CALIFORNIA LEGISLATURE

STATE CAPITOL
SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA
95814

April 17,2008

Secretary Carlos M. Gutierrez
U.S. Department of Commerce
1401 Constitutional Avenue, NW
Washington, D.C. 20230

Dear Secretary Gutierrez:

On behalf of the millions of Californians who support strong protections of California’s coast
and natural resources, we are writing to express our opposition to the Foothill-South Toll Road
project and urge you to hold a public hearing in California regarding the Transportation Corridor
Agency’s appeal of a recent Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA) decision regarding the
project.

As you are aware, the California Coastal Commission recently voted overwhelmingly to deny
CZMA consistency certification for the Foothill-South Toll Road. The Commission took action
on February 6, 2008 to deny the certification, per their delegated authority under the Coastal
Zone Management Act. The public turnout and opposition to the toll road project was
unprecedented — over 3,500 Californians took the time to attend almost all of the 14-hour hearing
to express their views, largely in opposition to the road. After testimony from both opponents
and supporters of the road, including lengthy testimony from the Transportation Corridor
Agency representatives, their consultants and allies, the Commission voted 8-2 to oppose
consistency certification.

They did so in light of a 249-page staff report that delineated the toll road project’s multiple
violations of virtually every section of the Coastal Act required to be analyzed for certification,
including Permanent Elimination of Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Areas (Coastal Act §
30240), Destruction of Parks, Recreation, and Public Access (Coastal Act § 30210, 30213,
30220, 30221, 30223, 30240(b)), Fill of Wetlands (Coastal Act § 30233), Degradation of Water
Quality (Coastal Act § 30230, 30231), Damage to Cultural Resources (Coastal Act § 30244),
and Blight to Visual and Scenic Resources (Coastal Act § 30251). The voluminous staff report
was unambiguous in its assessment that “The project is fundamentally inconsistent with the spirit
and letter of numerous resource protection policies of the Coastal Act” (page 3 “Revised Staff
Report and Recommendation on Consistency Certification” California Coastal Commission).

For the thousands of Californians who attended the February 6, 2008 Commission hearing, the
issue was a simple one — protect a popular, irreplaceable state park from one of the most
damaging projects ever proposed for a state park. San Onofre State Beach is one of California’s






