
Foothill/Fastern TCA is going above and beyond to ensure

that this roadway is built to the highest environmental
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standards while providing the needed regional mobility
and traffic relief that is required for residents and
businesses throughout Southern California.

"On behalf of the 50,000 residents of Rancho
Santa Margarita, I urge you to support the TCA's waste
discharge requirement application and to allow the
Tesoro extension to move forward. The Tesoro extension
is crucial to the economic growth and improve mobility
throughout the south Orange County.

"Sincerely, Anthony Beall."

MR. STRAWN: Mark Bodenhamer. Next will be a
Sean Acuna.

MR. BODENHAMER: Good afternoon, Mr. Chairman
and board members. We've been asked to speak for the
majority of the people who are here today speaking on
behalf of the toll road. In the interest of everyone's
time, we realize a lot of people are repeating the same
things and so we would like to consolidate it and then
ask people tc stand up and join us in supporting it and
others who want to speak, obviously that's up to you.

MR. MORALES: Much appreciated.

MR. BODENHAMER: Absolutely. My name is Mark
Bodenhamer. I'm here representing the San Juan
Capistrano Chamber of Commerce where I served as CEO.

want to point out that earlier a speaker asked you to
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decide which side is being more forthright today. I
would ask you to do opposite, actually. I don't think
that that's something that you guys can fairly
détermine.

And I think the most appropriate course of
action i1s to just take the facts to consider this
project as the independent project that it is, the
Tesoro extension. That's all we're here to talk about
today and I would hope that you guys will give it a fair
and thoughtful consideration that it deserves because
it's an important project. It's critical to our local
economy and 1t's a good project. It's compliant with
CEQA. TCA has gone above and beyond in their mitigation
efforts.

This project won't just benefit our community.
Orange County is the fifth largest county in the
country. With a population of over three million, we
are larger than 20 US states. The existing traffic
infrastructure was bullt to serve far fewer people than
are there now. I-5 and regional highways that don't
quite connect to each other simply cannot and do not
adequately serve the needs of residents and businesses.

Some proponents have great concerns about
whether TCA followed CEQA guidelines and allowed

sufficient opportunity for public review. I can tell
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you in my role, I've been involved in many public
meetings and hearings that were conducted to inform and
engage the surrounding communities. There have been
plenty of opportunities for the public to learn about
this project, ask questions and raise those concerns.
Now 1s the time for action.

On behalf of the Chamber of Commerce of San
Juan Capistranc and the 300 local businesses we
represent, I respectfully urge you to support the TCA's
waste discharge requirement application and get the
Tesoro extension on the road to completion. Thank you.

MS. BUCKNUM: Hi. I'm Wendy Bucknum, and I
have spoke before, so I will focus on different talking
points than I have before out of consideration and your
reguest.

I am a resident of Mission Viejo, so I actually
am protected by the lack of the finishing of this little
section, and the finishing of this portion will actually
impact Mission Viejo as our mayor Julie stated.

So I am also speaking on behalf of the South
Orange County Economic Coalition this afternoon. And
the Coalition was formed to study and support when
appropriate infrastructure projects that will enhance
economic growth and the quality of life in the region.

So we look at both things. Our board of directors which
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is made up of many of the top business leaders in
Southern California encourages your support for the TCA
waste discharge requirement permit application.

While the benefits of the Tesoro extension are
extensive, I would like to focus my comments
specifically on the CEQA compliance portion of it. The
opposition claims that since the 5.5 mile extension is
shorter than the extension approved by the TCA in 2006,
that the TCA required to prepare a supplement to the
2006 final subsequent EIR. We heard that quite a bit
today. This is completely false. Since the Tesoro
extension 1s a modification of the project described in
the 2006 final subsequent EIR, CEQA prohibits the
agencies from preparing a subseqguent or a supplemental
to a previously-certified EIR unless changes to the
project or changed circumstances will result 1in
significant new environmental effects.

A quote is also seying that TCA can approve --
approve an extension of SR 241 without first approving a
route for connecﬁing SR 241 with the I-5. The truth is
that it's not all that unusual for a transportation
agency to complete a CEQA analysis for a segment of a
larger project while continuing to study of the location
of subsequent segments.

Two of the many recent examples include the
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California High Speed Rail Project and the Exposition
Quarter Light Rail Project in Los Angeles. On behalf of
the South Orange County Economic Coalition as well as
people that I would ask at this point to please rise and
-- that are in support of this, the staff's
recommendation.

We encourage you to approve the TCA waste
discharge requirement application and I thank you so
much for your time. Thank you.

MR. MORALES: I do appreciate that, but I would
ask, 1f any of you that just stood up didn't like sign
the sheet outside that stated you were in favor or
didn't fill out a form, please find some way for us to
have the record reflect your position. Thank you.

MR. ACUNA: Good afterncon, board members. My
name 1s Sean Acuna and I am representing the United
Coalition to protect Panhe. As one of the founding
members of the organization, the United Coalition of —--
to Protect Panhe, the grassroots alliance of the
Acjachemen people dedicated to the protection of our
sacred rite Panhe.

We are here to voice our strong opposition to
the project before you today. Please refer to our
written comments submitted Friday, July -- June 7th,

2013 for more detalled information on our position. 1In
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summary, you see UCPP urges the board to deny this
project on the following grounds:

The proposed five-mile extension will impact
five cultural archaeological sites and potentially
impact sites listed on the sacred lands inventory
maintained by the California Native American Heritage
Commission. This proposal forward -- put forward by the
TCA is just an attempt to bypass State and federal
agency's decision and public opinion.

The five-mile extension is literally -- I'm
going to scratch that.

The Regional Water Quality Control Board must
examine the cumulative environmental and cultural impact
of the whole road and not merely the five-mile segment
proposed here. The TCA has not provided sufficient
notice of the project proposal to tribes with ancestral
territories within the project boundaries, traditional
cultural practitioners and representatives from local
tribal communities and organizations. State and federal
law requires lead agencies to consult in good faith with
any active Americans 1n this instance. Good faith
consultation includes adequate notice.

State and federal policies and procedures
regarding Native American sacred places and cultural

resources have substantially changed since the 2006
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Environmental Impact Report that the TCA relies on for
this project. The addendum does not address these
changes. TCA as a lead agency must comply with the
these changes in policy and procedure before moving
forward.

Panhe, which 1s located 1n State parks, 1is
9,000-year-old Acjachemen Village, sacred place and
burial grounds. It is one of the few remaining

Acjachemen sacred sites where our community can gather

and for ceremonial and culture practices. The proposed
toll road would destroy our sacred site. The project
must be denied. Every one of the cities supporting this

project have talked about the end result, the end result
being that it links up to the 5 south of this project.
That's what they're talking about. We're talking about
our indigent impact in this area. We ask you to deny
it. Thank you.

MR. MORALES: There have been references been
made a couple of times today to the Native American
sites.

MR. ACUNA: There are archaeological sites.
There are along —- 1n that area where it was referenced,
and I'm going to refer to you, board member Henry, where

we're talking about in A-1, where they were talking

about the wheel -- the creek along that area and they're
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located along that creek. And all those areas where

there was creek, or there was a river that ran through

the ocean, there were sites of Acjachemen. Acjachemen
would go from -- from Camp Pendleton, continue north to
Newport Beach, inland to Santiago Canyon. These were

all cultural resource areas for us.

MR. MORALES: Are the sites listed on --

MR. ACUNA: They are listed. They are listed.

MR. MORALES: -- in the registry?

And I guess the last cuestion, how often are
cultural -- I guess ceremonies held at Acjachemen?

MR. ACUNA: Panhe.

MR. MORALES: Panhe. Sorry.

MR. ACUNA: Since 2000 and -- since 2001, not
as much because much of the site is off limits to us at
this point. We're working with -- with the Department
of Navy on getting access to our ceremonial site, but it
is registered with them, this is an area of practice.
We do still gather there as a ceremonial site off site
and we register that with the State and Federal
governments.

MR. MORALES: Thank you. Acjachemen, how do
you spell that?

MR. ACUNA: You ready? A-C-J-A-C-H-E-M-E-N.

MR. MORALES: Thank you.
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MR. ACUNA: 1I'd also like to add that I'm also
an honorary member of the Hawaiian Surf Club of San
Onofre who directly opposes this.

MR. STRAWN: I had a couple more cards from the
Chamber of Commerce folks. Were you included in that
last group or do you want me to call you up separately,
Mr. Cave and Leah Hemsey.

MR. MORALES: Let's do it this way. For those
of you that filled out green cards that weren't part of
the group that stocod up or that still want to speak, can
you just let us know how many there might be, just so we
know with a show of hands.

Green card, so one, two, three, four. Okay.

MS. HEMSEY: And I'm Leah Hemsey from the
San Diego Chamber of Commerce and I won't repeat the
points made by others here today, but I just want to
state for the record that on behalf of our 3,000 member
tusinesses, we urge you to adopt the staff
recommendation of the revised tentative order so
construction can move forward on this vital addition on
the regional transportation system. Thank you.

MR. ABARANEL: Can I ask you a guestion? You
support the extension in 241 all the way to I-57?

MS. HEMSEY: We do.

MR. STRAWN: Thank you for being brief. Drew
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Murphy. He was designated some additional time from a
Howard Pippin, who I guess has left now.

MR. MURPHY: I'll be brief, try to be brief.
My name is Drew Murphy and I have taken the ocath. And
thank you, Chairman Morales, regional board, for this
opportunity to speak.

I represent Trout Unlimited, the oldest,
largest trout and salmon conservation organization in
America with 10,000 members in the state, 700 in Orange
County, and I serve as the chairman the state council as
well as a board member in Orange County.

As a citizen, I'm a small business owner in
Mission Viejo. Apparently I'm a minority of about 30
percent that doesn't agree with the mayor, but I have
lived there 29 years so I got a pretty good handle. I
fished, swam, hiked and camped in South Orange County.
I came here in South Orange County to get a job as a
citizen, raised my femily there, so I got a real big
vested interest.

To use testimony is always a little different
than the Cecalition. We support the Coalition as we have
since 2009. We speak, as you know, for the fish. And
one of the rarest forms of life and the only trout
native to Southern California streams, and through our

projects and the chapter we spent over $2 million of
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public money. This is on Trabuco Creek primarily, to
reconnect the lower sections to the upper sections.

People can't believe it. They say well,
there's no fish. Well, yes. There are. There's a
slightly -- just like the migratory forms like the
swallows that come back every single year. We see them
every single year, and that's why I'm here today.

A few points that maybe weren't addressed is
that, you know, we're here about the fish but we're also
here about the watershed. And our staff, our program
works, we try to protect, reconnect, restore and
sustain. That means in the upper areas, especially
public lands, you want to protect that from distraction
industries, from development, from hydro and just make
sure that everything is in place before it's built.

And that's where we're looking at the watershed
from San Juan, top to bottom. Not just a segment. You
have to look at it from top to bottom. All the way from
head waters in the mountains. TIt's 20 miles long to the
ocean out at Doheny. You can say the same thing for San
Mateo because 1f it goes to San Mateo, we talked about
San Mateo in 2005 and we're talking about San Juan in
2009. All these little trips up high, they're
important.

They're important for water quality, they're
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important for the sediment because we all live
downstream; right? Everything flows downstream. So
when it hits down in this project area, whatever happens
in that project area is also going to be flowing
downstream. So water quality, number one, is -- I mean,
CEQA has been talked about to death, but the water
quality, there's very little baseline data actually on
San Juan.

They set all these different sites, we got this
and this and that. And we did the first water quality
assessment in 2006, and that was the first baseline data
that Fish and Game ever had on that creek. So there's
not a whole lot of data. 1I've shared some tips -- some

information with Ray Armstrong, the Orange County Coast

Keeper. He said we're really starving for data on that.
So I'm not sure how much data they really have and --
in support of that. But this whole area 1s just natural
capital. We don't want to squander it.

We got some of the beautiful beaches —-- some of

most beautiful beaches in the world, oldest, ancestral,

everything and we just, you know, from top to bottom, we

just have very, very precious open space. We urge you
not to pass this permit at this time. Thanks for your
time. Questions? Thanks. Next.

MR. STRAWN: ©Next up would be Jim Moriarty from
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Surfrider. There's 24 cards from Surfrider, so if you
guys can figure out a way to maybe —--—

MR. MORIARTY: I'm smart enough that I don't
speak for every one of them. I would like to thank you
for your time and patience today. I would also like to
offer a special heartfelt thanks to all of the people
that are not paid today to come out.

I'm Jim Moriarty, the CEO of Surfrider
Foundation. As you can see from the hundreds of people
in this room and the overflow areas, this is a personal
issue. It's a personal issue to many of us. I go by
this issue lwice -- this area twice a day and as much as
I can, I stop and I surf this area. This 1s an odd
meeting. I think we're living in parallel universes.

I go back to something that someone much
smarter than me said. When we were talking about
Trestles, they said what country in the world has the
highest, most stringent environment standards. One
could argue it's the United States. What state within
that country has the most stringent environmental
standards. One could argue California. What
designation within that state, within that country has
the highest environmental standards. One would think
it's a state park.

And so that's what is so strange about this.
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We're here again and again talking about state parks.
That seems strange. It should make us all pause. Why
are we here talking about letting a private sea-based
road through a state park? Wouldn't we allow the same
thing in Yosemite? Would we put a toll bridge from one
rim to the other in the Grand Canyon? Of course we
wouldn't.

The road is a horrible idea. It's insulting to
the very foundation of democracy. National parks and
state parks are one of America's ideas and we are

sitting here and we are about to throw that out.

Splitting this road into pieces is a lie. And when we
were kids, when we told a lie, it was a lie. If I told
a lie to my mom in pieces, it was still a lie. This 1is
a lie.

And the jobs angle is insulting as well. In
the United States, it's a herring. The number one
tourist -- the number one dreaw in California is its
beaches. Second, tourism 1s one of the fastest-growing

industry in the economy. And third, 41 percent of the
United States -- United States gross domestic product is
generated from coastal community. All of those stats, T
got two weeks ago from Senator Stan Farr of California.
This is the golden goose. So I understand --

MR. STRAWN: Your time is up. If you have
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somebody to donate, thank you. We will need a name on

those.

MR. MORIARTY: Roderick Michener, Craig
Cadwallader --

MR. SKELTON: Don Skelton, he can have my time,
too.

MR. MORIARTY: That's all the time I need. I
have three sentences left.

I understand the pressures you're under.
Still, skill we are talking about our collective legacy.
What will you be remembered for? What will I Dbe
remembered for? What will our kids look up to us and be
proud about? So I urge you to deny this discharge
permit. I urge you to keep what's special akout
California special. Don't pave it. Leave it as it 1is.
It's already a gem. We already have paradise. Why
change that?

MR. STRAWN: Next up would be Alar Welti and
Joe McCarthy. Jim Moriarty just spoke, anc Joey
McCarthy gave him some time.

MALE SPEAKER: ©No, I gave him time.

MR. MORALES: Joe, you're up then.

MR. WALTI: Alan Walti, and I've been a surfer
for 55 years. First surfed San Onofre in 1958, probably

before most of you guys were born. Anvhow, regardless
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of that, you have all seen a lot of things happen over

time, a lot of things like Killer Dana. We now have
Dana Point Harbor. We got ILimine, a prime surf spot
there. We got Limine, a family diner up by Ventura

about putting a freeway over that.

And this whole idea of the 241 extension in
plieces, sooner or later, maybe not today, maybe not five
years, ten years from now somebody is going to be in
here talking to you guys about going down to the beach
and eliminating San Juan and San Mateo Creek with
supplies, the sand to the beaches which makes these
breaks pristine.

Lower Trestles was rated one of the top ten
surf spots in the world. If this continues on like
you're talking now, you're going to eliminate one of the
ten top spots in the world. Because you're going to

eliminate the sands that fills in the rocks that makes

it a perfect break. So I think it's a real travesty,
and I hope you vote no on the extension. Thank you.
MR. STRAWN: Did we get Joe, or did we -- Joe

McCarthy? Kristen Brenner and next one will be Graham

Hamilton.

MS. BRENNER: My name is Kristen Brenner and I
live 1n Solana Beach. I'm here to voice my opposition
to the Tesoro Extension Project. Extension =-- the PCS
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plan to construct a toll road through the Trestles that
we're speaking of. The plan is to construct the same
toll road that was rejected in 2008.

THE REPORTER: Hold on. Start over.

M5. BRENNER: A plan to construct the same toll
road was rejected in 2008 by both the Coastal Commission
and the Bush Administration and there's no reason that a
road should be built at this point. 1In the interest of
time, I will skip through that. I urge the regional
board to deny the WDC Tesoro Extension Project. Please
respect the 2008 decision and the will of the people by
not allowing the first section of this road to be
completed. Thank you.

MR. STRAWN: Graham will be followed by a
Lindsay Churrea.

MR. HAMILTON: Thank you very much for your
time and your patience today. My name is Graham
Hemilton. TI'm the chairman of the West Los Angeles
Malibu chapter of the Surfrider Foundation, and I'm sure
you know how we all feel about this.

For centuries, people have bheen moving to
California for the treasure of our lands and coastal
resources, and I see a lot of people out here today with
T-shirts that say "Good roads equal good jobs, equal

ood economies." But what I'm wondering -- I'm
g

145




10

&1L

12

13

14

145

16

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

wondering 1s how many quote, unquote good roads and good
jobs is it going to take before we pave over all of the
resources that have been the lifeblood of myriad
California econcmies from tourism to agriculture.

As it's been stated before, the traffic
problems in Southern Orange County are complex, and they
require sophisticated 21st Century solutions. I was
speaking with someone earlier who was in favor of this
extension and she said she is tired of hearing everybody
say no, but not offering any alternatives.

You guys are the Transportation Corridor
Agency. Transportation and alternative, build rail.
Please deny this permit.

MR. STRAWN: After Lindsay will be Sybil and
I'm going to skip that last name.

MS. CHURREA: Hello. My name is Lindsay
Churrea. Thank you for taking the time to hear us. I'm
an educator and a lover of clean water, and I'm here
from Los Angeles today because this 1s an important
issue. 1 thought I was here to talk to you about water
quality, but most people seem to be talking to you about
how you should manage traffic and I'm just going to
stick to my original plan.

If we are interested in approving projects that

mitigate damage and protect our areas' water and water
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guality, I think we should be looking ahead to projects
that not only mitigate impact, but that also consider
how we're going to eliminate and reduce carbon emissions
which we know will ultimately impact our water quality.

If the TCA is coming to you today with their
report, it's like my students coming to me with a report
that's incomplete and was an outline prepared for a
completely different subject altogether. And if they
brought that report to me, I would come back to them and
say go back and do the actual work and come back to me
when -- when I know that you deserve a grade on this
project.

And so 1f your interest, which your mission
statement says, 1s to protect your local water areas and
water quality for this generation and for the
generations that follow, I believe -- I strongly urge
you to not approve this permit. I believe it's a step
in the opposite direction of protecting our water
quality. Thank you.

MR. STRAWN: Cybil -- Cybil Oechsle, something
like that. Any Cybil? Patti Meade and then you will be
followed by Scott Fish.

MADDY: My name 1is actually Maddy. Patti had
to get on a bus but she left a statement for you. I'd

like to read it on her behalf and then leave it with
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your court reporter if that's okay.

MR. MORALES: You can read the statement but we
are --

MADDY: Oh, okay. So this is -- this is from
Patti Meade. "To the residents of San Clemente. My
name 1s Patti Meade. All this talk of propane tanker,
it would not have helped because it was where the 5 and
241 would have already been combined. The reason Orange
County 1s for the toll road, which most residents
according to Patti are not for this toll road; it's
mainly the TCA -- is because the council people that
come before you are also on Lhe board of the TCA and
have a conflict of interest.

"I live py one of the most polluted beaches in
the state.” She lives 1in Posh, I believe? Thank you.
"I don't surf there or Doheny because of the polluted
water from the San Juan Creek which kept coming up
earlier today. I have been made very sick by poor water
quality, strep throat to bronchitis to pneumonia, which
they didn't discover until something™ -- I'm sorry. I
can't read her handwriting and something related to
sinuses and related to her surfing activity.

"Trestles 1s not just a surfing place. It's an
escape from urban congestion. There are not" -- sorry

-—- "there are wild ocaks and deer and marshes and
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wildlife. It is world famous and when I travel to
Australia, when asked where I'm from, I say Trestles,
and they all knew where that was. It's one of the few
surf spots with clean water left. I raised my kids to
respect nature and they have jobs as an environmental
sclentist and a geologist.

"Their jobs are cleaning up the environment.
This toll road 1s one big mistake." And she asked that
you not permit TCA's request.

MR. STRAWN: Scott Fish, and you will be
followed by Andrew Fish. I don't suspect you two could
get together?

MR. A. FISH: I'm going to speak on behalf of
the Fish brothers. My name is Andrew Fish. I would

like to thank you all for taking the time to listen to

us all. My name 1s Andrew. I drove down here with a
group of well-educated working professionals. We woke
up at 5:00 in the morning. We met at my house. We all

took vacation days to be here, and we surfed, we woke up
at 5:00, left L.A., surfed Trestles and continued here
salty and hungry.

And I also work in the solar industry, and so
when I look around and see good Jjobs and good economy,
solar is one of the fastest-growing industries in the

nation. And it's one of the fastest-growing industries
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here in California. This is the leading nation for
solar technology, so i1f we want good jobs, let's create
good opportunities for these jobs in training them
collectively.

With that, I would just like to applaud the
extra hoops that the TCA is being put through with
regard to this project. I would hope that all future
projects, big or small, be analyzed in the same way that
they are today. And that's the way we will have a much
safer in terms of traffic and safety, 1f there's
accidents and water quality for myself and for my future
children, which I hope to have one day. So Thank you.

MR. ANDERSON: Was the surf good?

MR. A. FISH: The surf was actually fantastic.
We got kicked by the grounds because they're having a
contest of theirs, so we had to get out and go up to
Upper instead.

MR. STRAWN: I heve got to follow the Fish
brothers with Mark West. Followed by a Jake Wyrick and
a Mark Renchler.

FEMALE SPEAKER: Mark had to leave.

MR. WEST: TI'm right here. I'm Mark West. I
know you guys are busy today, that this is a long time
coming so I'll make this quick.

Ladies and gentlemen, gentlemen of the public,
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my name 1s Mark West. I am a retired naval officer,
Surfrider activist, and resident of Imperial Beach. I
appreciate the opportunity to speak before you on behalf
of the San Diego Surfrider chapter. When I say

"volunteers," we have volunteers. We have people who
come out here and just like you, took time off of work,
took time away from our families to come and talk about
something that's very true to us.

We encourage people to get involved in these
projects like these because we believe in the promise of
Democratic process. The project which you are
discussing today is one that received taxpayer money
possibly, and public input needs to be respected in that
process. We have endured working relationships with
many people throughout the staff of the cities and
counties.

We want to make sure that our coastline with
the multitude of the issues associated with the iconic
resources that is Trestles. Sorry. I ran up here, so
I'm a little bit out of wind.

Make no doubt that surfing is an important
component of this resource as anything else. Recently I
returned from the global wave conference being held in

Rosarita Beach, California North Bay. This conference

attracted people from all over the world to discuss
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items of threat, waves around the world.

One very interesting topic was what we called
surfenomics. A new topic, you probably never even heard
of it, but it's really a growing area of study relating
to the economic impact that surfing has on our community
and waves. The studies being conducted worldwide found
that surfing is the biggest economic impact on the local
economies. This —-- this project that's one that's
proposed has potential to destroy one of our classic
Southern California waves. It's probably the best wave.

Our recent Surfrider surfenomics study found
that Trestles direct economic impact on the City of San
Clemente 1s anywhere from 8 to $13 million a year.
That's direct economic impact from surfing. The
economic value of surfing at Trestles is estimated at
$26 million a year. These are huge numbers that surfing
brings to San Clemente.

Jobs. Those are jobs. They're happening right
now. If you like more information, I feel -— please,
visit the Surfricer surfenomics web page. 1I'11 wrap
this by saying, you know, people, this has been an
iconic place. The Beach Boys and Richard Nixon got
together about this place. That's what they think about
By

The spot's been listed by surfing A list. Guys
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like Robert August, Dewey Webber, Phil Edwards, Mike
Doyle and Mickey Doral have all talked about it. This
place is special. Please, please don't go down the
slippery slope that this project is. Deny the permit.
Keep Trestles safe. Thank you.

MR. WYRICK: Good afternoon, ladies and
gentlemen. This is awesome. My name 1s Jake Wyrick,
and I'm a law student at Duke University working
Surfrider Foundation's legal department in the summer.
I would like to offer you some brief comments about the
purposes of CEQA and the revised tentative order
currently under consideration.

Forty-three years ago, with crude oil still in
the center of our channels and our thoughts, California
demanded a dramatic new approach, the way we interact
with our environment dedicated to the proposition that
our government should not make decisions that impair our
environmental treasures based only on optimism is
unfounded assurances.

So our legislature enacted CEQA, which requires
public agencies to collect and consider all relevant
information giving prime consideration to preventing
environmental damage before undertaking a project that
may significantly affect our environment., An agency

subverts the purposes of CEQA if it omits for
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consideration material necessary to inform
decision-making and inform public participation.

Now, you are being asked to approve an order
informed only by a seven-year-old FS EIR that omits
necessary material and an addendum that blocked public
participation. Let there be no mistake. Improving this
order would subvert the purpose of CEQA. The FS EIR
cannot possibly allow the informed decision-making
required by CEQA because 1t omits crucial information
about the environmental consequences of this project.

According to the California Coastal Commission,
TCA did not follow standard protocols in preparing this
FS EIR. For example, TCA omitted from this FS EIR
analyses alternative from its 2004 draft EIR that the
federal highway associations concluded would provide the
same benefits as this toll road. TCA did not prepare
this FS EIR or addendum in the spirit of CEQA to inform
their decision.

This decision was made long before a word was
written. This revised tentative order relies entirely
on exactly the kind of post hoc rationalization that
CEQA prohibits, so I ask you as key members of this
board, does this FS EIR and the addendum really provide
you with all the material you need to make this

important decision.
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I will leave you with this guestion which lies
at the heart of CEQA and advice my parents gave me: You
will never regret giving big decisions a bit more
thought, but you will always regret not thinking them
through enough. This is a big decision.

MR. STRAWN: Mark Renchler.

FEMALE SPEAKER: He left.

MR. STRAWN: He left? Okay. Julia Chen-Herr

and then followed by Travis Newhouse and then Michael

Lindsay.

MS. CHEN-HERR: Good afternoon, members of the
board. Julia Chen-Herr. I'm a campaign coordinator for
Surfrider San Diego. Appreciate your time today.

Question before you this afternoon is whether
to issue a discharge permit for the very first segment
of this road. The very language that they're using
implies that it's part of a bigger project. Unless
they're willing to sign off on some legally bkinding
document suggesting that they will no longer extend the
road or go further than this initial project, I don't
think you even have a choice in front of you today
because a full project, there was an alignment in 2008
that was rejected. They have had other previous
alignments that they've thought of in the time since

then.
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Now they have a first segment. Obviously, the
intention 1s to make a new alignment. And without
analyzing the cumulative impact from the entire project,
it's impossible to move forward from this point. The
example they used with the rail project throughout
California, yes, that project 1s analyzed and will be
built in segments, but not without acknowledging all of
the impacts to the entire project which is what we
believe 1s legally necessary for this project today.

You have been made well aware of our concerns
apout the piecemealing, and the TCA doesn't exactly have
the best track record with complying with the BMPs for
managing water quality and storm water. We saw that
with the 73. They really struggled to get these working
properly.

This first segment of road is leading into one
of the last undeveloped watersheds in California.

You've heard me speak to you about the hydromodification
and the MS4 permit. I would encourage you to stick with
that watershed approach. That watershed includes a
State park, also a campground at San Mateo that I grew
up camping at and enjoying the open doors with my family
and I hope future generations will be able to enjoy that
as well. Thank you for your time.

MR. STRAWN: Do we have Travis?
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MR. NEWHOUSE: Hi. I'm Travis Newhouse. Thank
you for hearing my comments. I live in Encinitas and I
grow up in Irvine. As a teenager, my friend's dad
taught me how to surf at San Onofre State Beach. Every
Saturday I would look forward to surfing with my friend
and his dad and enjoying the natural beauty of the area.
I have kids of my own now, and I hope when they're
older, I will be able to take them and their friends to
enjoy the unspoiled of San Onofre State Beach.

Today I urge you to deny the Tesoro permit.
This extension will impact the San Juan Creek watershed
that contributes to making San Onofre a special place.
The proposed mitigation for two sites does not mitigate
the impacts to an entire downstream watershed. Not only
will this project itself have negative impact, but it
will it continue to promote sprawling development that
creates the traffic problem that it itself tries to
solve and will adversely impact water quality in San
Juan Creek watershed and the sediment flow. Thank you.

MR. STRAWN: Michael Lindsay and then Ginger
Osborne and Tom Osborne and then Jack Eidt.

MR. LINDSAY: My name 1s Michael Lindsay. I
live in Laguna Beach and the issues that I wanted to
raise have been talked about a number of times here, so

I will keep this brief.
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I am deeply concerned about the CEQA compliance
aspects of this. It would appear to me based on the
testimony that I've heard today, the conversations that
what we're looking at really is a l6-mile project, the
entire project. And that it should be addressed in that
way to take this as a segment and look at the water
quality of just one piece of it. When we know that the
rest of it is coming, that seems to me to be not in
compliance with CEQA, and that I ask that you deny
this -- this application until these issues are
addressed. Thank you.

MR. STRAWN: Ginger.

THE AUDIENCE: Tom and Ginger both left.

MR. STRAWN: Okay. Jack Eidt.

MR. EIDT: Yes.

MR. STRAWN: And Craig Cadwallader, I know you
donated your time, but we didn't really use it. If vyou
want to speak, vyou can.

MR. EIDT: I had time donated by Carrie
Stromboughtnie and Amy Jackson. So Jack Eidt and I I'm
representing the Orange County Friends of Harbor,
Beaches and Parks. I also am an urban planner with Wild
Heritage Planners and do work out of San Juan
Capistrano.

Real quick, I just -- because 1it's been said
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before, I -- but I thought that Stephanie from
Surfrider, her comments were not respected and finished
properly. The point is, how can you approve a waste
discharge permit without the baseline studies in place?
It's —- it's =- as with just trust us, the BMPs will be
in place, well, as was said Laguna Canyon is an example
where trust was given and I don't think it came
through. So I think that's a real important issue.

Another thing on the bigger picture of
alternatives. 1I've done a number of alternatives with
pecple in my group for ~-- for this very project and for
Rancho Mission Viejo. When they approved what was a
problematic EIR for Rancho Mission Viejo that covered
the whole thing that they are now building in segments,
they said that they did not need the toll road to build
it. So now today, they're saying they absoclutely need
this toll road. It's imperative to build, particularly
this five-mile stretch.

I would say this segment could be achieved by
building a simple arterial heading south from the
existing toll road if that's 211 they want to build.
And -- and so the guestion remains, is this really an
alternative for the I-5? The circuitous route heading
north and then south to come back to the employment

centers in Orange County are in Irvine, Santa Ana, these
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areas, not Yorba Linda.

So what -- what we Wild Heritage Planners has
said is they need to directly connect this development
with the -- with the existing facilities they're heading
north towards the 73, you know, we called it a beltway.
These alternatives, there's a lot of talk about people
getting together and meeting with TCA. We met with TCA
numerous times and they ignored us. They said thank you
very much, but we're going to build this. So if they're
not looking at alternatives that solve the traffic
problems and will become a real alternative to I-5 which
also needs to be widened without a doubt and 1t can be
done within the right of way. These are very important
and necessary transportation improvements to be done
first before building through the back country.

You know, piecemealing this EIR and this
development short-changes the alternatives analysis
which I'm referring to. And the needs of the community,
we have comprehensive impacts to land, air and water.

So Friends of Herbors, Beaches and Parks has been very
connected to the movement towards the sustainable
communities Climate Protection Act. That's SB-375.

We need sustainable alternatives, and we only
have so much pollution to put out there. Carbon

pollution, we got a major climate problem. The Global
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Warming Solutions Act as well. We need to be smarter
about everything that we do, so I -- and I know that you
guys aren't =- aren't the -- the -- you're here standing
in line for -- for this issue which isn't water, but

unfortunately, you have been placed in this position.

So I hope that you will reject this project and
send them back to do a supplemental EIR and we will look
into these alternatives, because I say there's a smarter
way to build this stuff. So thank you very much.

MR. STRAWN: Excuse me. Could you tell me the
names of the -- that donated their time to you.

MR. STRAWN: Amy J<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>