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ESCONDI DO, CALI FORNI A, THURSDAY, JANUARY 31
6:00 P. M

THERESE BRADFORD: Good evening. Wlcone to
the Public Hearing for the Gegory Canyon Landfill
Envi ronnental [ npact Statenent. |'m Therese Bradford
and ['"'mwith the Regulatory Division of the Arny
Corps of Engineers, and | work in Carlsbad. W have
a staff there.

| was going to introduce all the Corps
staff that are here, but | think you probably net
nost of themas you were coming in and they were
maki ng you sign in and all that jazz.

So if at any point during the hearing
you have any issues or problens that you need to
address, please look for the Corps shirts with the
little castle on it, and any of the Corps staff wll
be circulating around the roomto assist you with
t hat .

At our front table we have M. Bil
Mller, who is the senior project nmanager for G egory
Canyon fromthe Corps. He's the person running the
process.

And we al so have Ms. Luci Hise.

Actually, she's not at the front table. Were is
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Luci? There's Luci with her hand up, and she will be
giving a presentation here today. She works for PCR
whi ch is the conpany that we've been working with to
devel op the Draft ElS.

And Dave Castanon, ny boss. Say nice
thing things to himplease. He works for the
Regul atory Division. He's based in Ventura.

And then our court reporter, who will be
transcribing everything that we say this evening, so
pl ease keep her in mnd because she is going to be
t aki ng down every word that you say.

And finally, and introduce -- to
I ntroduce our Col onel, Colonel Mark Toy, Commander of
the U.S. Arny Corps of Engineers, Los Angel es
District.

And at this time |'d like to turn it
over to Col onel Toy.

COLONEL MARK TOY: Well, good evening, |adies
and gentlemen. M nane is Colonel Mark Toy. |'m
Conmmander of the Los Angeles District of the U S
Arnmy Corps of Engi neers.

On behal f of the Corps of Engineers |'d
like to welcone all of you to this public hearing.

For a bit of background as to why we are

all here today, Gegory Canyon Limted, or GCL,
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proposes to construct a landfill that includes
bui I ding a bridge across the San Luis Rey River, and
filling in a portion of the streamin Gegory Canyon
in Northern San Di ego County.

The work within the San Luis Rey R ver
In Gegory Canyon requires a Standard I ndivi dua
Permt under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act in
t he Corps' Regulatory Program

Because Federal permts qualify as
Federal actions, the Corps nust also conply with the
Nati onal Environnental Policy Act or NEPA

The Corps determ ned that this proposed
project could result in significant inpacts due to
the nature and scope of the proposed activities
I nvol ving inpacts to Corps jurisdiction, and
therefore requires an Environnmental |npact Statenent,
or EIS.

My staff has been working on the
devel opnent of a Draft EI'S since our scoping neeting
In June 2010.

As many of you know, on Decenber 12,
2012, we issued a public notice announcing the
availability of the Gegory Canyon Landfill Draft EIS
for public review and comment, which included

i nformation on this public hearing neeting, foll owed
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by publishing our notice of availability in the
Federal register of the Draft EIS.

Bill MIler wwll get into nore specifics
during his presentation of the Corps' role and
responsibilities in just a nonent.

At this public hearing this evening, the
Corps is requesting oral and witten coments on the
Draft EI'S that should be considered in our final EIS
and permt action under Section 404 of the C ean
Water Act.

The Corps would Iike to enphasize that
we carefully consider all coments that we receive
for the proposed project, and they will be given ful
consi deration as part of our final permt decision.

As many of you know, we recently
ext ended the public comment period to submt brief
coments until April 15th, giving agencies and the
public an additional 60 days to comment.

There will be no further extension of
t he comrent period and the Corps will only consider
coments received on or before April 15th, so if you
don't plan to comment tonight but would Ii ke to do
so, please be sure to get your comments in on or
before April 15th.

I will now turn the rest of the
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presentation portion of the neeting over to Bil
MIller, the Corps senior project manager working on

t he proposed project, and Luci Hi se-Fisher of PCR
Services Corporation, the team|ead of our contractor
working on the EIS for this project.

Bill wll go first into a bit nore
detail about the Corps' permtting process. Luci
wll then briefly discuss the Draft EI'S, including an
overvi ew of the components of the project, the
project's purpose and need, alternatives eval uated,
and the Federal permtting process.

Then the Applicant, Gegory Canyon
Limted, will give a brief presentation on the
proposed project.

Fol | owm ng the Applicant's presentation,
Bill wll then discuss howwe wll take oral
testinony fromyou this evening.

I f you know you would like to speak
toni ght, please fill out a speaker card and give it
to one of the Corps or PCR staff at the auditorium
entrance, identifiable by the Corps or PCR badges.
This will help us transition to the public input
sessi ons.

Also, if you would like to submt

witten comments this evening, we have conment forns
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avai l able at the information tables at the entrance
as wel |.

Thank you all again for comng tonight.

Bill.

BILL MLLER: Thank you, Col onel.

Under our Federal permt program the
Corps of Engineers is responsible for regul ating
dredged and filled materials in waters of the United
States. Gegory Canyon Limted has proposed
activities in the San Luis Rey and the G egory
Canyon, which would include the discharge of dredge
material, or filled materials, rather, into the
waters of the U S., and are therefore regul ated under
Section 404 of the Cean Water Act.

Federal actions, such as a Corps permt
deci sion, are subject to conpliance with a nunber of
Federal environnental laws, in addition to the
Nati onal Environnental Policy Act. These |aws
i ncl ude the Endangered Species Act and the Nati onal
Hi storic Preservation Act.

W are also obligated to consult wth
affected or interested tribes.

Consequently, the Corps has a
responsibility to evaluate the environmental inpacts

that woul d be caused by the proposed project prior to
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maki ng a permt decision.

In meeting this regul atory
responsibility, the Corps is neither a project
proponent nor an opponent.

In addition to evaluating the direct,

I ndirect, and cunul ative inpacts of Gegory Canyon
Limted' s proposed project, the Corps nust determ ne
whet her the proposed project is the | east
environment al | y danmagi ng practicable alternative that
neets the overall project purpose.

Al so, no permt can be granted if we
find that the proposal is contrary to the interest of
t he public.

The public interest determ nation
requires a careful weighing of those factors rel evant
to the particular project. This is often referred to
as the 404(b) (1) analysis.

Sonme of the factors considered include
econom cs, safety, consideration of the property
owner ship, and the needs and welfare of the public.

The project's benefits nust be bal anced
agai nst its reasonably foreseeabl e detrinents.

The Corps' action is specific to the
application submtted by Gegory Canyon Limted.

At the conclusion of our analysis, the
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Corps will do one of three things: Either issue a
permt, issue a permt wth nodification and
conditions, or deny the permt.

The EI'S, Environnental |npact Statenent,
has included alternatives for the sake of making
conparisons, but the end result of this process wll
relate only to Gregory Canyon.

To highlight where we are in the
process, we are currently in the public review stage
of the National Environmental Policy Act's process.

Fol l owi ng April 15th, the concl usion of
t he coment period, the Corps will be required to
consi der every coment that was submtted and w |
document how each conment was addressed.

Concurrent to that, the Corps will also
be eval uating such factors as econom cs, safety,
consi derations of ownership, and the needs and
wel fare of the public as part of the 404(b)(1)
anal ysis that | previously nentioned.

Once conpleted, the final EI'S and the
Draft 404(b)(1) analysis will be published in the
sane way that this draft has been.

Pendi ng the comments on the 404(b) (1)
anal ysis and the conclusion of tribal consultations,

the Corps will then be able to arrive at a deci sion.
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At this point we cannot set a date for
the final decision, sinply because we do not yet know
the extent or the conplexity of the coments that are
bei ng submtted now.

As part of the public comment period,
the Corps is holding this public hearing, and all
oral and witten testinonies made this evening wl |
becone part of the adm nistrative record, and the
Final EIS will docunent how each of the coments have
been consi der ed.

Pl ease understand that this forumthis
evening is intended to give you an opportunity to
conment or make suggestions on the Environnental
| npact Statenent.

So that we can hear as many speakers as
possible this evening, we will not be answering
questions regarding the docunent. |If you have
general questions, there are nenbers of the teamin
t he back that m ght be able to help answer those. |If
you have nore specific questions, please contact us
using the information provided in the Environnental
| npact Statenment or in the materials that have been
presented to you this evening as you arrived.

| would now like to invite Luci

H se- Fi sher of PCR Services to present an overvi ew of

/_é ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

EsquireSolutions.com


http://www.esquiresolutions.com

© 00 N o o B~ W DN P

N I R N R N N N N T o T T e S S O N
o &~ W N B O © 00 N OO 0o M WO N O

PUBLIC HEARING January 31, 2013
GREGORY CANYON LANDFILL, LTD. 12

the Applicant's proposed project and offer highlights
of the EIS.
LUCI HI SE-FI SHER: Thank you, Bill.

As Bill said, the EIS was required
pursuant to NEPA to address the environnental effects
of, and alternatives to, the Gegory Canyon Landfill,
which is referred to as the Applicant's Proposed
Al ternati ve.

First | want to provide a brief overview
of the Applicant's Proposed Alternative, which is
described in detail in Chapter 3 of the Draft EI'S and
anal yzed in the EIS.

This slide shows the |ocation of the
site, which is on SR 76, about three mles east of
| - 15.

The primary conponents associated with
the landfill would occupy approximately 308 acres of
the approximately 1,770-acre site.

There are several easenents that run
through the site, including SR 76, the San D ego
County Water Authority's Pipelines 1 and 2, and SDGE
power |ines.

The landfill would have a maxi mnum daily
I ntake of 5,000 tons, and an annual intake of about

one mllion tons. The landfill would accept solid
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waste for approximately 30 years.

The landfill would have a Doubl e
Conposite Liner and Leachate Col |l ecti on and Renoval
system There is a nodel of the |iner available for
people to | ook at.

The Applicant's Proposed Alternative
I ncl udes inprovenents to SR 76 at the entrance to
I nprove sight distance and facilitate truck
nmovenents. The access road would enter the site and
a bridge woul d be constructed across the San Luis Rey
Ri ver

Vehicles woul d enter the ancillary
facilities area, where the booths, scales, an
adm nistrative office building, a maintenance
bui I di ng, recycl able drop-off areas, and storage
tanks, as well as a reverse osnpbsis system woul d be
| ocat ed.

The landfill prismwould be located in
t he canyon, and there are two borrow stockpile areas,
totaling about 87 acres.

In addition, there would be nonitoring
wel | s and punping wells. The majority of
construction would occur south of SR 76, but a new
well would be installed to the north of SR 76 and

wat er woul d be piped to the storage tank.
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The SDG&E power |ines would be relocated
up the slope of the nountain to accommopdate the
landfill footprint.

The Applicant's Proposed Alternative
I ncludes either the protection of the aqueduct or the
rel ocation of the pipelines.

A Habitat Restoration and Resource
Managenent Pl an woul d be inplenented on the site as
part of the project. |In addition, in accordance with
Proposition C, a mnimm of 1,313 acres of open space
woul d be provided for the | ong-term preservation of
sensitive habitat and speci es.

Al t hough studi es have been previously
conducted by the County, in response to conments
recei ved during the scoping process, the Corps
conduct ed an | ndependent Needs Assessnent to
determ ne whether there is a need for a new landfill.
The Needs Assessnent was prepared by R3 Consulting
G oup and is contained in Appendix B of the Draft
El S.

The Needs Assessnent indicates that,
under current conditions, and assum ng current rates
of diversion and no new landfills or |andfill
expansi ons, San Diego County is estinmated to be out

of landfill disposal capacity in 2024.
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Based on San Di ego's current remaining
di sposal capacity and the agreenents affecting other
counties' ability to accept out-of-county waste,
additional landfill capacity is needed for San D ego
County to nmeet its disposal capacity needs.

The finding in the Needs Assessnent is
consistent wth the findings in the County's 5-Year
Update of the Siting Element with respect to current
permtted capacity.

Thus, the purpose of the Applicant's
Proposed Alternative is to neet a portion of
San Diego County's |ong-termwaste di sposal needs by
provi di ng non-hazardous solid waste di sposal capacity
to service waste generated in or near North County.

The Corps consi dered both on- and
off-site alternatives.

Under direction fromthe Corps,
potential on-site alternatives were reviewed and he
eval uated by Geosyntec Consul tants, an engi neering
firmthat specializes in landfill permtting, design,
and construction.

Wth regard to off-site |ocations for a
landfill, the siting of a landfill is highly
techni cal, conplex, and political.

The County of San Diego has a history of
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trying to identify potential landfill sites in
various |ocations throughout the County. Various
studi es were conducted in the [ate 1980s and the
early 1990s, prior to the County's privatization of
the solid waste disposal systemin 1997.

Bet ween all the studies undertaken by
the County, a total of 339 sites were considered by
the County, with 196 sites in North County and 143
sites in Southwestern County.

G ven the conplexity and chal | enges
involved in siting landfills, and the substanti al
i nformation available in the County siting studies,
It was not considered necessary or feasible to
conduct a new landfill siting study for the County.
Rat her, earlier studies and nore recent landfill
proposals were relied on to fulfill NEPA and the 404
requirenents to identify and anal yze a reasonabl e
range of feasible alternatives that could neet the
pur pose and need, reduce potential significant
effects associated wth the Applicant's Proposed
alternative, and foster the Corps' ability to nmake a
reasoned choi ce anong alternatives.

The Corps identified 12 screening
criteria that were based on Federal regulations,

Siting Elenents, and the County's siting studies.
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As a result of two tiers of screening,
five off-site alternatives were identified for
eval uati on.

These are the alternatives that are
evaluated in the Draft EIS. The alternatives are all
defined in Chapter 3 of the docunent.

The | ocation of the off-site
alternatives evaluated in the Draft EIS are shown on
this map. For the off-site alternatives, except
Sycanore Canyon expansi on, Geosyntec was contracted
to prepare prelimnary plans for landfills at the
sel ected sites.

The Draft EI'S consist of eight vol unes,
the first two being the EIS itself and the remai nder
bei ng techni cal appendi ces.

The Draft EIS eval uates 16 environnent al
I ssues which are listed on this slide.

Each section within Chapter 4 of the EI'S
provi des a description of relevant regulations, as
well as the criteria and nethodol ogy used to eval uate
environnental effects associated with the applicable
envi ronment al i ssues.

Each alternative is evaluated separately
w thin each technical section in Chapter 4.

As required by NEPA the Draft EIS
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provi des a conparison of the alternatives.

Chapter 5, which provides the conparison, includes a
di scussion of the significant adverse effects of each
alternative and contains a summary table conparing
the alternatives by each of the criteria used to
identify the environnental effects.

While NEPA requires the identification
of an environmentally preferred alternative, the
Corps has not identified a preferred alternative in
the Draft EIS.

A preferred alternative wll be
identified in the Final EIS after receipt and
consi deration of public conments.

As required by NEPA, the Draft EIS
provides a cunul ative analysis for each alternative.
NEPA regul ati ons define cunul ative inpact as the
I npact on the environnment which results fromthe
i ncrenental inpact of the action when added to ot her
past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future
actions regardl ess of what agency or person
undert akes such ot her acti ons.

The cunul ative analysis is contained
I n Chapter 6 of the docunent and is organi zed by
alternative and then by environnental topic area.

A summary table is al so provided.
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The Draft EIS, as it has been said, was
distributed for review and comment, begi nning on
Decenber 12th, 2012. Although 45-day conment period
conplies with NEPA requirenents, the Corps initially
set a 60-day period, and due to requests fromthe
public, the Corps extended the coment period from
February 12 to April 15, resulting in an
approxi mately 120-day conment peri od.

There are several ways to provide
comrents. Comments, which are due on April 15, can
be submtted this evening either orally or in
witing, and there are forns avail able that can be
used for witten comments that can be left here
tonight or mailed in.

There's al so an information flyer
available in the back that contains all this
information that's on this slide.

Witten comments should be nailed to the
address provided on the slide or on the board, and in
addi tion, conmments can be submtted electronically,
and the address is provided.

The slide al so shows | ocations where the
Draft EIS is available for review

Il wll nowturn the neeting back over to

Wlliam Ml ler
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BILL MLLER  Thank you very nuch, Luci.

| would now like to invite
representatives from Gegory Canyon Limted to speak
for a few nonments on their proposed project.

JIM SI MMONS: Good eveni ng, Col onel Toy,
menbers of your staff, nenbers of your consulting
team all elected officials, |adies and gentl enen.

Wl cone to Escondido. W are pleased to
have you here tonight to participate in the public
revi ew process of the Arny Corps Environnental | npact
Statenent to anal yze the Federal permtting process
for Gegory Canyon.

| want to take an opportunity to set the
stage for what |'msure will be, at the very |east,
an interesting evening.

Above all else, the |evel of study,
review, and scrutiny for the non-hazardous nuni ci pal
waste facility is unprecedented anywhere in the
world. After nearly two decades, there has been no
legitimate argunent that the landfill will not fully
protect water quality, air quality, and endangered
speci es.

The |ining and ot her ground water
protection facilities that the condition is a part,

the Solid Waste Facilities Permt exceed all Federal
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and State | aws.

Al'l the tinme and noney that has been
spent on this has been spent in order to denonstrate
to the regulators and to the nei ghbors that we heard
their concerns and that we're willing to address them
in away that no other landfill devel oper has ever
done.

The mtigation nmeasures created for this
facility have been created through an application of
t he best-known engi neering and scientific principles
avai l able in the world today.

This is not just a statenent nade in a
public setting to inpress the Corps or the public.
This is a statenent born of decades of effort from
the State of California Environnental |npact Report
and all the engineering and science that went into
t hat docunent.

After all those years and effort and
litigation, the science and engi neering has upheld
all the way to the California Suprene Court.

You wi I | hear a great deal tonight about
the public interest decision that the Corps has to
make in order to approve the 404 permt for this
proj ect.

Keep in mnd that the public and the
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County of San Di ego have voted twi ce, and by |arge
maj orities have favored the landfill project.

San Diego -- excuse ne.

Two governors fromthe State of
California have, on separate occasions, taken
concrete actions to allow the project to nove
forward, citing the need, in both cases, to
acknow edge and defer to | ocal expressions of public
I nterest.

Further, the San D ego County Depart nent
of Environnmental Health, when review ng the inpacts
of the facility, including those of the sacred sites,
found overriding circunstances that would allow the
project to go forward because of the benefits of the
project to the broader public interest.

Pl ease note here that the opposition did
not chal |l enge these overridi ng considerations and
benefits when they had a chance to litigate the CEQA
envi ronnment al docunent.

And finally, you'll receive letters and
hear comments froma w de spectrum of public
officials, union | eaders, and busi ness groups that
broadly represent the needs and interests of over
three mllion residents, enployees, and business

owners in San Di ego County.
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W nade every effort to work with the
opposition and address their concerns and there has
been no willingness to accommobdate that effort.

We can and will protect the sacred
sites. We will be a good neighbor.

In closing, | would sinply want to say
that we trust that the Corps will make a deci si on
based on objective facts, not enotional and
unsupported cl ai ns.

Gregory Canyon is, in fact, the best
alternative for this site.

Thank you very mnuch.

I"d like to introduce Bill Hutton, who
I's our deputy counsel.

BILL HUTTON: Good evening, Col onel Toy. M
nane is Bill Hutton. |'mlegal counsel for Gegory
Canyon.

| have over 20 years of experience in
the field of solid waste collection, recycling, and
di sposal .

My presentation tonight will focus on
protection of cultural resources, Gegory Muntain
and Medi ci ne Rock.

This is an inportant issue.

Fortunately, there is sone recent clear guidance from
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the Ninth Grcuit Court of Appeals that provides a
pathway to a reasoned and reasonabl e deci si on
consistent with public interest.

This case arose froma BLM deci sion
about a mning project. It is entitled Te-Mak Tribe
of Western Shoshone versus BLM The Ninth Grcuit
di stingui shed between a broader |andscape that has
significance to the Native Anerican peoples and the
di screte features that qualify the property for
inclusion in the National Register of Historic
Pl aces.

The court found that the Historic
Protection Act does not nmandate protection of all
parts of that broader |andscape, but only those
di screte essential features.

Applying that principle, the Ninth
Crcuit upheld BLMs decision to create excl usion
zones to protect the essential features, but allow
the remai nder of that project to proceed.

The exclusion zone solution is identical
to the approach taken for this project.

The Draft EIS found that none of the
essential physical features that enabled G egory
Mountain to convey its historic identity would be

affected. Those include the sunmt, tw Taakw c Puk
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or Taakwi c resting places identified in ethno
historical literature and views from Pal a.

The excl usi on zone sol uti on approved by
the Ninth Grcuit has always been a part of this
project. The essential features on G egory Mountain
identified in the Draft EIS wll not be disturbed and
wi Il be part of a perpetual open space area.

Medi cine Rock is not in the landfill
property and is |ikew se excluded from di sturbance.

In addition, the Draft EI'S provides for
additional mtigation neasures to further protect
this resource, and G egory Canyon has commtted to
creating a 1,000 foot buffer between Medici ne Rock
and the limted refuse, if desired by the Pal a Band,
and this is one nmeasure that could be incorporated
into the Section 106 MOA

Because of the built-in exclusion zones
and ot her project features and mtigations described
in the Draft EIS, the requirenents to protect
cul tural resources have been net in a way that
addresses the interests of all stakehol ders.

Finally, we want to confirm our
commtment to work with the Corps, SHI PO (phonetic),
and the tribes on the Section 106 MOA, and agai n, our

openness to consider additional neasures to provide
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reasonabl e accommopdations to tribal concerns
consistent wwth the broader public interest in
support of this project.

Thank you. Qur next speaker will be
Ri ch Fel ago, managenent partner for G egory Canyon.

RI CHARD FELAGO  Thank you, Bill.

Good eveni ng, Col onel Toy, nenbers of
the Corps staff. | appreciate very nuch the
opportunity to talk to you this evening.

|"d like to give you a little thunbnai
about nyself to put in context the comments | wll
make that will follow.

"' man engineer by training. | have a
Bachel or's degree in nechanical engineering, Masters
in civil/environnmental. |'ma Licensed Professional
Engineer in three states. |'ma board certified
envi ronnental engi neer with the Anerican Acadeny of
Envi ronnment al Engi neers and Sci enti sts.

| worked on the design of the first
lined andfill ever contenplated in the United
States, and therefore in the world, in Lycom ng
County, Pennsylvania in 1976/ 77. | worked on solid
waste projects in 35 states, nore than a dozen
countries, foreign countries, and in Puerto Ri co and
Quam
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And coincidentally, 2013 happens to be
ny 40th year in the recycling, solid waste, and waste
to energy busi ness.

I"d like to just nmake a couple of points
as part of our summary presentation.

As you know, since the |ate 1980s the
County has sought to have a landfill in North County
for North County. They began to look in the '80s in
anticipation of the closure of the San Marcos
Landfill. Al of this is noted in your Draft
Envi ronnent al | npact Statenent.

The reality is that, after 19 years of
process, since 1994 when the project started, the
first Draft Environnental |npact Report was issued in
1999, nothing on this project has changed since then.
And here we are, 14, 15 years later, and we're stil
studyi ng and restudying the studies. There's no need
for any nore del ay.

The landfill that we proposed, as
you well know, and it's evident fromthe Draft
Envi ronnental |npact Statenent, is the nost
technol ogi cal | y advanced landfill that's ever been
proposed for nunicipal solid waste.

In fact, in nmy opinion it could be

equi valent to a Subtitle C above-ground hazardous
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wast e i npoundnent facility. 1t's that good.

There's a visual aid in the back of the
roomthat describes the seven-and-a-half foot thick,
five-barrier layer containnent |liner that wl
absol utely assure ground water protection out on the
site.

Now, the Draft Environnental | npact
St at enent | ooked at seven alternatives, including the
proposed alternative, the no action alternative, and
five others. And clearly, if you read through that
anal ysi s, which, as you know, is nassive, it's very
clear that Gregory Canyon is the preferred
environnental alternative.

There are many reasons for that, but |
just -- in the interest of tinme I'Il just nmake one.
It's inportant to note that we're tal king about a
182-acre landfill footprint on a nearly 1,800-acre
property. Al of that will be left in open space,
all of it will be revegetated, enhanced habitat w |l
be planted. And when the landfill is conpleted and
cl osed over, the entire 1,800 acres will be open
space and revegetated, enhanced habitat.

Wien completed -- this is an
infrastructure project, as | said, in North County,

for North County. M opinion is that the broad
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public interest is served by this landfill, which the
County has been seeking for 25 years.

So in conclusion, 1'd Iike to suggest
this, and I'd like to make a request: W spent
enough tinme and noney. There's no need to continue
to restudy the studies. |1'masking the Corps to nove
along as quickly as possible. Let's get to the Final
Envi ronnment al | npact Statenent.

There's been so many years invested in
this. Let's get to the Final Environmental | npact
Statenent, let's get to the ROD, let's get to the
I ssuance of the 404 permt so we can get on with this
project, construct this facility, and provide wth
the County with the facility that it's been seeking
for 25 years.

Thank you for the opportunity to address
you tonight.

BILL MLLER  Thank you for your renarKks.

W will now begin taking oral testinony
fromthe public in two sessions. The first session
wi ||l be devoted to hearing fromtribal |eaders,
elected officials, and selected representatives from
significant interest groups. Because these speakers
represent significant nunbers, they will be all owed

an extended period of tine.
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Because of the total volume of speakers
requesting to speak this evening, |I'mafraid we wll
be imting these speakers to two m nutes.

The second session will be for nmenbers
of the public who would like to present their views
as individuals. During this session, speakers wll
be given one mnute to make their conments.

As the Col onel nentioned earlier, if you
woul d |i ke to speak during the second session, it
wll be inportant for you to fill out a speaker card
before we finish that session.

It is also inportant to nmention that all
of these coments will be either recorded by the
reporter or may be submtted in witing and all w |
be dealt wth in the sane way.

So please, please feel free, if you are
not able to nake all of your comments, to submt them
in witing to us, either this evening or by nail.

All oral and witten testinony wl|
becone part of the admnistrative record for this
permt application. Once we have a witten
transcript of the testinmony, it will be published on
our Regul atory Division website, which was provided
by Luci in her presentation and is posted el sewhere

in this room
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Pl ease, when naking testinmony this
eveni ng, speak clearly and slowy so that the court
reporter will be able to hear and transcribe
everything that we're saying.

Additionally, we will ask that you state
your nanme and mailing address before you begin, that
wi Il not count towards the m nute, and during the
testinmony | may ask for -- or I wll ask for breaks
to allow the court reporter to rest.

As you make your comments, please note
that there will be a tinmer on this front table. The
light will be green when you begin, and when you have
about 15 seconds left it will turn yellow. \Wen the
time is up, the light wll turn red. And we please
ask that you respect the tine limts so that all who
W sh to speak will have the opportunity to do so.

Again, so we can hear as many speakers
as possible, we wll not be answering questions
during the sessions. |f you have general questions,
there are team nenbers that may be able to help you,
but if you have nore specific questions, as | stated
earlier, there are avenues by which to get ahold of
us identified in the Environnental |npact Statenent
or in the materials that have been provided as you

ent er ed.
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At this tinme | would |ike to ask our
first speaker to cone forward, M. Robert Smth,
Chairman of the Pala Band of I|ndians, followed by --

After M. Smth the next speaker wll be
Ms. Peck, followed by Mel Vernon.

ROBERT SM TH. Good eveni ng, Col onel Toy. M
name i s Robert Smth, Chairman of the Pala Band of
Mssion Indians. |I'mhere to strongly oppose the
proposed Gregory Canyon Landfill, which is a terrible
and unnecessary project.

If built, this dunp woul d desecrate
G egory Mountain, which we know as Chokl a, the other
areas consi dered sacred by the Luiseno people. It
woul d be forever threatened, our water sources that
supply tens of thousands of San Diego County
residents, degrade air quality, industrialize rural
area that provides habitat for a nunber of endangered
and ot her special species.

Wiile ny comments will focus on role of
t he Federal governnent in this process, | think it is
I nportant to place this proposed dunp in a historical
content.

For the Pala Band and other tribes, this
project is sinply another exanple of governnents

I gnoring concerns and cultures of Native Anerican
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tribes. Wile it's not surprising, we see it ironic
that the location chosen for the landfill, that the
devel opers and the County San D ego claimwould serve
San Diego County residents, would be |ocated at far
reach of the County on the border of the Pala Indian
reservation. That the proposed dunp would be | ocated
on the border is a cultural environmental injustice.

The current boundary was created in 1902
when the reservati on was expanded to provide a home
to the Cupeno Indians, who had been forcibly evicted
by the Federal governnment fromtheir honme in Warner
Springs so that the Wite settlers could control and
devel op the area.

A century later, non-Indians now propose
a garbage dunp al ong the sane border.

The history is inportant because it
hel ps explain why Pal a has opposed this dunp since
the ate 1980s, |ong before Pala had its enterprise
built. The Pala Band does not oppose this dunp
because of its enterprise, rather the Pala Band has
been able to nmake opposition to the project because
of our enterprise.

The County actually had the right, when
It repeatedly refused to approve the landfill in

G egory Canyon in the 1990s because of its |ocation.
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The proponents got a majority of the voters of the
County to re-zone the site in a separate popul at ed
corner of the County next to an Indian reservation.

The vote was evident, Denocracy does not
al ways produce justice results, just results. Once
the vote occurred, the County becane an unwaveri ng
supporter of the project. Nowit's the Federal
governnment's turn to evaluate the need, the inpact,
and alternatives to the dunp.

Wiil e the County could ignore the
concerns of the tribe, the special trust relationship
bet ween t he Federal government and Native Anerican
peopl e demands nore fromthe Federal governnent. The
special relationship was recognized in a resolution
of apol ogy passed by Congress and signed by President
OGbama i n Decenber of 2009.

The resolution admtted the Federal
gover nnment had breached the trust obligation on
nunmer ous occasions, but it also acknow edged that the
tri bes and the Federal governnent have a sol emn
covenant with the Iands that they both share.

There's a sinple reason why this project
has been studied for so long. Gegory Canyon is the
wong place for a dunp. It is next to the San Luis

Rey River, a resource of natural inportance, next to
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two major drinking water pipelines, within critical
habi tat of three endangered species, and on the other
side of a sacred nountai n.

Surely there is alternatives that would
be |l ess environnental |y damagi ng and woul d better
serve the interest of the public.

Federal review nmust al so acknow edge
t hat circunstances have changed and new t echnol ogi es
for disposing the waste have been devel oped. The
claimed landfill crisis has not materialized and
stricter |aws and grow ng public awareness has
decreased the percentage of waste that is disposed.
And the anobunt of waste that will be recycled,
reused, turned into energy in the future, will only
increase. Sinply, there's significant landfill
capacity, there's no need for this landfill.

Critically, water supplies have
decreased. The recent forecast call for an
I ncreasi ng secrecy (sic) of water and gl obal climte
change.

In light of these facts, does it nake
sense to build a landfill that would threaten
critical ground waters as well as critical
pi peline that carries inported water to the County of

San Di ego?
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One -- we need only to | ook at the
history of landfills to realize the clains that
proposed dunp woul d be state-of-the-art, neaning
nothing. 30 mllion tons of garbage will remain
buried along the landfill, owners are gone, | oom ng
over the river and threatening precious water
supplies forever.

Not hi ng but a rubber liner, a few | ayers
of sand and gravel stand between the dunp and an
envi ronnental catastrophe. The best way to protect
our water is not to dunp trash next to it. There is
no way to guarantee that this dunmp will not |eak.
Qur water is too precious to take any chances.

The need to protect increasingly
declining water supplies outweighs the clained need
for additional landfill capacity.

This project is not in the best
interests of the public. There are |ess
envi ronnental daneging alternatives. For this
reason, the Pala Band and all other tribes in
San Di ego County urge the Federal governnment to abide
by its trust obligation and reject this project.

Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you.
UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: | f soneone has signed
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up and they don't wish to speak right now, could you
concede that one mnute to anot her speaker?

COLONEL MARK TOY: Yeah, we have a process
right now, sir. |[If a person signs up for one m nute,
he w Il be given the opportunity to speak. You can
put the rest of the comments that don't fit into a
mnute into a card and it wll still be considered
like as to be oral testinony.

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: Yes, but oral testinony
has nore inpact. You know that.

COLONEL MARK TOY: Not in this process, sir.

BILL MLLER Wuld Ms. Peck pl ease cone
forward. M. Vernon wll be next, followed by
Ant hony Pi co.

Ms. Peck.

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: She's not here tonight.

BILL MLLER M. Vernon, please.

MEL VERNON. All right, thank you.

| just -- Mel Vernon, San Luis Rey Band
of M ssion Indians.

| just want to thank you for having this
hearing, | guess what we call it, this com ng
together one nore tine. |It's been very redundant,
not only in approving again, or bringing this issue

f orwar d
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| stand with Chairman Smith on all the
I ssues with culture, and being that culture is
sonet hing that nay be sacred to a certain part of the
community, but it seens that, if you're in that
communi ty that holds sonething sacred, you have to
prove it to the rest of the community that it neans
sonething. |It's very unique for the Indian people to
have to do this every tinme we cone up with a cultural
Issue in this state.

And it's very sinple. If this dunp was
going to be next to the Catholic church, you m ght be
able to see that a little closer. But it's -- this
I ssue brings these issues up, this dunp, this site.

Drinking water is very inportant to us.
Water is life. And at the same tine we seemto be
having -- neeting all the criteria that sone day down
the road we m ght be drinking sone | eachate fromthis
| andfill somehow.

| was at another neeting naybe a year or
two ago, tal king about putting fish back into the,
steel head, the salnmon, the trout run up this river
again. And | think it's kind of ironic that on one
side you're bringing the endangered speci es back, and
anot her side of the sane river you're putting in

toxins sone day. | think it's kind of an interesting
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j uxtaposition, | guess you could say.

Al so, seeing that 67 mllion dollars
has been going into this project, and 20 years.

67 mllion dollars is a lot of noney to put on the
table for this project if you're not sure it's going
to happen. It nust be a big, a big issue to wite

t hat nmuch noney off to get involved in this. So it's
very inportant.

So | would say | wouldn't be against the
project if it was sonewhere el se, because when this
project cones in, the technology, | think, would be
wonderful if it was somewhere el se, noney would be
spent better sonewhere else. The question is that,
for all we've done here in this tinme, we haven't cone
very far. To resolve the issue of health, seens to
be one of what we're dealing wth over and over
agai n.

So thank you very mnuch

BILL MLLER  Thank you very nuch, sir.

Woul d Ant hony Pico pl ease cone forward.

Supervisor Bill Horn wll be next, foll owed by County

Supervi sor David Robertson. Dave Roberts.

ANTHONY PI CO Good evening. |'m Anthony
Pico. |'mChairman of the Viejas Band of Kuneyaay
| ndi ans, about 35 mles east of San Diego. | reside
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at 57 Viejas Wy Road in Alpine, California, which is
W thin the reservation

|"mhere to strongly oppose the proposed
G egory Canyon Landfill. This unnecessary project is
a perfect illustration of how Native Americans have
been the victins of terrible cultural and
environnental injustices at the hands of both
governnment and private interests.

The Gregory Canyon dunp is sited in the
border of the Pala Indian reservation in a renote
section of San Diego County, because the devel opers
assume that the Pala Band and other Native Anmerican
tribes will offer little resistance to its
construction, even though the devel oper of the canyon
knew that it would be | ocated on sites considered
sacred in tribal nations.

Now, 20 years later, all Indian tribes
of San Diego County and others outside the County
stand united in opposition to this project, the
Kuneyaay, the Luiseno, the Cupeno, the Cahuilla
nations all share the common principle of respect for
our sacred sites, religions, and cul tures.

I f Gregory Canyon's sacred Chokla, the
Lui seno people, is defiled by a garbage dunp, then
this injury is felt by all Indian people. Wth so
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much already lost, we sinply cannot stand idly by
whil e private devel opers assert the public process in
order to turn a profit at the expense of our culture
and our traditions.

The cunul ative inpacts of centuries of
oppression neans that there is little left that
hasn't already been defiled or destroyed. |f Chokla

is sacred to one Indian tribe, then it is sacred to

all tribes.

The Arny Corps is here today to
determne if the Gegory Canyon Landfill is in the
public interest. It is certainly not in the interest

of Native Anericans. W've already |ost so nmuch of
our cultures and traditions at the hands of unchecked
devel opnent.

And it's certain not in the interests of
t he people of San Diego County, who al ready have
enough landfill space for years to cone. And it's
not in the interest of comunities like the City of
Qceansi de which draws 20 percent of its potable
drinking water fromthe San Luis Rey River that flows
past the dunp site. And is not in the interests of
the plants and the aninmals that live in and around
G egory Canyon that we revere.

No. In fact, no public interest is
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served by the building of a garbage dunp in Gegory
Canyon.

The Arny Corps has a critically
I nportant job determ ning whether or not this project
Is in the public interest and shouldn't nove forward.
| n maki ng that decision, the Arny Corps should
consider the primary benefit of the project would be
to the private devel opers behind the dunp and not to
the public at large or to Native Anericans, to whom
the Arny Corps has a fiduciary duty to protect.

This is not just a tribal issue, it's an
I ssue that affects all people of San Di ego County.
You have the power to see that cultural environnental
justice is done. You have the power to protect the
centuries of sacred traditions.

| urge you to do the right thing for
tribal nations and the environnment and for the people
of San Diego County and reject the permt for the
dunp in Gegory Canyon.

And t hank you very nuch for giving ne
this opportunity.

BILL MLLER  (Inaudible due to appl ause)

asked if you could please Iimt your remarks to two
m nutes, and for all future speakers as well. Thank

you.
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BILL HORN: Al right. 'l try.

Good eveni ng, Colonel Toy. M nane is
Bill Horn. [I'mthe el ected supervisor for San D ego
County's Fifth District, which Gregory Canyon site is
| ocated. |'malso the chairman of the board when we
cl osed San Marcos and got out of the trash business,
probably the best day of our life.

In 1991 the County Board of Supervisors
identified eight potential sites to serve as
repl acement for San Marcos that reached capacity in
1997. Gegory Canyon was identified as one of those
sites. Unfortunately, the residents living in the
cities of the other eight sites were so vociferously
opposed to their selection that it was inpossible to
secure three votes at the Board of Supervisors to
sel ect any of them necessitating a County-w de
initiative,.

Since then, the residents of San D ego
County have voted, not once, but twce in favor of
the Gregory Canyon Landfill. The votes approved for
this project were 68 percent in 1994, that was the
year before | was elected, and 67 percent in 2004.
| ' ve been the supervisor in this district for 18
years.

The EIR in this project has been under
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scrutiny nore than any other public infrastructure
project in my nmenory in this region, and |'m aware of
Its recent past. And after ten years of
conprehensive environnental review, the County
Departnent of Environnmental Health certified the
landfill's EIR which determ ned that our water
resources woul d be protected.

The landfill's environnental system
featuring a seven-foot thick protective liner system
w Il not only nake Gregory Canyon the nost protected
landfill in San Diego County, but, as previously
testified, in the nation.

The landfill will be closely nonitored
and regul ated by State, Regional, and County
envi ronnental agenci es, ensuring the water resources
full protection.

The owners of Gregory Canyon have been
diligent in putting in safeguards to protect the
San Luis Rey River, which was ny major concern, the
surroundi ng environnent, and they have, | think,
exceeded our expectations.

| ask you to nake a finding that this
project conplies with the Clean Water Act and it is
the | east environnmental | y damagi ng practi cal

alternative and issue the permt for the 404 d ean
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Wat er Act.

It's time to end this. This project has
gone on far too |ong.

And thank you for allowing ne to speak
tothis and I will give this .

BILL MLLER  Thank you very nuch. After
Supervi sor Dave Roberts, we'll have Mayor Ji m Wods
and O ga Diaz.

DAVE ROBERTS:. Col onel Toy, Toy's staff,
| adi es and gentlenmen. |'m Dave Roberts, and I'mthe
first new supervisor in 18 years and | represent
District 3.

| stand before you here tonight that
times are changing and we're all getting smarter, and
we really need to look at this project. |1'malso the
father of five young children, and | believe that
this project is not in the public interest and | want
to give you the reasons why.

Thi s dunp poses an unacceptable risk of
contam nation of the San Luis Rey River, which
supplies drinking water and bathing water to the City
of Oceansi de, and Mayor Jim Wods is going to speak
next .

This dunp isn't even needed. Wth

expanded capacity at Mramar, which is in ny
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supervisorial district, and Sycanore, which is in
Supervi sor D anne Jacobs' district, as well as a new
| andfill approved for East Otay Mesa in Supervisor

G eg Cox's district, we have capacity for decades,

| ong after you and | are gone. This is not in the
public interest.

Recyling prograns are further cutting
trash to our dunps. This adds even nore years of
capacity. Just three weeks ago ny col |l eague,
Supervisor Bill Horn, and I voted to expand and put
i n commercial recycling here in San D ego County,
which is going to greatly increase our diversion
rates, so this dunp is not needed.

And if nothing else sticks in your head
toni ght, three decades ago we were told that nuclear
power was safe and it would not |eak. This week we
cel ebrate the one year anniversary of our nuclear
power plant being shut down because it | eaks.

They tell us this liner is, wll never
| eak. How can they guarantee it when nucl ear power
ri ght down the street here said that that woul dn't
| eak?

So let's get snart about what we're
tal ki ng about here. Nothing is |eak proof.

So let's not repeat the m stakes of the
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past. Let's do what's in the public interest.

|"mal so authorized to speak on behal f
of the cities and ny district of Encinitas, Sol ana
Beach, and Del Mar, who have all passed resol utions
opposed to this and authorized ne to speak on their
behal f tonight.

| hope you will deny this permt.

Thank you very much

BILL MLLER  Thank you. Mayor Ji m Wod,
followed by Oga Diaz and Rita Fernandez.

JIMWOCD: I'Il cut it short. | had a | onger
speech, but two m nutes.

["'mJimWod, |I'mthe mayor of the
| argest city in North San Diego County, the one
I npacted directly by this particular thing. |'mthe
senior mayor in North County, San D ego County, and
so that neans a lot that |'mhere to represent a
| arge nunber of people.

We got involved early in this nmany years
ago because we thought it was just wong; wong about
the landfill, the dunp, whatever you wish to use and
call it.

My concerns are obvious: W're
downstream We're downstream \W're one of the few

cities that do desal fromthe downstreamwater. W
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get about 20 percent of our water from underground
wat er sources fromthe San Luis Rey River. W're
spending mllions of dollars and | ooking at spending
even nore to get up to 50 percent of our water from
desal from downstream Can you imagi ne spending t hat
ki nd of noney getting that where you can get the
rates down for our citizens?

I"'ma mlitary town, seniors and
veterans. Qur water rates have gone up over 100
percent since 2006. People on fixed incomes. So we
are trying to resolve that by desal |ocally.

Can you imagine if we went to that kind
of cost and then all of a sudden there's a |eak
upstreanf That would destroy all of that. W would
have to shut it down. And then the cost to the other
cities who woul d have had to go back and buy that
noney and that anount of water, 50 percent, from
anot her source and the cost.

That's our concerns fromthe City of
Cceansi de, obviously.

| won't go into details because we've
told you this before. However, with that, | think
you understand this too, our governor was concerned
about protecting water sources. He came out recently

and said that. It's inportant. Here's a water
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' mnot against a landfill or dunp,
what ever they want to call it, | just didn't like the

| ocation they picked, right on a water source for ny
city and the Pala Indians. Al the culture in this
area woul d be inpacted by that also.

So we're concerned. |'mlooking at
losing billions of dollars in our assets for this
future, and why would we do it? Secondly, all the
rivers, streans, wetlands, the ocean, ny harbor, if
It's contam nated downstreans, that's al so inpacted.

And this is really about two things
today here in front of you; noney and quality of
life, and I think that's (inaudible due to appl ause).

| find it hard that any politician would
stand up here representing any group of people and
threaten their possible water source, the nost
val uabl e itemwe have in Southern California. Plus
the landfill dunp is not needed under new gui deli nes.
Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you, Mayor. O ga D az,
followed by Rita Fernandez and Esther Sanchez.

OLGA DIAZ: |'ll be out of character and brief
thi s eveni ng.

My nane is Oga Diaz. |'mthe Deputy
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Mayor of the City of Escondido, and |I'm here to speak
agai nst the permt for the Gegory Canyon Landfill,
and I'Il tell you why.

The fol ks of COceansi de deserve a
protection. Although this particular water source
doesn't inpact the residents that | represent, if, in
fact, the water source for Escondi do were threatened,
| woul d expect other elected officials around the
County to cone and support ny city, so I'mhere to
support Cceansi de.

And to speak froma position of being
infornmed, | actually visited the site. | toured it.
In fact, interesting story, | took ny ten-year-old
daughter along when | went. And even she was able to
say, "Wiy woul d they put trash by the river?"

So it makes no sense. |f you have not
been on site, you nust visit. And unless you have
visited, you don't know the danage that you are
I mparting on that water source.

There isn't anything you can say to ne
that wll convince ne that the trash won't leak into
that water source. Maybe not 10 years from now, but
20, 30, 40, 50, long after the advocates for this
project have passed, and quite frankly, long after

many of the folks in the room have passed, there is
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not hi ng that can convince ne that that liner will not
break or leak. And the folks in Cceanside deserve a
greater protection, so | would really encourage you
not to support this.

The Arny Corps has solved a | ot of
probl ens around the country in terns of flooding and
waterways. |In the Cty of Escondido we have a creek
t hat was channelized well over 50 years ago, and we
are now working to restore that creek and we are
working with the Arnmy Corps of Engineers to achieve
t hat .

So | would hate, 50 years from now, for
sonmebody to have to work with the Arny Corps to try
and unpol lute the San Luis Rey R ver because of this
landfill. So it's best to avoid the problemin the
first place.

Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you very much for your
conment s.
Rita Fernandez, thank you very nuch,
Est her Sanchez, followed by Jack Feller.
Thank you.
RI TA FERNANDEZ: Thank you very nuch.
Good evening. M nane is Rita Fernandez

and ['ma community liaison for Congressman Juan
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Var gas.

As sone of you may know, when
Congressnman Vargas was in the State Senate not too
| ong ago he sponsored SB 833. This bill essentially
woul d prohibit a project like this l[andfill that
we' re di scussing today.

There were a couple of reasons for which
he took this position in opposition to these types of
proj ects.

Firstly, sonmething that has been
di scussed at great length and with great enotion is
the Native Anmerican sacred sites. The Congressnan
bel i eves that these types of sites should be
protected and given the due respect that they
deserve.

Additionally, there are environnental
reasons why he opposed it. The San Luis Rey River
I's, of course, a drinking water source for many
people in this community, and there were many public
heal th concerns that were raised during this debate.

| appreciate the opportunity to be able
to speak here and | hope that the decision that is
reached is the best for this community.

Thank you very mnuch.

BILL MLLER  Thank you. After Esther Sanchez
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and Jack Feller wll be Cristina Sanchez.

CHRI STI NA SANCHEZ: M nane is Cristina
Sanchez, aid to Cceansi de Council menber Esther
Sanchez, and |'mhere this evening to provide oral
comments on the Gregory Canyon EI'S on her behal f.
Counci | mrenber Sanchez also is representative on the
Cal i fornia Coastal Conmm ssion.

Counci | nenmber Sanchez is passionate
about maintaining the water quality along Cceanside's
coastline, as well as protecting the substanti al
I nvestnment that the city has made in devel oping | ocal
wat er supplies.

As such, she feels strongly that there
are several areas of the EIS that are not fully
mtigated and would seriously harmthe Gty of
Cceansi de.

Most notable of these inadequacies is
the liner integrity. Based on the scientific
[iterature, it is well docunented that |andfill
liners will eventually |eak. Wen this happens, the
| eachate will enter the ground water in the San Luis
Rey River and be transported to the City of Cceanside
and the coastline. This toxic soup can contain heavy
metal s, organics, PCBs, and di oxins.

Based on the scientific literature, it
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I's well docunented that these types of chemicals are
toxic, interfere wwth hornones in the body, can

bi oaccunul ate in fish such as the steel head trout and
ot her aquatic organisns, plays a significant role in
t he decline of anphibians such as the arroyo toad,
and harm marine fish and shellfish.

There is no discussion in the EI'S
regarding how mtigation will occur when sedi nents,
the water in the river, and the larger fishery
I ndustry of the Pacific are inpacted by | eachate
pol | uti on.

The EI'S does address nonitoring wells
that wll nonitor around the landfill, but however,
what are the assurances that the liner will not |eak
and our water supplies will not be inpacted?

Counci | nrenber Sanchez requests that the
Envi ronnental [ npact Statenent be rejected. There
are just too many unanswered questions and too high
of arisk for this project to proceed.

On behal f of Council nenber Sanchez,

t hank you for the opportunity to speak tonight.
BILL MLLER  Thank you very nuch.

After Jack Feller will be Gary,

apol ogi ze for m spronounci ng your nane, Feller. Very

sorry, sir. And Cari Dale follow ng that.
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JACK FELLER: Good evening, Col onel Toy.
Good seeing you again. | amJack Feller, Cty
Counci Il menber for the Cty of Cceanside, and |I'm
speaki ng on ny own behal f.

Col onel Toy, you and your staff have a
huge j ob ahead of you, and that cones with being the
U.S. Arny Corps of Engineers.

| do support the Gregory Canyon Landfil
permt issuance. This nuch needed facility has been
approved by County voters tw ce, and was approved at
the polls in Oceanside. The level of protection is
unprecedented, everything is state-of-the-art, and
water quality wll be preserved.

The civilian bureaucracy has given nost
all of the needed approvals, and | trust this
proj ect.

|'ve grown up in the construction
I ndustry and |'ve grown up on your projects. The
GCahe in South Dakota in the '50s, Blue River Damin
Oregon in the '60s, just to nanme a couple of them

The, the U S. Arny Corps of Engi neers
does design, build, process, and approve projects
that are, that are great. You are serving the needs
of Anerica in -- right nowit's San D ego that needs

your attention.
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| appreciate your attention to this and
| would ask for your approval on this EIS.

Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you, Jack.

After Cari Dale wll be Gabriel
Qutierrez.

GARY FLEEN. My nanme is Gary Fleen and I'm a
City Councilmn fromthe City of QOceansi de.

And |1've cone to speak before you
toni ght to acknow edge that, when the residents of
Oceansi de had a chance to speak for thensel ves,
twice, they voted for the Gegory Canyon Land
project, along wth the residents of San Di ego
County.

And what they were asking for is, and
what |'masking for, when | voted for it as well, is
for the process to go forward, for it to be
objective, for it to be based on science and
engi neering and not based on hysteria and enoti on.

And |I'm not an engineer, |I'mnot a
geologist, I"mnot a scientist, so | don't know where
this process is going to end up. But as the
proponents claim as they claimthat it's the nost
scientifically protected landfill that's ever been

devised, and it wll provide the | evel of protection
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that the law requires, then the project should be
approved. If it doesn't neet that threshold, then it
shoul d be deni ed.

And that's what the voters are asking
for. They're asking for an honest review, they're
asking for an objective review, they're asking for a
deci sion that's based on science. And once again,
the voters thensel ves, when they had a chance to
speak for thenselves, voted for this process to go
forward

So | appreciate your work that you're
going to do on this, it's certainly a conplicated
deci sion, but just make sure it's based on the facts
and not based on enotion.

Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you very nuch.

Cari Dale, Gabriel CGutierrez, and |

apol ogi ze, Danon - -

DAMON NAGAM : Nagam .

BILL MLLER  Thank you, sir.

CARI DALE: Good evening. M nane is Car
Dale and | amthe Water Utilities Director
representing the Gty of Cceanside. |'mhere tonight
to oppose the G egory Canyon Landfill.

O forenost concern to ny departnent and
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to the citizens in Cceanside is the water supply.
The EIS states that there are two sources of |ocal
wat er supply that they intend to use, riparian
underfl ow and percol ating ground water. And for

t hose of you in the audi ence that don't understand
what these nean, these are sonmewhat technical terns,
so let ne clarify for you: Both of these are water
sources that have been clained by other parties,
including the City of Cceanside, and as such, the
City of Oceanside wll vehenently protest any
application to appropriate water fromthe San Luis
Rey River, and will object to any attenpts to
initiate a diversion or increase a diversion.

The Gty of Cceanside will also
vehenently protest any application to appropriate
wat er emanating fromriparian underfl ow and
percol ati ng ground waters.

Water rights and their permtting
aut hori zati ons have not even been addressed in this
El S.

The EIS further states that the landfill
Itself would obstruct rain water infiltration through
the soil and ground water. This recharge would be
di m ni shed, and therefore the Cty of COceanside

protests any activity which would reduce the
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percol ation of rain water, thereby di m nishing the
quantity of percol ating ground water avail able for
downstream appropriatives, such as the Gty of
Cceansi de.

Again, water rights need to be
addr essed.

And for brevity, I'll just describe how
much we have invested in this |ocal supply. Up to
this date it's been 23 mllion dollars. By 2022
we're going to invest another 85 mllion dollars, and
in the next 30 years, 180 mllion dollars. This is a
significant investnent in our |ocal supplies.

Pl ease don't ignore the enormty of the
I mpact the landfill will have on | ocal water supplies
for the Gty of Cceanside.

And I'Il just wap it up.

W are counting on you to reject this
ElIS and find that it is not the |least environnentally
damagi ng alternative.

Thank you for your tine.

BILL MLLER  Thank you for your coments.
Gabriel Gutierrez, Danon Nagam , and Josan Feat hers.

GABRI EL GUTI ERREZ: (Good evening. M nane is
Gabriel Gutierrez. |1'ma policy advisor for County

Supervi sor Ron Roberts.
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Ron is sorry he could not be here today.
He wanted ne to share wth you his | ongstanding
support of this project.

About 18 nonths ago, the Board of
Supervisors sent a letter to Governor Brown, urging
himto not sign a bill that would have killed this
project. |1'd like to read you a paragraph fromt hat
Board letter.

San Di ego's vast, sprawling, and
popul ous North County has been without a landfill for
decades. Recent census data shows North County to be
anong the County's fastest grow ng regions. The
trash generated by North County residents nust be
col l ected and then transported by heavy trucks to
landfills in the East County, Sycanore, and South
County, O ay.

County of San Diego voters tw ce have
gone to the polls, 1994 and 2004, and in overwhel m ng
nunbers, 68 percent and 64 percent respectively, in
support of the Gregory Canyon Landfill project.

The project has an approved
Envi ronnmental | npact Report that has w thstood | egal
scrutiny as high as the California Suprene Court.

Supervi sor Roberts also wote recently

to the Arny Corps, reiterating his support for the
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G egory Canyon Landfill. Wile |I know you have the
letter, 1'd like to read this part.

| have supported this project fromthe
begi nning and expect it will be anong the nost
advanced and environnentally sound landfills in the
nation. The Gregory Canyon project will bring an
econom ¢ boost to the region during construction, and
once operational, wll generate nuch-needed tax
revenue and increase |ocal spending.

The Gregory Canyon project has been well
vetted and received overwhel m ng support from San
Di ego County voters.

| urge you to allow this project to nove
forward for the benefit of the entire San D ego
County region.

Thank you for your tine.

BILL MLLER: Followng Ms. Feathers will be
Shasta Gaughen. Right now, Danobn Nagam .
DAMON NAGAM : Thank you.

Good evening. M nane is Danon Nagam .
|'ma senior attorney for the Natural Resources
Def ense Counsel and director of NRDC Sout hern
California Ecosystem Proj ect.

' m here on behalf of our tens of

t housands of nenbers and activists in Southern
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Cal i fornia.

Qur nessage tonight is sinple: This
landfill is not in the public interest. The debate
over this landfill should have ended a |ong tine ago.

Wien it was originally proposed back in
the late '80s, this landfill failed seven out of

eight landfill siting criteria set out by the County.

It's on top of a drinking water source, it's near

| nportant archeol ogical sites, it's near an
earthquake fault, it's honme to endangered speci es.
There's no question that this is the wong place to
put a garbage dunp.

Now, sensing defeat, in 1994 the dunp's
proponents did an end run around the County and put
t he approval for the dunp on the ballot, but that
ballot initiative was m sleading. The project was
described primarily as a recycle neasure. They al so
warned of a waste crisis in the County, which has
turned out to be wong. Wat was nost egregi ous was
that the ballot initiative failed to tell the voters
that the dunp woul d desecrate inportant Native
Anerican sites and threaten critical drinking water
suppl i es and endanger ed speci es.

So you have all of those bad

environnental inpacts on one side that are clearly
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not in the public interest.
The only factor that could possibly nmake

a difference on the other side is whether there's an

actual need for this landfill, but San D ego County
does not need this landfill. Despite clains by the
landfill's developers to the contrary and R3

Consulting's long report, the County has nore than
enough |l andfill capacity, and the reason is that
resi dents and busi nesses have been goi ng gangbusters
wth recycling and other waste diversion techniques.
According to Cal Recycle, waste disposal
in the County in 2011 was nearly 30 percent |ess than
t he anount of waste that was di sposed in 2005. And
this decline is likely to continue, due in part to
state and | ocal |laws nmandating the diversion of waste
fromlandfills, as well as grow ng markets for
recycl abl e and reusable itens.
We shoul d be focusing on 21st century
approaches to dealing with waste. This includes
recycling, reusing, conposting, waste diversion,

reduci ng consunption, and aimng for a zero waste

society.

Even the CEO of Waste Managenent agrees
that landfilling is a dinosaur that's about to go
extinct. In a Wall Street Journal article he
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predicted that in 10 to 15 years his conpany woul d be
out of the landfill business and woul d be focusing
I nstead on recycling and finding up-value fromthe
waste rather than burying it.

So if this project is not in the public
I nterest, who is benefiting? WelIl, when in doubt,
follow the noney. The sole beneficiaries of this
(i naudi bl e due to appl ause) for sone reason | ooked at
the San Luis Rey Rver in Gegory Canyon and
envi sioned a nmountain of garbage. You nust not |et
them do that.

This landfill is not in the public
Interest. You should deny this permt and stop this
project once and for all.

Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you for your comments.

Shast a Gaughen, Josan Feat hers, and
Larry Purcell.

SHASTA GAUGHEN: My nane is Dr. Shasta
Gaughen. |1'mthe Environnental Department Director
and the Tribal H storic Preservation Oficer for the
Pal a Band of M ssion Indians.

It is ny job to protect the environnent
for the Pala reservation and to fulfill Federal and

State requirenents for the protection and
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preservation of historic, cultural, and archeol ogi cal
resources of inportance to the tribe.

As part of the review process, the Arny
Corps is obligated to assess whether a proposed
proj ect best serves the interests of the public. The
G egory Canyon Landfill fails to neet the public
Interest criteria at al nost every |evel.

O highest inportance to the Pala people
and all the Southern California bands are the
cultural and historic values of the project site. A
dunp woul d conpl etely desecrate and destroy G egory
Mount ai n; one of the nbst inportant sacred sites of
t he Lui seno and Cupeno peopl e.

There are no exclusion zones that can
protect the nountain fromdesecration. It is sacred
fromthe bottomto the top.

The landfill investors want you to
bel i eve that Pala only opposes this dunp because of
t heir casino, but nothing could be further fromthe
truth. Gegory Muuntain has been |isted as a sacred
site with the Native Anmerican Heritage Conm ssion
since the 1980s, well before the casino was even
proposed.

Ref erences to the sacred significance of

Chokl a appear in the anthropological literature
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beginning in the early 1900s. The County of

San Diego knows this and determ ned that the |andfil
woul d cause unm tigabl e damage to archeol ogi cal sites
and cultural and religious val ues.

It is not in the public interest to ask
for tribes to give up yet another piece of their
l'iving heritage.

A dunp in Gegory Canyon al so i nposes
unacceptabl e risks to the environnent. How could the
public benefit fromthreats to water quality, water
supply, and water conservation? You cannot nake a
dunp liner thick enough or advanced enough to
guarantee that it will never | eak.

This is not just about those of us
l'iving today, but about the future. W have an
obligation to our children and to our children's
children not to allowthis landfill to threaten our
wat er supply.

The Gregory Canyon Landfill would
destroy the critical wldlife habitat that provides
hone for endangered species, it will destroy water
quality, and it wll destroy tribal heritage.

The Arny Corps needs to consider
alternatives. There is no benefit to the public for

this project.
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Thank you for your tinme. And in ny |ast
few seconds, if you're against this dunp, stand up.
Show them that you don't want it.

BILL MLLER: Thank you for your coments.

Larry Purcell, followed by Lenore Lanb
and M chael MSweeney.

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: Josan Feat hers.

BILL MLLER On, I'"'msorry. Yes, please. |
t hought -- Josan Feat hers.

JOSAN FEATHERS: | think you al ready have ny
handout there.

My nane is Josan Feathers, |'ma
regi stered civil engineer, and | am here on behal f of
t he League of Wnen Voters of San Diego County and |
amtheir natural resources director.

The League of Wonen Voters of San Diego
County urges the Arny Corps to deny the G egory
Canyon Landfill.

Qur concerns are based on the League's
posi tions regardi ng waste managenent, water quality,
and | and use. W support neasures to ensure
environnental ly sound and efficient solid waste
managenent and policies to reduce the generation and
pronote the reuse and recycling of solid wastes. W

support the preservation and the integrity of
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ecosystens in order to protect public health and air,
water, and | and resources, whose inner relationships
shoul d be recogni zed in designing environnental

saf eguards and to prevent ecol ogical degradation.

Qur position on water resources supports
stringent controls to include protection of
wat er sheds for surface supplies and of recharge areas
for ground water. Specifically these positions all
apply directly to the proposed G egory Canyon
Landfill. However, the bottomline is that the need
for this landfill has dimnished, as the recycling
rates have increased, thereby reducing the need for
addi tional landfills.

Qur primary concern is with water
quality. The follow ng issues are cause for concern:
The proposed landfill site is located partly in the
100-year floodplain where it could inpact the
wat er shed aqui fers and the aquifer recharge areas.
The inpacts of the construction of a 35-foot w de and
640-foot |long bridge. Really?

The inpacts are just excessi Ve,
especially in this rural area, especially five sets
of piles inthe San Luis Rey River. The possibility
of vehicul ar | eakage where |oad spills fromvehicles

contai ning solid and/or hazardous wastes as they
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cross the long bridge over the river is alarmng.

The ancillary facilities wll house a
di esel storage tank, a househol d hazardous waste
storage area, and a |l eachate and subdrain collection
system hol di ng t anks.

The owners claimthe proposed | andfill
liner wwll keep toxic |leachate fromleaking into the
ground water, although authorities insist there's no
such thing as a failsafe liner. Critical habitat
w || be inpacted.

We urge you to deny this permt. Thank
you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you very much for your
comments (inaudi ble due to appl ause).

Larry Purcell, followed by Lenore Lanb
and M chael MSweeney.

LARRY PURCELL: Thank you. Larry Purcell,
4677 Overland Avenue, San Di ego, 92123.

"' m here tonight representing the
San Di ego County Water Authority, the public agency
responsi bl e for supplying the inported water
necessary to support over three mllion residents and
186 billion (inaudible) County.

Qur concerns with the proposed |andfil

have al ways been and remain two-fold: One is
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ensuring protection of water resources, nunber two is
ensuring protection of our facilities.

The proposed landfill site is
I medi ately adjacent to the San Luis Rey R ver, sits
atop and is upstream of several ground water basins
currently used as supply for |ocal agencies, and
t hose supplies are expected to be expanded in the
future. W believe the Draft EISis lacking and it
does not contain any analysis regarding inpacts of
the loss of this |ocal supply, or provide any
mtigation to conpensate for additional treatnent or
repl acenent costs, should surface and ground water
beconme unusable in the future.

Qur second concern is the integrity of
the regional water delivery system The proposed
landfill is imedi ately adjacent to two existing
| arge di aneter pipelines, which will be exposed to
repeated bl asting and heavy vehicle process. W
believe the DEIS is |acking and that it does not
contain an adequate analysis of nearby |ong-term
bl asting on the existing 60-year-old pipelines, nor
does it include an analysis of the approved, but not
yet built, Pipeline 6, plan for the State
ri ght-of - way.

In addition, the Draft EI'S does not
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contai n enough detail of a possible pipeline

rel ocation option, including the design,
construction, and schedule, to determne if it is
appropriate for our conveyance system Wthout this
information, we are left wondering if the project
described in the Draft EISis in the public interest
when it potentially puts the regional water system
for mllions of San Diegans at ri sk.

Thank you for the opportunity to speak.

BILL MLLER  Thank you. Lenore Lanb,
foll owed by M chael Mc:Sweeney and Ji m Knott.

LENORE LAMB: (Good evening, Col onel Toy and
menbers of your staff, and thank you for having ne.
My nane is Lenore Lanb and | amthe Natural Resources
Oficer for the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Southern
California Agency.

The BIA is here to be an advocate for
the sovereignty and rights of tribes in dealing wth
ot her governnental entities. W want the Arny Corps,
as our sister agency, to understand that all Federal
agencies share in this trust responsibility. W want
to ensure that neaningful consultation is perforned
by the Arny Corps on this project, and is effective
pursuant to your own government -t o- gover nment

consultation policy, as supported by President Chama
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I n Executive Order 13175.

Specifically it calls for an accountabl e
process to interact with tribes, and requires an
obl i gation of pre-decisional governnent-to-governnent
consul tati on.

The EI'S acknow edges, in Table ES-4,
that the proposed action in building this landfill is
the only action of disproportionately high and
adverse environnental justice effects for five out of
the six criteria evaluated. This is not -- this is
contrary to the public interest.

If this project is permtted by the Arny
Corps, mllions of tons of garbage will be buried in
the canyon in a site sacred to Indian people. W ask
the Arny Corps to respect the cultural significance
of this site to tribes. It is an irreplaceable
resource, and it would be a dishonor to approve a
solid waste landfill which will desecrate a site
sacred to I ndian people. Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you for your coments.

M chael MSweeney, followed by Ji mKnott

1l and Ted Giswol d.
M CHAEL MCSWEENEY: Good evening. M nane is

M chael McSweeney. |'mthe Senior Public Policy
Advi sor for the BIA the other BIA Building Industry
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Associ ati on.

And | represent nearly 700 conpani es and
nearly 40,000 enpl oyees who earn their living
bui I ding the comunities many of you live in. The
Bl A hol ds dear communities in which we live, work,

and play. Qur nottois, we don't build, we build

conmmuni ty.

Many fol ks here toni ght have probably
never set foot in a landfill. For nearly 30 years,
until | took my current position, |, in the course of

ny business as a general contractor, utilized | ocal
landfills. Mst are at or near capacity. |I'mold
enough to renmenber using landfills before there were
many of the environnental safeguards that are

I npl enent ed t oday.

On this proposed landfill 1've
researched what the environnental safeguards are.
They're state-of-the-art.

The Gregory Canyon Landfill was tw ce
supported by the San Di ego voters, and is now
before you as part of a rigorous environnental
review process. The records throughout this public
revi ew denonstrates the urgent need to proceed with
this project, and explains howthis new facility,

coupled with increasing recycling, can address our

/_é ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

EsquireSolutions.com


http://www.esquiresolutions.com

© 00 N o o B~ W DN P

N I R N R N N N N T o T T e S S O N
o &~ W N B O © 00 N OO 0o M WO N O

PUBLIC HEARING January 31, 20
GREGORY CANYON LANDFILL, LTD.

13
74

nation's -- our region's solid waste needs for
decades to cone.

This privately funded project wll
enabl e an option for sensible gromh and devel opnent
of the area, with a great deal of attention paid to
environnmental safety.

We at the BIA urge you to approve this
permt. The need for a decision on this project is
urgent. Al San Diego landfills, as | said, are at
or near operating capacity.

For nost, the nost recently adopted
revision of the County's Solid Waste Managenent Pl an
produced unani nous agreenent anong the County of
San Diego, majority of the cities in the County, and
the California Integrated Waste Managenent Board,
that G egory Canyon Landfill is absolutely necessary
to neet the requirenents of state |aw

Bl A knows what it takes to create a
solid foundation on which to grow comunities, and we
urge you to allow this nuch-needed project to nove
f orward

Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you very much for your
coments. JimKnott IIl, followed by Ted Giswold

and Ef rem Bycer.
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JIMW KNOTT IIl: Jimy Knott |11,
Vice-Chairman to the Uilities Commssion, Cty of
Oceansi de, speaking for nmyself. |[|'ve not been
aut horized by the Chair to speak, but | want to nake
sure that it was on the record.

Yes, when Prop C passed years ago, the
primary vision for it was as a recycling center, and
t hat was what was enphasized to the public. A
recycling center, not a landfill.

Then after it was passed, the landfil
becane the concentration. Now, that was sort of
i ke, you know, playing a little bit of the odds
against the mddle and lying to the public. That's
not right. The first one was (inaudible), the second
one not, because it's going to old technology. And
when it went to the old technology, it started to
endanger the public.

In the Gty of Cceanside, it endangered
our water source. And what's going to happen is
(i naudi bl e) endangered our water source, it would
take and, as everyone else has said, it wll
eventually leak and it wll take and spoil our water,
not just in 50 years, but in thousands of years as
well. That dunp will not go away.

Now, we have evidence to that with our
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Native Anerican brothers and sisters who have |ived
here for thousands of years. Nowwe will be here as
wel |, because we are part of that big famly. Wll,
this dunp is also going to affect the people in the
City of Oceanside, and there's going to be a cost.

Now, the people who operate this dunp
have not really guaranteed that they will cover those
costs for the repairs in our city or the costs of the
mllions of dollars in infrastructure and
repl acenent, or end user cleanup costs. They have
not covered any questions of liability that's
I nvol ved here.

There has been a | ot of questions and
t hey have al ways been | eft unanswered. W need to
take and address this very clearly and | ook at other
alternatives. Recycling can be done in 100 percent
and nodern technol ogi es have approved it. W don't
need it now

Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you. Ted Giswold, Efrem
Bycer and Walter Resnick follow ng you.
TED GRI SWOLD: Thank you. Ted Giswold with

Procopi o, environnmental counsel to Pala Band of
M ssion Indians. Appreciate your tine.

We have a nyriad of environmental issues
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to deal with with Gregory Canyon Landfill. W wll
be providing extensive witten coments, but | want
to really focus you on the | ens through which you are
| ooki ng through the environnmental docunent, as well
as the public, and that is the purpose and need. So
| want to focus you on that because that really
tailors your entire environnmental analysis and your
permtting decisions.

Looki ng at your own regul ations,

33 CFR, 325 Appendi x B where your NEPA gui delines and
procedures are, | point out to you in Section 94

that -- excuse ne, Section 9B4, an exanple that's
given in how you should | ook at your purpose and
need.

And that is, they give an exanple in the
procedures, if sonmeone is going for a 404 permt for
a pipeline, for a cooling pipe for an electrical
pl ant, then what you need to do is -- that may be the
permt, the pipeline may be the permt.

However, when you're considering the
entirety of the project, in your NEPA docunent, your
pur pose and need statenent should be | ooking at the
need for electricity. Not an electrical plant, not
the need for the pipe, but the need for electricity.

That's a direct anal ogy on what you're

/_é ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

EsquireSolutions.com


http://www.esquiresolutions.com

© 00 N o o B~ W DN P

N I R N R N N N N T o T T e S S O N
o &~ W N B O © 00 N OO 0o M WO N O

PUBLIC HEARING January 31, 2013
GREGORY CANYON LANDFILL, LTD. 78

| ooki ng at here. Your purpose and need froma scope
st andpoi nt should be | ooking at the need for and how
you're dealing with our waste, rather than | ooking at
a landfill or a specific location.

Secondl y, geographi c scope. Your
pur pose and need analysis that R3 put together did a
great job of putting together a whole bunch of
information fromsix different counties on the waste
shed that's associated with the waste that cones from
her e.

And then they go and do an alternatives
analysis in your EIS that focuses only on San D ego
County. It's very confusing, it's very
contradi ctory, because in your alternatives analysis,
you're saying that all of your alternatives are only
In San Diego County, yet also in your docunent you're
sayi ng that you cannot say that this waste will only
cone from San Di ego County.

That's really problematic, because
unl ess you can condition your permt to say that the
waste will only cone from San Di ego County, then your
alternatives should be included anong all of the six
counties. And if you do that, if you | ook at your
own analysis -- |I'malnost done, I'mjust going to

wnd up with this point.
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If you do that and you | ook at your
anal ysi's, your own analysis on purpose and need, the
G egory Canyon Landfill will only add 1, to a maxi mum
of 2.1 years of capacity within the waste shed, and
you shoul d be conparing that against the
envi ronnment al damage that woul d be caused by this
landfill.

Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Efrem Bycer, Walter Resni ck,
Brad Bar num

EFREM BYCER: Good eveni ng, Col onel Toy. My
name is Efrem Bycer. |'m econom c devel opnent
manager with the San D ego Regi onal Econom c
Devel opnent Cor porati on.

Qur CEOQ WMark Cafferty, is unable to
attend tonight, but wants to enter his support for
this location into the record.

The goals of the EDC during the past
four decades have been to support regional economc
prosperity and gl obal conpetitiveness.

A heal thy and grow ng regional econony
requires continued investnents in infrastructure,
including sites for solid waste disposal. The EDC
fully supports the Gregory Canyon |ocation as the

best |ocation out of all |ocations being considered
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by the Corps for a new landfill in San D ego County.

The Gregory Canyon Landfill project wll
be state-of-the-art. This project has gone through
extensive CEQA review, as well as deliberation by
Local, State, and Federal agencies over the years to
establish its safety.

The EIR has al so withstood nultiple
| egal chal | enges.

Furthernore, this is a prudent
I nvestment for our region. Shipping trash outside of
our region wll only exacerbate air quality and
I ncrease costs to consuners. This landfill facility
w Il create jobs, generate tax revenue, and ensure
that our solid waste di sposal needs are net in an
environnental Iy responsi bl e manner.

Voters have tw ce agreed in County-w de
el ections that we must build this critical
infrastructure project in order to neet the waste
di sposal needs of the San Diego region over the next
30 years.

None of the proposed alternative
| ocations can better neet the waste di sposal needs of
our region.

In conclusion, this site is in the best

I nterest of the public, and San D ego County voters
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have clearly voiced their approval at the ballot box.

The EDC asks that you approve the
G egory Canyon location and allow this project to
nmove forward.

Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you very nuch.

Wal ter Resnick, Brad Barnum and Laura

Hunter. M. Resni ck.
VWALTER RESNI CK:  Good evening. Wilter Resnick

wth Procopio Cory. W represent the Pala Band of
M ssi on | ndi ans.

| want to take a little different
approach here. | think you' ve heard a | ot about the
public interest, etc., and we will be submtting
comments, specific comrents.

But overall, one concern | have wth the
ElIS, and it's troubling to ne, is that the party
preparing the EIS is the sane party that prepared the
EIR, and they have al ready responded to a nunber of
comrents and it was deja vu reading the docunent
agai n.

| would urge the Corps to give strict
reading of all the comments that are provided so that
they don't get subterfuged Iike we feel the coments

on the EIR were.
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And in that manner | would say, we've
got this big tube of dirt back here which, quite
honestly, is sonewhat m srepresentative. It doesn't
show how thin the liners are going to be, the plastic
l'i ners.

The other thing it doesn't say, and it's
hard to find in the Draft EIS, is that that liner is
only going to be over nmaybe 20 percent of the
landfill, so the rest of the landfill is not going to
have that nuch of a liner. And | think you would
have to search far and wde to find that information
in that EIS. That's because it's stuck sonmewhere in
t he Joint Technical Docunent. So that nobst of that
landfill wll not be covered. It wll be covered by
a liner that does not even have a | eachate control
system It does not have a recovery system

So you can | ook at the docunent to see
that, but | would urge you to | ook at that closely.

And one thing on the need issue: W
w il be submtting coments on that, but on ny review
of the nunbers that R3 created, | think they
underestimate the capacity in the region by nore than
200 mllion tons a year. And we'll point out exactly
where that occurs.

And | think that their analysis of
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di sposal rates in the future is also very jaundiced
and is both hard to fathomand hard to foll ow, and
al so does not get to the point of what recycling is
going to do to those disposal rates.

Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you, sir.

Brad Barnum Laura Hunter, and Eric
Bow by.

BRAD BARNUM Hell o, Colonel Toy. |[|'m Brad
Barnumwi th the Associated CGeneral Contractors. W
represent over 1,100 firns who build the region's
I nfrastructure.

W are here to support the Gegory
Canyon Landfill. The project has net |ocal planning
and permtting requirenents, and the construction of
this nuch-needed infrastructure project needs to nove
f orward

We understand that nonitoring conpliance
has been in the forefront of this project, and it
w |l be closely watched and regul ated by State,
Regi onal , and County environnental agencies, and by
the San Luis Rey Water District, Minicipal Water
District, to ensure that environnmental resources are
bei ng protected.

Landfills are a vital conponent of waste
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managenent services operations, and G egory Canyon
must be built. Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you. Laura Hunter, Eric
Bow by, and then Patricia -- Borchmann? |'msorry if
| m spronounced your nane.

LAURA HUNTER: Good evening. M nane is Laura
Hunter, representing the Environnental Health
Coal i ti on.

|'ve spoken many tinmes on this issue
before, and it has taken so | ong because the idea is
so bad, and it doesn't get any better with hearing
after hearing after hearing. 1In fact, the idea
continues to get worse.

You cannot neet the standards that you
have to neet, by your own regul ations, to approve
this project. It is not the |east damagi ng
alternative. Joy WIlianms on our staff wll speak,
give nore technical input in a mnute. But you need
to develop an alternative that is a no landfill
alternative, that uses recycling, conposting, waste
di version, all those kinds of things. You have not
exhausted the alternatives that you need to.

This is not in the public interest.

We know there's no such thing as a zero di scharge

landfill. | -- probably today this is
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state-of-the-art for today. The problemis, the
liner is not just going to last for today. It has to
| ast for 50 years, 100 years, 1,000 years.

It is fractured bedrock. You cannot
predi ct where the |eachate is going to go. W have
climte change comng. W're going to have storns
that are unlike the things that we've seen before,
we're going to have earthquakes, many ways this thing
can fail. And when it does, our drinking water is
| ost, our natural resources are |lost, and we can't
ever get that back again.

| think the points nmade about the
cul tural comrents are very curious. So | guess that,
in the Sistine Chapel, it is okay to fill up the
steps with trash, fill the pews with trash, fill the
entire chapel with trash, but as long as you don't
put it on the altar, | guess that that's fine. |
really think we have to protect (inaudible due to
appl ause).

| hope that you will also | ook at
Federal Resolution J-14. The Federal governnent
apol ogi zed officially to the Native peoples on behalf
of the United States, and we said, To build on the
positive relationships of the past and present and

nove forward to a brighter future where all the
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peopl e of this |and have reconcil ed as brothers and
sisters and harnoni ously steward and protect this
| and toget her.

W do not think that G egory Canyon dunp
on a sacred land is what we had in mnd, or what the
Nati ve peoples of our country had in mnd for
reconciliation or stewardship. This is not about
public benefit, it is about private profit and
(i naudi bl e due to appl ause). Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you for your comments.
ERI C BOALBY: Good evening. |'mEric Bow by.
|'mthe executive director of a nonprofit
organi zation called San D ego Canyonl ands.

We certainly are stakeholders in this
process, and |'mhere to urge you to deny this permt
for this really ill-conceived project. | can't
conceive of the idea of putting a trash dunp right
over ariver. |It's akin to an anvil over our heads,
on a really very very well engineered shoel ace.

You' ve got fires, you' ve got fl ooding,
you've got rain. The canyons were cut by torrenti al
waters. That's what nakes canyons. The water flows
t hrough the canyons and, in this case, on the way to
San Luis Rey River. That's how they were cut.

If you' ve got drainage systens, |'msure

/_é ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

EsquireSolutions.com


http://www.esquiresolutions.com

© 00 N o o B~ W DN P

N I R N R N N N N T o T T e S S O N
o &~ W N B O © 00 N OO 0o M WO N O

PUBLIC HEARING January 31, 2013
GREGORY CANYON LANDFILL, LTD. 87

you do, right? What drainage system has not been
over whel med? What drai nage system has been so wel |
engi neered that it did not get overwhel ned by nature?
Nat ure al ways trunps our engineering. New Ol eans,
BP, bad pl anni ng, (inaudible due to appl ause), you
name it.

Human error, greed, toxicity going into
t hat dunp, getting down into the liner. So nmany
things could threaten our future,.

And Supervisor David Roberts, it's about
the future, you're right. It's our kids. W need to
protect our water supplies, our resources. This
cannot possibly be the | east environnental |y damagi ng
practicable alternative. Please use commpn sense.

Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you for your comments.

Patricia Borchmann, Wall ace Tucker,
followed by then Aive Rice.

PATRI CIl A BORCHVANN:  Good evening. | thank
you for the opportunity to present comments and for

extendi ng the public review period.

My nane is Patricia Borchmann. |'ma
resident in Escondido, |I'ma nenber of Escondi do
Chanber of Commerce, | nean, Chanber of Ctizens;

however, ny comments are ny own personal concerns.
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|"ve already submtted a three-page
| etter, you know, reflecting ny comments, and it's
too long so | won't bore you with that.

Instead, nmy primary focus today woul d be
aimed to enphasi ze how dranatically conditions have
changed since the G egory Canyon Landfill project was
approved 20 years ago.

It doesn't matter how nmuch noney has
been spent. It doesn't matter how nuch tine has been
I nvested. Wiat matters is the inpacts that, and the
conditions that are true and relevant and are
applicabl e today. Not what happened 20 years ago.

The mani festati on of changes and how
much those changes affect the inportant criteria that
you'l | be eval uating now cannot be overstated and it
can't be ignored, overl ooked.

And public stakeholders in San D ego
County refuse to allow public agencies to pretend
that these, all these new technol ogi es and changes
and regul atory processes don't matter. They do
matter.

Wth projected water shortages in
Southern California, it's inpossible to deny that
wat er supply only beconmes an ever-increasingly

expensive, valuable, and essential, and irreplaceable
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asset.
Now, al nost 20 years after the Gegory
Canyon Landfill project's approval, there is

I nportant new evidence that shows that |andfill
liners in San Di ego County are not durable. They're
not, it's not feasible that you can rely on the
assurances that have been historically provided.

Additionally, it's crucial to understand
and to, you know, consider the public interest here,
because there is no technical need for this landfill.
Wth the conservation plans, prograns that have been
applied, and recycling, there is no need for this
landfill in Gegory Canyon.

BILL MLLER  Thank you for your coments.

Wal | ace Tucker, dive Rice, and Lizette
Rommey.

WALLACE TUCKER: Thank you.

My nane is Wall ace Tucker, and |I'm
representing the Fall brook Land Conservancy, and the
Fal | brook Land Conservancy opposes and has opposed
this landfill for 25 years, for reasons that have
been well outlined here, nanely, the threat to
precious natural resources.

My day job is as a space scientist, and

In that capacity we deal occasionally, fairly often,
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wth the risk versus reward equation.

And | ooking at this in the sane |ight,
the rewards on the private side are considerable, on
the public side they're marginal, given the evidence
that the need for the landfill is declining with each
passi ng year.

The risks, well, the fact is we don't
really know the risks. W know what the risks are,
but we don't know what the probability that the risks
w |l be realized.

And that is a standard problemthat |
t hi nk, as engineers, you're well aware of.

Low probability events you sinply cannot
cal cul ate, you just have to do the best you can to
avoid them And if you don't avoid them you run the
ri sk of catastrophic failures.

We know exanples fromour daily life or
fromrecent history, space shuttle failures, hedge
fund col | apses, bridge failures, levy failures, all
t hese things can happen. And they happen enough that
in this business there's a name. There's two nanes.

One is outlyers, things that didn't
happen that -- that happened that weren't supposed to
happen.

The other thing is the black swan, they
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call it. It's an event that occurs, you didn't
expect it to occur, it shouldn't have occurred, it
did occur. Gane over.

And that's what you really have to worry
about in this capacity. Don't |et the black swan
out. Deny this project.

Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you very much for your
conment s.

At this time I'd like to ask -- dive
Rice, we'll cone to you in a nonent. W'd like to
give everybody a five-mnute break. W w |l begin
five mnutes after the hour.

We still have 13 speakers representing
groups before we begin the individual comments. So
we'll begin in five mnutes.

Thank you.

(Recess.)

BILL MLLER  Thank you very nmuch. Wuld
everybody pl ease take their seats.

As you're sitting down, a couple of very
qui ck announcenents.

First of all, for those speaking, we
woul d |i ke to ask again that you slow down. The

court reporter is having a hard tinme keeping up with
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sone of you. W appreciate that. |If you can, please
sl ow down a bit.

Al so, there were sone questions about
contacting us, Websites, that sort of thing. That
Information is avail able on these yell ow sheets,
whi ch are available up front and actually just
inside. So there we go.

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: | have a question.

BILL MLLER Yes, ma'am

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER. M question is, are we
able to get a witten copy of all the coments?

BILL MLLER Yes, ma'am As a matter of
fact, once they're all transcribed they wll be
posted on the Corps' regulatory website, which is
I ndicated on this yell ow sheet.

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER:  Thank you.

BILL MLLER So | appreciate that.

In addition to the 13 or so speakers
representing groups, we also have an additional,
close to 70 individuals that have signed up to speak.
So it's going to be necessary for us to be very firm
on tinmes as we continue. | don't mean to be rude
wth you, but | apologize, when the, when the tone
goes off, we will have to ask you to stop speaking at

t hat point.
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| appreciate your patience with us, and
t hank you very nuch

The next speaker is Aive Rice.

OLIVE RRCE: I'mdive Rice, and I live
probably three-quarters of a mle west of Sacred
Mountain, and I've lived there 40 years.

And | have witnessed, during that tine,
two del uges, at |east, during the last 20 years that
overflowed 76, that w ped out concrete bridges, and
whi ch obviously, had a landfill been in their path,
have carried it along, |'msure, and whatever was on
top of it or down bel ow.

And speaking of what mght be init, we
can all trust ourselves, of course, to not put
anything toxic in a landfill, but maybe there are
sone people who don't quite observe that. And we
find many times quantities of lead-filled things that
are put into landfills.

That's about all | have to say, except
that I'mwth Riverwatch, and we've been fighting
this for a long tine.

BILL MLLER  Thank you very nuch.

Brigette Browning, followed by Sarah
Battelle. I'msorry if | mspronounced your nane.

BRI GETTE BROMNI NG  Good evening. M nane

/_é ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

EsquireSolutions.com


http://www.esquiresolutions.com

© 00 N o o B~ W DN P

N I R N R N N N N T o T T e S S O N
o &~ W N B O © 00 N OO 0o M WO N O

PUBLIC HEARING January 31, 20
GREGORY CANYON LANDFILL, LTD.

13
94

Is Brigette Browning. |'mthe president of
Unite HERE Local 30. W are the food and service
wor kers here in San Di ego.

| actually invited one of our nenbers
fromPala to cone and speak, and | hope you will et
me translate for her. W are against the Gegory
Canyon Landfill.

(Translated.) M nane is Rosalina
Kovac. | ama worker fromPala Casino. | work in
housekeeping at the casino. R ght nowl'mon a | eave
of absence for six nmonths wth the union.

And I'mnot in agreenent that they want
to put a dunp close to sovereign land. And even
though it is sovereign land, it's also a very
beautiful place. Don't you think that it is
destroying the natural beauty?

| work for the tribe and we respect
their sovereign rights.

Al so, speaking for the thousands of
wor kers that we have that live in North County that
could be affected by this because of the water
I ssues, we highly recomend that you do not let this
proj ect nove forward.

Thank you very mnuch.

BILL MLLER: Thank you for your coments.
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Sarah? The next speaker on the deck is
Erin Canpbell and Sara Rogers, both representing the
same group, so we'll clarify that as we nove cl oser.

SARAH BATTELLE: M nane is Sarah Battelle.

|''ma professional geologist and certified
hydr ogeol ogist in California wth Geol ogi c Associ ates
I n San Di ego.

|'ve been working for 30 years,
currently working on environnental and ground water
nonitoring and reporting prograns for over 40
landfills in California, and |'ve been working on the
G egory Canyon Landfill project for alnost 18 years.

As part of the geol ogic and
hydr ogeol ogi ¢ characterization for the G egory Canyon
Landfill, we worked very hard to develop a |andfill
design and a water quality nonitoring programthat is
the nost protective for the environnent.

As presented in the technical docunents,
including the Draft EIS, the project conponents
t horoughl y address the site-specific ground water
| ssues, and the proposed mtigations will protect the
water quality.

The conposite liner system as you've
heard, is the nost protective |iner systemin the

country for a municipal solid waste site, with
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mul tiple and redundant barrier layers to protect the
ground water quality.

This is a scale nodel of the |iner
system

Research has found that single-Iined
landfills are 100,000 tinmes nore protective of ground
wat er than an unlined landfill, and the proposed
conposite liner systemfor Gegory Canyon Landfil
W Il reduce that risk further by another ten orders
of magni t ude.

The liner systemincludes a |eak
detection layer, as shown here, that will be used to
convey liquids as an early warning system and it has
the ability to be tested as needed.

W' ve al so constructed a detection
nmonitoring network of wells downgradient of the
well -- of the landfill to intercept ground water as
it flows frombeneath the landfill. W'IIl sanple
this water and evaluate the water quality and any
changes on a regul ar basi s.

Simlarly, the surface water sanple
points will be nonitored as part of the detection
nmoni tori ng program

We' || operate punping wells to intercept

ground water, capture it fromunderneath the
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landfill.

And even though it's not expected, we'll
have an RO systemto treat ground water as needed.

In closing, I'mconfident that the
proposed Gregory Canyon Landfill will be protective
of water quality and should be allowed to nove
f orward

Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you for your comments.

Erin Canpbell, Sara Rogers.

May | ask that we renove the, this
illustration? Thank you.

SARA ROGERS: Hello. M nane is Sara Rogers
and this is Erin Canpbell, and we are speaking on
behal f of San D ego Coast keeper.

The Arny Corps shoul d not approve the
Clean Water Permt for the G egory Canyon Landfill,
because the C ean Water Act nmandates a non water
dependent project nmust use the | east environnmental ly
damagi ng alternati ve.

Since landfills are not water dependent,
they nust be located in the |east environnentally
adverse | ocation.

So because Gregory Canyon is |ocated

adj acent to the San Luis Rey River, a water
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di stribution pipeline, and above it, a porous aquifer
t hat serves hundreds of thousands of San D ego
residents, this location is not the | east adverse.

There are alternative locations that do
not threaten drinking water resources. It is
unf at homabl e to all ow construction of a dunp that
could hold up to 30 mllion tons of garbage so cl ose
to val uabl e water resources.

The EPA itself has admtted that
eventually all liners degrade over tine. Because of
the certainty that, over tinme, toxic | eachate wll
contam nate vital water resources, and other
| ocations exist without threat to our water supply.

This landfill location is not the |east
environnental ly adverse practical alternative, and
therefore the Arny Corps should deny the permt.

ERIN CAMPBELL: | just want to speak to
the landfill liner specifically.

According to the Environnental
Protection Agency, a direct quote, no |iner can keep
all liquids out of the ground for all tine.
Eventually liners wll either degrade, tear, or
crack, and wll allowliquids to mgrate out of the
unit.

The EPA has concl uded that any |iner
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wll begin to |eak eventually. And when the Iiner
does | eak, harnful toxins wll poison the ground

wat er aquifers underneath the landfill, which feed
into the San Luis Rey River, an inportant source of
drinking water for North County. And once an aquifer
Is contam nated, it can absolutely never be cl eaned.
The damage is pernmanent.

I n conclusion, Gegory Canyon is the
absol ute worst place for a landfill.

The only reason the proponents are
fighting so hard is because they spent so nuch noney
and they stand to gain so nuch noney. W strongly
urge you to deny this permt.

Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you.
Rut h Harber is our next speaker,

followed by Troy WIlianms and Everett Don. Del ano,

par don ne.
RUTH HARBER: First of all, | would like to
say, my name is Ruth Harber, |I'm secretary-treasurer

of Riverwatch of California Appropriation, nonprofit.
| have been at this for 24 years. | don't get paid.
My gl asses. On, here they are.
Ckay. M nessage to you is don't take a

chance. The Corps took a chance that the | evees in
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New Ol eans woul d hold. Renenber Katrina? Your good
name was sullied fromthat disaster. You have nade
up since and you nust continue to safeguard your
reputation.

Don't take a chance that this dunmp wll
not leak. It may not be during ny lifetinme, maybe
not ny children's lifetime, but down the line it wll
| eak and leak into the water supply used by thousands
of people who depend on this water for their life and
heal t h.

Don't take a chance that earthquakes
w Il not shake the foundations of that dunp. After
all, the Elsinore Fault is a nere six mles away.

Di sasters happen. Can you foresee then? No, nobody
can.

Don't take a chance that the river wll
not run again wld as it did in the wwnter of '92/'93
when all the bridges collapsed and | saw cows
floating down the river.

Today the San Luis Rey R ver |ooks Iike
a river of sand, but don't take a chance wth it.

The cost is way too high.

Your sworn duties are to safeguard the

popul ation of the United States and not to permt a

project that will benefit only the out-of-state and
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out - of -t own i nvestors.

The pronotors have a so-call ed
state-of-the-art liner. Wuld they need it if the
site were not so dangerous? O course not.

They' ve spent a | ot of noney so far,
sone 60 mllion dollars, they mght spend a trillion
dol l ars, but ny answer --

BILL MLLER  Pardon ne.

RUTH HARPER: -- and everyone's answer to you
wll still be a resounding no way, no dunp.

BILL MLLER  Thank you very nuch, M. Har per.
Pl ease submt the rest of your comments. W
appreci ate your tine.

RUTH HARPER: | would |ike to add sonet hing,
and I'man old lady so give nme a little respect.

In closing, here is a light bulb that
we're all supposed to use now. |t contains nercury.
| nstead of taking it to recycling, you know how many
people would just toss it in the trash --

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: Turn the m c back on.
RUTH HARPER: -- and the nercury and toxic
el ements woul d ooze into the aquifer. Don't let this
happen. Don't take a chance.
Al so, sone of you on this panel, and |

have al so been subject to sone discrimnation, so |
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urge you, don't discrimnate against the Native
Aneri cans.

Thank you.

BILL MLLER Qur next speaker is Joy WIIlians
and Ken Lounsbery.

JOY WLLIAMS: Good evening. |'mJoy WIIlians
representing Environnental Health Coalition.

| am here on behal f of our thousands of
menbers, nost of whomlive in the South Bay region
and could not be here tonight, but who stand in
solidarity with the San Diego community. W thank
you for hol ding the hearing.

Envi ronnental Health Coalition has
opposed the landfill project since 1999 when we
reviewed the first EIR 13 years later it is
shocki ng and sad that such a bad idea has not yet
gone to the conpost heap of history.

We deeply hope that the Arny Corps has
the integrity and common sense to succeed where so
many | ocal agencies have failed, and pull the plug on
this appal ling project.

Qur first and forenost reason for
opposing the landfill is the environnmental justice
nightmare it represents. For people whose religion

Is strongly linked to the places of their ancestral
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honel ands, cultural resource loss is environnental
I nj usti ce.

The Arny Corps Draft EI'S has done an
adm rably conprehensive job of analyzing the
(i naudi bl e) and cultural resource issues, and
concludes that the applicant's proposal was the worst
alternative for traditional cultural resources, with
significant adverse inpacts.

Havi ng careful | y docunented these
I mpacts, the Arny Corps nust summon the integrity to
follow through with their own analysis and deny the
404 permt.

In respect to the water quality inpacts,
the DEIS is not as conprehensive. |t assunes that
BMPs are always foll owed perfectly for all tinme, that
the liner will never |eak, that governnent budgets
w il always be anple to provide oversight and
I nspections of the landfill.

If all these were true, the Las Pul gas
Landfill at Canp Pendl eton woul d not have | eaked.

The USEPA woul d not have published statenments in the
Federal Register that liners always |eak. The EI S
nmust acknow edge these realities.

In addition, the EIS should state

explicitly the tinme frame of the analysis. A
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snapshot of water quality inpacts at one theoretical
nmonment when everything is working perfectly is not
adequat e.

We suggest follow ng the exanple of the
| riquios and extending the anal ysis out at | east
seven generations, or about 150 years.

And finally, we suggest that you include
a no project alternative that includes intensive
recycling and conposting plans, such as the one that
Boul der, Col orado has to reap zero waste by 2025.

So we call you on to identify the no
| andfill alternatives as the best option and deny the
permt.

Thank you.

BILL MLLER: Thank you for your comments.

Everett Del ano, Ken Lounsbery, and Fred
Bart z.

EVERETT DELANO  Good evening. Everett
Del ano, 220 West Grand Avenue here in Escondi do, on
behal f of Riverwatch.

| need to start off by nentioning
sonet hi ng about sone things |I've heard fromthe
appl i cant and from soneone el se who canme up and said
that the EIR -- | think | heard sonething about the

appl i cant saying the EIR withstood a chall enge all
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the way to the Suprene Court and others have said it
wi thstood nmultiple | egal challenges.

Let ne put that in perspective for you,
because |I'mone of the attorneys representing
Ri verwat ch, and have, on nultiple occasions, been
bef ore judges and justices who have agreed with us
that the environnmental analysis was not adequat e.

And that's precisely why perhaps G egory
Canyon woul d argue it's taken so many years, because
they haven't done it right the first tine, or the
second, or the third.

We have had to go back and back, and
yes, the nost recent round | guess they got that one.
But that's after nultiple rounds on this.

And let's put this in perspective. This
Is only for one permt, with the County of San Di ego
| ocal enforcenent agency for the solid waste permt.

Now, what does that actually nmean? |If
you read the decision of the [ocal enforcenment agency
wth regard to that permt, you know what they say?
Wth regard to water quality they say, we're not
consi dering that because that's sone other agency
that's going to | ook at those issues.

Wth regard to sacred sites they say,

you know, we don't really know how we're going to
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address that, so we're going to let that go. Wich
they were chastised, by the way, by Cal Recycle's
director, saying, you know, you're really ignoring

t he environnental justice issues that you should | ook
at .

Fortunately, this agency has the
opportunity and the authority and the obligation to
consi der the | east environnentally damagi ng practical
alternative. It isn't the less environnentally
damaging, it's the |east environnental |y damagi ng
practical alternative.

Now, one of the things that's
Interesting, in looking at that, is that, if you | ook
at your EIS, you can actually find right in there
alone that there is adequate reason to say this is
certainly not the | east environnental |y damagi ng
practical alternative.

And anong the rationale, | think, before
you, is the environnental justice criteria as well.
| think environnmental justice is a part of the
environnental inpacts that you need to consi der.

But | would al so urge you to consider
that there are other issues; issues that you' ve heard
toni ght and issues that you'll hear in further

comments, that are additional alternatives to be

/_é ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

EsquireSolutions.com


http://www.esquiresolutions.com

© 00 N o o B~ W DN P

N I R N R N N N N T o T T e S S O N
o &~ W N B O © 00 N OO 0o M WO N O

PUBLIC HEARING January 31, 2013
GREGORY CANYON LANDFILL, LTD. 107

considered in this regard.

And anong those, and I'lIl wap up with
this thought, anong those are reduce, reuse, recycle.
Interestingly, the R3 report doesn't really discuss
reduce, reusing, and recycling to the degree.

But also | ook at the fact that, in
reality, what you have is a project that is part of
the larger waste streamw thin the County, within the
region, and that region includes the Mesquite
Regi onal Landfill.

Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you very much for your
conment s.

Ken Lounsbery.

KEN LOUNSBERY: Good eveni ng, Col onel, nenbers
of the staff. Thank you for taking your tine and
listening to us.

My nanme i s Ken Lounsbery, Lounsbery,
Ferguson, Altona & Peak. W are special counsel to
the County of San Diego and very recently served that
County in the successful defense of the chall enge by
the very lawer who just preceded ne on the EIR and
it's deja vu all over again, all of the issues that
we successfully addressed in the State Board are

bei ng repeated here, which is part of the
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frustration.

So rather than going through all the
| egal points, which others can nore ably, perhaps,
declare than I, I'd like to tell you, I'ma 43-year
resident of North San Diego County. |'ve been a city
attorney in tw cities, |'ve been the city nmanager of
a city, Escondido Chanber of Commrerce President, |'ve
been an el ected nmenber of the Pal omar Ponerado
Hospital District, in which this landfill is |ocated,
and | don't think I've ever seen such an agoni zingly
sl ow process for the approval of a deserving project.

Now, | understand that fol ks here resi st
that, and it's an enotional room but you' re seeing
toni ght NIMBYismon steroids. And fortunately,
fortunately -- you heard the reaction.

Fortunately, it's by the nunbers. You
do the right thing, in accordance with a certain set
of standards, and for that, |I'mvery, very thankful.

All of the Is have been dotted, all of
the Ts have been crossed. | think it's tine to

remenber, there are one mllion potential users of

this landfill, my neighbors, the neighbors of the
Pala Band, all of whomneed this landfill. They're
not here tonight, but they're represented. [|'Il be
rash enough to say, I'll represent them and say
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approve this permt.
BILL MLLER: Thank you for your comments.

Fred Bartz foll owed by Geg Saul and
George Courser

FRED BARTZ: Good evening, Colonel. Thank you
for taking your tinme out of your busy schedul e and
com ng here tonight. | amco-chair for a group
cal | ed Save our Southwest Hlls, based out of
Tenmecul a, California.

You heard our previous speaker talk
about this roomis filled wwth NNMBYism [|I'd like to
bring to your attention that the spill that we were
told earlier was defeated for veto by the governor,
that nearly 85 percent of the State Assenbly and
senators approved the bill to stop this landfill.
They are not NI MBY.

A nmonth |ater, when one of our board
menbers net with the aid to the governor to find out
why he vetoed it, he showed a report of a letter from
t he proponents, | won't say which, that said that
this project should be allowed to go forward and
therefore veto the bill. It is filled with
m si nformati on and i naccuraci es.

This bill should have been vetoed. In

fact the governor alnost -- in fact, he said he
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w shed he woul d have had. W didn't quite get that
coment out of him but close.

You only have to ook to Riverside
County. It has 32 closed landfills in that County
ri ght now, and the environnental problens which are
occurring are significant.

It's interesting, |'ve read sone of the
environnental reports for when these projects were
approved, and they have these state-of-the-art
liners. 32 of themare now, many of themare
| eaki ng. The County had an opportunity to sell their
ow l|andfills, the productive ones, but they would
al so have to get rid of those, they were a package
deal , and they decided that the cost of going
forward, selling these landfills to a private party,
coul d bankrupt the County. This is two days ago at
their Board of Supervisors, they voted unaninously to
not sell the landfill and keep themin-house so they
coul d control the environnental costs of repairing
t hese | eaking landfills.

This project clearly is not in the
public interest, but rather it's to the benefit of
one conpany. | ask that you deny this project.

Thank you for your tine.

BILL MLLER: Thank you for your coments.
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G eg Saul, Ceorge Courser, and Linda
Val shaw.

GREG SAUL: H . [|I'mGeg Saul of Tetra Tech
BAS. W're the engineer of record for the project.

There's been a |l ot of talk about the
liner, and 1'd like to talk about the liner a little
bit further. And | see a lot of shirts with Water
and Trash Don't Mx. And it is wth that that we
have designed the landfill liner, wth that in m nd.

Think of the landfill liner as the
bucket. What our approach is that we've tried to
build is the best bucket out there. The bucket
that's been designed is, exceeds the regul atory
requirements by three tines. W have three tinmes the
amount of inperneable layers, including the liner
system-- included in the liner system than what is
requi red by regul ations.

The second point is that liquids are
removed. |If the liquids are renoved fromsitting on
top of the liner, an enpty bucket has no chance of
| eaking. So that's why you see the | eachate system
there on top of the liner. The |eachate systemis
designed to handle tw ce the anount of |eachate
ant i ci pat ed.

The third point is, you want the nake
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sure that, once you' ve designed it, that's one thing,
but you want to ensure that it is actually built
according to your design requirenents.

One, inspection during construction.

We have doubl ed the anpbunt of inspection that is
required.

We are enforcing a | eak | ocation system
or technology. That confined defect in a five-acre
-- I've seen this personally. 1In a five-acre liner,
one of the nmenbranes we found a hole that was a size
of a pin or size of a staple hole in a piece of
paper. And it was repaired. And we can rest assured
that, when it's done, that we have a |liner that
doesn't have any defects in it.

Finally, the operation |layer on top of
It, (inaudible) is going to be tal king about that,
that's designed to protect the liner once it's been
done to make sure that none of the conpacted trash or
t he heavy equi pnent danmage it.

Landfill liner was designed because we
don't want water and trash to m x. Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you for your coment.

George Courser, Linda Wal shaw, and
Denni s Tur ner.

GEORCGE COURSER:  Good evening. Ceorge
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Courser. Colonel Toy, staff, thank you for the
opportunity to speak.

In review of the DEI'S, several thousand
pages of text, one notable thing cones to mnd, is
that are we getting the full benefit of the Arny
Corps' experience, vast experience, 150 years of
experience the Arny Corps has in this engineering, or
are we seeing reflections of the developer? O the
preparer of the EIR? An old EIR, 1992, '95 EIR Are
we getting fresh material? Are we getting the best
benefit fromthe Arny Corps?

And this goes to all the resources. And
one particular one is the Corps' Environnental
Advi sory Board, sonething that has been in effect
since the early '70s. |Is this board being brought in
on this very, very difficult project?

Has this been utilized? Have all the
resources been taken care of ?

And has the Corps' Chief Engineer,

Li eutenant General Bostick, has he been nmade aware of
how particularly powerful and segnented this project
Is in the San D ego region?

This landfill, over the objections of

virtually everybody, has still nanaged to exist.

Common sense woul d have denied it probably decades
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ago. | feel that if your |eadership knew about this
project, we wouldn't be here tonight.

And finally, has the Corps retained the
scientific specialists in areas such as energing
cont am nant s?

This is an area that is rocking Southern
California. Virtually in all our waterways we're
finding these kind of problems. Wth a dunp on a
river, we're going to find a |ot nore,

Thank you for your tine.

BILL MLLER  Thank you very much for your
conment s.

Li nda Wal shaw, | think Dennis Turner,

and then Jeff WIIians.

LI NDA WALSHAW  Good evening. My nane is
Li nda Wal shaw. | amvice-president of The Alliance
of Citizens to Inprove Cceansi de Nei ghborhoods.
Short version is ACTION. Collectively, ACTION
represents 42 QOceansi de conmuni ti es.

Those of us who have attended Cceansi de
City Council and comunity neetings regarding the
G egory Canyon issue have heard experts, scientists,
engi neers, and political |eaders give evidence of the
reasons why we shoul d oppose the building of a toxic

waste dunp at G egory Canyon.
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W heard testinony that it is not a
question of whether or not the planned liner of the
dunmp would leak, it is only a question of when.

W heard that no matter what technol ogy
I's used to prevent such an occurrence, no technol ogy
can guarantee against future disaster.

One argunent al one shoul d be that of
si npl e conmon sense. California has earthquakes,
California has fires, California has droughts and
wat er shortages. Wiy on earth would anyone want to
pl ace a hazardous waste dunp directly on the San Luis
Rey River and aquifer on which Oceanside's popul ation
relies for 20 percent of its current water supply,
wth plans to increase that reliance to 50 percent in
the future, a water source that flows directly to our
beaches and harbor?

Recent news articles indicate the
devel opers have spent in excess of 67 mllion dollars
in efforts to build this proposed dunp at G egory
Canyon. Common sense nust ask why, if devel opers
have that sum of noney to spend, they woul d not
sinply spend it on acquiring and going forward with
t he project at another |ocation, one that would pose
no threat to our critical source of water.

Wiy not work with the conmunities
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i nvol ved to acconplish the sane purpose w thout
endangering our famlies and futures?

Wiy not honor and respect our sacred
Native Anerican sites, rather than threatening them
W th hazardous waste?

The City of Cceanside's vision statenent
states, in part, that the Cty of Cceanside wll be a
safe, culturally diverse community that enpowers its
citizens, to provide an environment that fosters
cultural arts and preserves its natural resources.

The City's mssion statenent states, the
City of Qceanside's mission is to enhance the quality
of life through outstanding service to its diverse
conmunity.

Thi s proposed project is the very
opposite of those goals.

BILL MLLER  Thank you very nmuch for your

comrent s.

Denni s Turner and Jeff WIIians.

DENNI S TURNER: Thank you, Col onel Toy.

My nane is Dennis Turner. | reside at
180 Paradi se Creek Lane, Valley Center, California.
But that's the post office. | actually live on the
San Luis Rey River. | drink that water every day.

But | do want to say | am here
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representing the Southern California Tribal Chairnmans
Associ ation, an association of 19 federally

recogni zed soverei gn governnents in Southern
California. I'mtheir chief executive officer.

| cane here to tell you that our board,
board of directors made up of tribal |eaders just
i ke a governor, is opposed to this project.

We argue that it's not really strategic
to our energy needs, to our housing needs, to our
saf ety needs, our econony, or to our mlitary and our
honel and. This project is not strategic to those
things. It's adverse, certainly to our comunities,
as you've heard all night |ong, our water, our
saf ety.

And then goi ng back to energy, as you
know, the Departnent of Defense, the Departnent of
Energy, the County of San Diego, is proposing to
build a generation plant of solid waste at M ranar.
So there is alternatives.

Wien they passed this voting thing back
in the two periods that they did, they didn't know,
the voters of San Diego didn't know that there is
ot her options and other alternatives. Look at what
LA County is doing. They are sending their trash to

the desert. It costs nore, but they are.
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What |'mworried about, though, is that
ny children drink that water, ny grandchildren drink
that water. You guys won't be here.

But | think that the Arny Corps of
Engi neers understand -- and they don't owe corporate
I nvestors anything. What they do owe is the right of
every citizen to have a, have a decent |ife and
decent water and comunity to live in, and this
project doesn't allow that.

Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you for your coments.

Jeff WIllians is our |ast speaker
representing a group.

l"msorry, sir. It doesn't actually

I ndi cate which group on your card.

JEFF WLLIAMS: [I'mwth Tetra Tech BAS.
BILL MLLER  Thank you.
JEFF WLLIAMS: | just want to point out that

questions have been rai sed about the owner's
conmitnent to the site after the site actually
reaches capacity. And | just want to point out that,
in addition to the hundred mllion dollar liability

I nsurance policy that the owners wll carry, that the
ower Wwll also provide over 60 mllion dollars in

financial assurance that's required by the State
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duri ng post-closure, closure to post-closure period.
BILL MLLER: Thank you for your comrent.

W are now going to be able to nove into
t he individual portion of our evening. W were
schedul ed to go until 9 o'clock. W are going to
extend that now until 9:30 for sure.

So the speakers, Mna, |'msorry, Sespe,
foll owed by Pam Sl ater-Price and Jessi ca Hayes.
You'll be restricted to one mnute during these
comrent s.

Thank you.

MONA SESPE: Hi, ny nane is Mona Sespe, and |
reside on the Pala |Indian Reservation.

Gregory Canyon is registered with the
State of California, the Native Anerican Heritage
Conmmi ssion on the sacred lands file. Qur tribe has
conti nuously opposed any previous projects in this
area since 1984, and we have opposed all projects
because of the sacredness of our nmountain to us for
cerenony, that it has been used in the past as well
today for cerenony.

The previous Board of Supervisors, since
"84, realized the sacredness of the nountain to our
peopl e, and they voted agai nst every project. First

It was sand mining, and then after that it was al
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t hese dunps. And all the reservations have opposed
it.

And | |istened to the man who said,

t al ked about protecting Medicine Rock, but Medicine
Rock is only one place where all these paintings are
and that, and the seagulls would destroy it.

If this project is approved, our
religious freedomw || be denied, again, by the
U.S. governnent.

And Tom Rockwel | is a geol ogi st and he
told ne, back then, that this nountain has noved.
And he | ooked at pictures frombefore, years before,
and what was happeni ng today, and the nountain has
nmoved. And that's --

So | ask that you please think about our
future, the people that are on down the river, and
pl ease deny this project.

Thank you.

BILL MLLER: Thank you very much for your
conment .

Pam Sl ater-Price, then Jessica Hayes,
and Austin Ml ler.

PAM SLATER- PRI CE: Pam Sl ater-Price, County
Supervisor for District 3 until January 7th of this

year.
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| have spent ny entire tinme as a County
Supervi sor opposing this project. | will tell you
that there are two needs that are being discussed
here tonight. One is the need for water and one is
the need for trash disposal.

Your job, your mssion is to exercise
your best judgnment for the public interest, for the
publ i c good.

We have a trenendous need for potable
water. W have ten years of drought in San D ego
County. San Luis Rey River provides potable water
for City of Oceanside, potentially the City of
Carl sbad, and 47 wells along with the Pala tribe.
Additionally it's going to be used for nore potable
reuse.

W do not need this level of dunp in
San Diego County. It is just not necessary. And
quite frankly, your assessnent needs to be redone,
because | have here, and | will submt to you in
letter form the actual facts about San D ego County.
We have a surplus of space available to us. W have
anot her dunp that was approved down in South Bay by a
voter initiative of 81 percent and no chall enges.
And we al so have trenendous recycling.

Il will tell you, through ny perspective
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we shoul d be post dunp, because | spent so many years
on the Board of Supervisors paying hundreds of
mllions of dollars to manage post-closure and open
landfills and bird pits. Those are a thing of the
past. W should never build another. W need to
find a better way. W are capable of doing so.

Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you for your coments.

Jessi ca Hayes, followed by Austin
MIler, and then Tom Brown.

JESSICA HAYES: H . M nane is Jessica Hayes.
| live in Chula Vista.

And | think it's really easy for people
here to say we're going to shove another |andfill
into Gay Mesa. W already have a landfill in Qay
Mesa. W bear a disproportionate burden in the South
Bay for public uses. W have a jail, we have a power
plant, and we have a landfill. This would give us
back-to-back |andfills.

It's not reasonable to keep shoving
things into South Bay, just because we have nore
poverty in our area and we have great population with
English as a second | anguage.

This is a wong plan. The Qay Msa

alternative cannot go on, and we can absorb it until
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there is parody and all residents bear the burden of
trash.

Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you very nmuch for your
conment s.

Austin MIler, Tom Brown, and then
Andrew MacNei | | .

If M. MIller is not here, Tom Brown.

TOM BROAN:  Good eveni ng, Col onel Toy, Corps
staff. My nane is TomBrown. |'ma resident of
North County, San Di ego, and a native Californian.
| also am a nenber of the Associated Ceneral
Contractors of Anerica, and |I'mthe current chairman
of the H ghway and Transportation Division. And |
know wel | when a comunity |acks infrastructure and
how the quality of life is affected.

G egory Canyon Landfill is an inportant
pi ece of infrastructure, and for several reasons.
First, San Diego North County is growi ng and in need
of landfill. A local landfill is nmuch needed to neet
t he needs of the community, one that has been
desi gned, as referred tonight, to be
state-of-the-art, thus allowng for the nost vigilant
I npl enentation regarding and relating to our

envi ronnent .
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Two, in addition to the careful
consi derations of our |ocal conmunity, the abili
control costs will allow San Diego residents to
benefit such savings.

Al l owi ng Gegory Canyon Landfill to
put into operation wll reduce the anount of tru
on the |local highways as well. Thus it would be
consistent with the EPA'S ruling of the carbon
footprint. Yes, reducing truck traffic is inpor
all owi ng, along with cost savings and, of course
protecting our environnent.

| understand the inportance of
nonitoring conpliance, and the landfill wll be
cl osely wat ched and regul ated by State, Regi onal
County environnmental agencies to ensure conplete
conpliance and it is adhered to.

The time is now. Please join respe
civic |leaders throughout the County, responsible
envi ronnental i sts, and professional water qualit
experts to support Gegory Canyon. | thank you

BILL MLLER  Thank you, sir, for your
conmment s.

Andrew MacNei Il is our next speaker
foll owed by Lindy Hays and Jon Sher nman.

ANDREW MacNEI LL: Col onel Toy and staff,

ty to

be
cki ng

tant,

and

cted

y

t hank
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you for the opportunity to speak. M nane is Andrew
MacNeill. I live in Gtay Ranch in Chula Vista in
Sout h Bay.

Toni ght when | go home, | will take ny
trash out to the curb. MW famly recycles and we
conpost and nmy wife is in charge of the recycling at
our daughter's elementary school.

My trash will be picked up tonorrow and
taken to a place that's wwthin a mle fromny house.
|'mnot for the contam nation of water, |'mnot for
t he desecration of sacred land, but I'mnot for the
trucking of North County garbage down to the South
County either.

You seemto have a lot of ideas here
and possi bl e solutions, including conposting and
recycling. Please take all these solutions, or ideas
I nto consideration and conme up with a solution that
wor ks for everybody and keep the trash here in North
County. Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you for your coments.

Li ndy Hays, followed by Jon Shernman, and

Bill Magdych.

LI NDY HAYS: My nane is Lindy Hays. |
resi gned at 650 South Rancho Santa Fe Road, Space 91,
San Marcos, California, 92078.
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| beg your indulgence. | ama cancer
survivor. |It's affected nmy speech and notor skills.

To quote one of ny favorite authors,
everyone's values are determ ned by what they wll
tolerate when it is done to others.

In this room however, | believe that
we all share the sane values. None of us want our
children to be poisoned. None of us want our
children to contract cancer. None of us want --
let's stay there so | can keep with my time limt.

The U. S. Marine Corps has determ ned
that toxic water causes cancer. A study done in
Nor man, Gkl ahoma shows that all liners eventually
| eak and cause toxic water to |eak, to |leach into the
water, which will eventually cause cancer.

"Il stop there because | see ny tine is
up. Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you very nuch.

As a rem nder to everyone, if your
conments are in witing, or if you would like to put
those in witing, we will receive those and they wl|
be given equal weight.

Jon Sherman is next, followed by Bill
Magdych, and then Bob Leonard.

JON SHERVAN:  Thank you. M nane is Jon

OESQUIRE
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Sherman. | reside at the sane address as the
previ ous speaker, nmy wfe.

Since |'ve only lived in North County
for six years, the respectful thing for nme to do, as
| see it, is support the indigenous culture and
perspective that's lived here for 10,000 years.

Ski ppi ng, ski pping, skipping.

| am encouraged by the inclusion of the
ethic of sustainability in your own Arnmy Corps of
Engi neer m ssion statenent, as found on your
headquarters website. Sustainability as defined
there, by Executive Order 13514 reads, quote, to
create and naintain conditions under which humans and
nature can exist in productive harnony, that permt
fulfilling the social, economc, and ot her
requi renments of present and future generations,
unquot e.

So along with you, | also support and
respect productive harnony, because a healthy place
tolive, with healthy rivers running through it, wll
al ways be a requirenent of every generation. To fill
up the sacred pristine canyon with refuse and sl udge
on the banks of a river so essential to our |ocal
wat er supply can only be described as destructive

di shar nony.
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Thank you.

BILL MLLER: Thank you for your comments.

Bill Magdych, followed by Bob Leonard
and Rick Gttings.

BILL MAGDYCH. My nane is Bill Mgdych, and |
have consulted on the G egory Canyon Landfill project
since the 1990s. | have a doctorate in aquatic
ecol ogy and over 30 years of experience working on
wet | and and water quality projects for the DOD,
tri bal governnents, and others.

The Gregory Canyon Landfill project has
per manent inpacts of over five-one thousandths of an
acre of wetland, and about a half acre of other
waters of the U S., and it provides the greatest
benefits | have ever seen on a project.

This project will conserve over 1,300
acres of native habitat on-site, including hundreds
of acres of new habitat created, significant areas of
new wet | ands, and enhancenent for all threatened,
endangered, and sensitive species on the site.

Unli ke the Gegory Canyon project, one
only needs to | ook a short distance upstream and down
to see floodplain encroachnent by conmerci al,
governnent, and residential devel opnent. That

pattern is in stark contrast to the Gegory Canyon
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proj ect.

The fl oodpl ai n and wat ershed protections
provided at the G egory Canyon Landfill project are
unparal | el ed deference to the public's strong
I nterest.

Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you for your comments.

Bob Leonard, Rick Gttings, followed by
Sue Stivers. Stivers, pardon ne.

BOB LEONARD: Good eveni ng, Col onel Toy, and
t hank you all for being here and your patience with
each ot her.

| do agree with the majority of the
speakers that have opposed the project.

| would like to add that H ghway 76,
whi ch woul d be the truck traffic and the |location to
get to this project, is known in the State of
California as the nost fatal state highway. W have
too many deaths on it already. Please consider what
the extra truck traffic m ght do.

| personally experienced flooding. |
worked from 1972 to '81 at a place called Pala Mesa
Resort, which is a little west of this canyon. |
W tnessed in one eight-hour period by a crate that

was normally one foot wide and six inches deep, its
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ability to dig a 20-foot w de, 40-foot deep, 300-yard
trench.

| amnore worried about sonmething |ike
that occurring over the top of this liner, carrying
materials into the river.

This is an area that has a [ ot of nornal
t hi ngs and weat her that is unusual.

Thank you very much

And agai n, other agencies other than
Cceansi de, but south of the current site |ocation,
are al so considering the use of the river to supply
wat er to other things.

When | was with Pala Mesa we supplied
ourselves with one mllion gallons a day to take care
of 190 acres worth of green space.

BILL MLLER  Thank you, sir.

Rick Gttings, Sue Stivers, and Bryan
Stirratt.

RICK G TTINGS: Col onel Toy, Corps staff, and
public. M nane is Rick Gttings. |'ma 35-year
resident of North San Di ego County.

As a retired mlitary officer and a
| ong-serving City Manager for the Gty of San Marcos,
| think I know a little bit about making hard

deci sions. And Col onel Toy, you have a very hard
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decision here as a part of this process. | do not
envy you.

It's tough to be in the decider seat,
It's tough to look at the facts and nmake sure you're
| ooking at the facts and elimnating the enotion, and
there's certainly a lot of enotion here this evening,
and maki ng a sound choi ce.

Tonight I'mhear to weigh in with ny
choice, in the nane of the people that | have served,
and in the interest of the public, | support the
G egory Canyon Landfill.

Over 15 years of extensive environnental
revi ew have gone on, finally an EIR for the project
was certified by the County Departnent of
Envi ronmental Health in February of 2003, 2007, 'O08,
09, and '10 it was updated, all legal challenges to
the EIRfiled by the landfill opponents to date have
been fully and finally resolved in favor of the
proj ect.

| believe that the tine is now. Let's
get it done. Please issue the permt,

Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you for your comments.

Sue Stivers, Bryan Stirratt will be

next, followed by JP Enbers.
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SUE STIVERS: H . M nanme is Sue Stivers. |
ama resident of North San D ego County, San Marcos
specifically.

And as a resident of North San D ego
County I'd like to touch on the | ocation of the
G egory Canyon Landfill.

| fully support the G egory Canyon
Landfill | ocation and appl aud those, w thout spending
a dinme of taxpayer noney, are bringing it to
fruition. That type of investnment needs to be
encour aged.

We can't allow special interest groups
to control those who are willing to invest in our
County. Investors will soon take their support
el sewhere, and we know how bad that is on California.

| think this is a prudent investnent for
those financing the project, but nore inportantly for
us as consumers and for our environnent. Shipping
trash outside of our region will only exacerbate
their quality concerns and increase costs to
CONSumners.

In addition, this landfill facility
W Il create jobs, generate tax revenues, and assure
that our solid waste di sposal needs are net in an

environnental Iy responsi bl e manner.
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G egory Canyon is a sinple
i nfrastructure solution for a growi ng region that
needs nore landfill space. Voters recognized that
when t hey passed the Proposition Cin 1994, and B in
2004. | was one of those voters. | supported
G egory Canyon then and | support it today.

Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you for your coments.

Bryan Stirratt, followed by JP Enbry and
Lauri e Keat on.

BRYAN STI RRATT: Col onel Toy, nenbers of your
staff, ny nanme is Brian Stirratt. |'mthe chief
desi gn engi neer for the Gegory Canyon Landfill, and
|'min charge of the design team

Several issues we wanted to tal k about,
but one is the, as you know fromthe project, or as
you will see fromthe project, we are going to be
maki ng maj or inprovenents to Hi ghway 76 as it
proceeds from 15 to the landfill, which wll
definitely inprove the safety along that corridor.

There was sone di scussion about the
| i ner design not covering the entire part of the
landfill. We wll be presenting sone material for
you to review on that relative to site slope design

and bottom design of landfill.
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My firm has designed and worked on over
200 landfills. | amregistered in ten states and |I'm
the head of solid waste worl dwi de for Tetra Tech, so
we W || be addressing those issues.

In addition, there are three sites,
alternative sites in North County that we'll be
| ooking at. The slopes that are shown on the bottom
of those designs, Miuriel Canyon is eight percent,
Aspen G ove is seven percent, and Gopher Canyon is
five percent. Those are not design el enents that we
woul d approve for the bottom design of the landfill.
It inpacts the stability and the ultimate capacity.

So we will present that information to
you to determ ne whether or not the capacity in those
alternative sites can actually be achieved.

BILL MLLER  Thank you for your comments.

JP Enbry, followed by Laurie Keaton, and

then Matt Moore.
PAT EMBRY: (Good evening. M nane is Pat

Enbry. I, along wth ny wife, Iive at 32503 Couser
Canyon Road in Valley Center.

And |'ve been speaking out against this
project for 25 years, and to try to get that all
together in one mnute, 1"l try.

The history of dunps in the United
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States have proven that contam nation is inevitable.
Every dunp that has used this technol ogy has fail ed.
Vell, it [ ooks inpressive on paper, but so did the
Titanic and the space shuttles Col unbia and
Chal l enger. Technically they should have been

I ndestructible, but as a result of various
circunstances, 1,509 people lost their lives. Mre
lives than that are at risk here.

Do the prudent thing, do your duty, deny
this permt.

The proponents of this project keep
referring to the exigency that exists which should
override all other considerations. They used to cal
It an energency. Any exigency that has lasted 25
years cannot be an exigency.

The only lining that these people are
really worried about is |ining their own pockets.

BILL MLLER  Thank you for your coments.

Lauri e Keaton, Matt Mbore, and then
Ei | een Cost a.

LAURIE KEATON: H . M nane is Laurie Keaton.
| live in North County and I'ma California native.

When | thought about com ng here tonight
| wanted to think about some facts. Five mllion

gal l ons of gasoline are used every day to truck North
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County trash to different landfills. The fact that,

| don't know, so many things, that the Hi ghway 76 is
so dangerous, yet the Pala don't maintain it.

G egory Canyon has offered to repair and maintain for
the safety of the road.

The fact that Gregory Canyon is said to
be a historically significant and sacred site, but at
Pala (inaudible) for the casino, it says there are no
sacred sites wwthin a mle of the casino.

And | see a lot tonight, facts from
bi ol ogi sts, fromreports, fromstatistics, and I also
see a |lot of fears from people who say "maybe," "in
the past," but this is the future, and North County
needs this landfill.

BILL MLLER:  Thank you for your comrent.

Matt Moore, Eileen Costa, and then
foll owed by Barry Pul ver.

MATT MOORE: Good evening. M nane is Matt

Moore. |'ma professional civil engineer in
California. | amconsultant on the Gregory Canyon
Landfill project. |'ve been working on the project

for over eight years.
| would like to state ny opinion that
t he proposed project and the alternative is sound

froma floodplain, scour and erosion, drainage and
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wat er quality perspective.

The project will include best managenent
practices identified in the Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan and Storm Water Managenent Plan in
conpliance wth State and County regul ati ons.

The proposed project will not adversely
affect flooding and scouring the river, as indicated
in the Draft EIS.

Water quality will be safely protected
and it will not result in adverse hydronodification
or surface water quality inpacts to the river.

The project's water quality design
features -- it contains features that protect the
public interest.

Thank you.

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER:  You' ve only been there
ei ght years.
BILL MLLER  Thank you for your coments.

Eil een Costa, followed by Barry Pul ver,
and then Andrea Seavey.

El LEEN COSTA: (Good evening. Thank you for
havi ng us.

| originally lived in Smthtown, OChio.
Two of ny friends lived in the area of the Smthtown

landfill, and they had young famli es.
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A scientific investigation discovered
toxins in the water plunes that flowed around the
| andfill area. Excuse ne.

One of the women, Geri, got cancer. W
did what we could to help -- to do to help Geri's
famly during her very long and painful illness,

Geri died, |leaving huge nedical bills, three young
children, who could not understand their nother's
deat h, a distraught husband, close fam |y nmenbers and
a comunity who m ssed this wonderful wonman.

It didn't have to happen. The landfil
kKilled ny friend.

Every week at church neetings, when her
twin would cone, we would see the surviving twn
sister and be rem nded of what happened. No words
can descri be what the famly experienced before and
after Ceri's death.

I f you Google Long Island landfills,
excuse ne, you'll see Superfund sites that are
consi dered dangerous to the surroundi ng conmunity,
and they were consi dered nodern technol ogy.

If I may add one thing. So nmany people
are tal king about floods. Wat | canme across, and |
think it was in your material, nmaybe not, that the
floods that were in 1980, 1993, and 1995, changed the
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course and the direction of the San Luis Rey River.

Now, if the landfill is built on the
side of the river and we get one -- and that was only
a 50-year flood, not a 100-year flood, so if we get a
100-year flood and this landfill is on the side of
the river, what is going to happen if it decides to
go through the landfill?

| nean, you can't change nature.

BILL MLLER  Thank you for your comments.

Barry Pul ver, Andrea Seavey, and then

follow by Dr. Matt Rahn.
BARRY PULVER  Good evening. M nane is Barry

Pulver. | live in Rancho Penasquit os.

I"mregistered in the State of
California as a geol ogi st, engi neering geol ogi st, and
hydr ogeol ogist, so | knowa little bit about ground
water. |'ve also had about 30 years of experience
cl eaning up ground water sites fromfacilities that
fully conplied wth regul ations, they were
state-of-the-art, they were the best we could do.

So when | was reading the Draft ElS,
that there are no significant adverse affects to
ground water, it gives ne pause that sone additional
anal ysi s nust be taken.

That's a heck of a design. It's a heck
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of a design because it's needed because the site
materials are not really that conducive to put trash
over and protect ground water quality. And that
design will work on paper, but will it work when it's
in the ground? That is the analysis |I'd like you to
take. Look at sone evaluation of the probability of

a leak. If it does go through that liner, if that

liner does fail, what is the inpact on water quality?
Then is it still in the best interest of the public?
Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you very much for your
conmment s.
Andrea Seavey, Dr. Matt Rahn, |'msorry
I f I'"m m spronounci ng nanes, and Jason G em nger.
ANDREA SEAVEY: Hello, Gentlemen. M/ nane is
Andrea Seavey. |'ve lived here in Escondido 42 years
and I've lived in California 72 years. | was born up
there in beautiful LA Basin. |t was gorgeous. For
18 years | lived there. And then | went away to
col | ege.
And | just wanted you know this about ne
before | tell you ny opinion, because | do have a
degree in physiology from UC Berkeley, I've worked in
medi cal research for a nunber of years, | have a

teaching credential and taught high school and then
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at Pal omar Col |l ege, and then | becane a nurse and

wor ked for the last 20 years as a visiting nurse, and
feel Iike North County is mne, because | visited,
even all the Indian reservations.

So | really, really have strong feelings
about this being a bad, bad choice for a place for a
landfill, and it's -- it's, because it's on the
aqui fer, part of it, but the disrespect to the Pala
| ndi ans and the problens of -- of -- the whole idea
of having a dunp there is very bad.

Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you for your coments.

Dr. Matt Rahn, followed by Jason
Ginger, sorry, Gremnger, and Ash Hayes.

MATT RAHN: H . Just bear with nme, ']
explain why -- maybe start the tiner, 1'll take this
up.

My nane is Dr. Matt Rahn, and | come to
you with 20 years of experience and four higher
educat i on degrees, masters degree, Ph.D. and | aw
degree, all focused on conservation biology, wildlife
managenent, nonitoring, environnmental policy and |aw.

In reviewing the EI'S, what | can tel
you is that there is an inappropriate reliance on

docunents that were never intended to support
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deci si on-maki ng of large scale projects at this
scale. WIdlife novenent and nonitoring studi es and
t he assunptions of no inpacts to |inkages and
corridors is conpletely msplaced. There is a
m srepresentation of these Corps docunents.

And what's surprising to ne is that,
after decades of study and 67 mllion dollars
I nvested, no actual data or science was conducted for
this project to assess this one particular issue. It
Is well below what is considered acceptable industry
standards. No assessnent of direct and indirect
I npacts and, in general, just an inappropriate
anal ysi s.

Despite this, what we can say is there
Wil be significant and irreversible inpacts to
wi I dlife novenent, which cannot be mtigated bel ow
the [ evel of significance, and overall the docunent
itself represents sonething that is scientifically,
statistically, and legally indefensible. W'IIl be
provi ding extensive witten conments to hel p address
sone of these concerns.

Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you for your comments.

Jason Grenminger, followed by Ash Hayes,

and then John, Johnny Pappas. | hope | got that
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right.
JASON GREM NGER: Good eveni ng, Col onel,
staff. M nane is Jason Gemnger, |'man Cceanside
resi dent.

And |'m here tonight because |I've heard
a |l ot of people speaking tonight about the capacity
of San Diego County's landfills.

What | haven't heard a | ot about is the
popul ation growm h of San Diego for the next 50 years.
This concerns ne, because our population is going to
grow exponentially and we need a place to put this
trash.

This project is necessary for all
residents of San Di ego County, not just residents of
North County. W need to stop transporting our trash
as far away as Arizona and keep our trash here. Qur
trash is uniquely our problemand, as such, we should
all solve that problem

G egory Canyon is that sol ution.

G egory Canyon project proposes the nost stringent
environnental protection neasures seen in any
landfill in this nation up to this point.

This project offers astounding
restoration of profoundly damaged habitat surrounding

the site.
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This project will reduce mllions of
tons of air pollution by decreasing truck traffic.

The Gregory Canyon Landfill is in the
best interests of all residents of San D ego County.
W nust | ook beyond individual group interests and
strike a path wth a sustainable future, and that
future unequivocally involves the G egory Canyon
Landfill.

Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you for your comments.

Ash Hayes, followed by Johnny Pappas,
and then Matt Si mmons.

ASH HAYES:. (Good eveni ng, Col onel Toy, Corps
staff, and fellowcitizens. | amDr. Ash Hayes.
have been actively involved with conmunity service in
San Diego County for 50 years, and have been
followng this project fromits inception.

As you have heard tonight, the public
has twi ce voted to approve this project. Politicians
have tried to kill it and two governors have vet oed
their attenpts. The project has been extrenely well
vetted, and the nessage fromthe voters is clear:
Build this facility at G egory Canyon.

Thank you for your tine.

BILL MLLER: Thank you for your coments.
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Johnny Pappas, Matt Simmons, and then
Paul Malar. |'msorry, Ml one.

JOHNNY PAPPAS. Johnny Pappas, resident of
Escondido, |I'mon the Advisory Conmmttee of Surfrider
Foundation, but I'mhere in ny individual capacity
tonight as a resident of North County.

20 years ago, when the msleading Prop C
was passed, nost people didn't recycle. |If you told
me that | would be growi ng broccoli, spinach,
brussel s sprouts on ny front lawn in Escondido, |
woul d probably tell you you're crazy. If you told ne
that | would be (inaudible) worns and diverting
scraps and conposting, | would probably say the sane
t hi ng.

Diversion rates, |'mnot al one.
Diversion rates are up in San D ego County, and
San Di ego regi on needs to nove toward zero waste.

| keep hearing about these trucks that
are comng in and out of North County with trash.

What |'m not hearing about is the trucks that are
going to be brought into this landfill across the
County to provide water for the landfill and to bring
trash in fromour counties.

This -- our climate change is real and

this project is going to exacerbate the problem
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Vital water resources and cultural resources wll be
placed in grave peril due to this project.

I"mnot a rocket scientist, I'"'mnot a
rock scientist, |I'mnot a professional engineer, but
| know that technology fails, and this project is not
in the public interest.

| do have sonething here that
Illustrates what interest that it is in.

Thank you.

BILL MLLER  Thank you for your comments.

Matt Si nmons, Paul Mal one.

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: That man knows what
he's tal ki ng about.

MATT SI MMONS: Good eveni ng, Col onel Toy,
staff nenbers of the Corps, |adies and gentlenen.

My nanme is Matt Simmons. | was born and
raised in San Marcos, California, North County
resident ny entire life. |'mnow currently raising
ny three kids there, and I'ma firmsupporter of this
pr oj ect.

North County seem ngly has everything
going for it, and with the rapid-pace growh rate,
apparently many agree. Wiat it doesn't have is a
pl ace to dispose of its own trash, which is its

responsibility. North County trash is trucked to
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j ust about everywhere, Orange County, Riverside,
Sycanore in San Diego, OGtay Mesa in South County.

Qur area of San Diego County hasn't had
a local solid waste disposal facility since the
closing of the San Marcos Landfill in 1997. W
ol dest daughter was born that year. She's now a
junior at San Marcos H gh School. This process has
taken way too | ong.

| understand that diversion is a
possibility. However, hauling trash out of town is
costly. And nost inportantly to me, is that even if
we can find another county to take our garbage, their
older landfills are lacking in the | atest environnent
protection. The safety standards for this new
facility are ten-fold.

| also appreciate the fact that nearly
two-thirds of the 1,770 acres owned by the landfill's
devel oper nust be reserved as protecting (inaudible)
and that they are required to restore that area and
repair the damage occurred by decades of use as a
dairy farmand unlawful 1iving space.

Since elimnating all trash at this tinme
Is not a viable option, the devel opers of G egory
Canyon Landfill have worked to help us solve our

gar bage problens, and in the process have wei ghed,
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addressed, and overcone environnental, engineering,
econom ¢, and social concerns, to provide a solution
that has, fromthe beginning, engaged all interested
parties.

It istinme to nove forward.

Thank you very nuch for your tine.

BILL MLLER  Paul Malone. W also have a
card for a Kay Endomarki. It nmay have just been
asking a question and we want to clarify that, if
they do want to speak. Are they here?

All right. Then the next speaker after
M. Malone will be Helen Stark.

PAUL MALONE: Col onel, staff, thank you for
your time this evening. | appreciate it.

My nane is Paul Malone. |'ma |ifelong

resident of North San Diego County. And the region's

landfill capacity issues have been well known since
at least, or as far back as the 1980s. In fact, |
sat on both of the County's landfill site search

commttees in the 1980s. And while those efforts
Identified several viable landfill sites for North
County, none of those cane about for a variety of
reasons, sone environnmental and sone political,
unfortunately.

That was nore than a quarter century
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ago, and with the exception of the Gegory Canyon,
the project before you this evening, no in-County
solutions to the region's waste disposal needs have
been put forth since.

While |'ma big supporter of waste
reduction, recycling, and reuse, non of those efforts
alone wll solve our problem Neither wll
continuing to ship our waste to nei ghboring counties,
all of whomw I, at some point, have to preserve
their remaining landfill capacity for their own use.

Expandi ng the region's existing
| andfills, none of which are the environnental equal
of the project you're considering tonight, isn't the
answer either.

We're faced with a difficult problem
that we've ignored for decades, far too long. And we
probably all share sonmewhat in the blane for that.
The sol utions are obviously conpl ex, involving
incredibly long lead tinmes. The proponents of
G egory Canyon can attest to that.

"1l wap up by asking you to favorably
consider this project and join wth the residents of
San Di ego County who have tw ce approved it.

Thank you.

BILL MLLER: Thank you for your coments.
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Helen Stark. |If Helen Stark is not

here, M guel Hernandez and Steve Kiel go.

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: He's | eft.

BILL MLLER: Al right. Robert Markley.
Thank you, sir. And then followed by Rosalina
Kobach.

ROBERT MARKLEY: Robert Markl ey, 200 North
El Camino Real, COceanside. |'ma degreed chem cal
engi neer, | graduated, graduated with honors in
chem cal engineering second in ny cl ass.

| spent over 20 years in the plastics
I ndustry, both with materials suppliers and with
pl astics processing conpani es.

['mwell aware of the limtations of
plastic materials. Nothing lasts forever, including
plastics and rubber |iners.

Moreover, |eak detection wells easily
could mss a | eak, because a spot |eak would have a
narrow plune, and if a detection well is not nearby
the | eak woul d not even be detected.

In 1982 the Environnental Protection
Agency published an opinion that air pollution from
landfills is a significant problem |f anybody has
ever been downw nd froma landfill, | can tell you,

have, and it's not pl easant.
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Thank you.

BILL MLLER: Thank you for your comments.
Rosal i na Kobach.
Jason Si mons.

JASON SI MMONS: Thank you. Thank you for your

| just wanted to quickly point out that
obvi ously not one comment tonight is going to sway
you either way, it's the preponderance of the
evi dence that you're going to | ook at and eval uate.

But | would like to point out sone of
the msinformation, specifically on the EPA conments.
Those are fromthe '70s and those aren't
representative of what the new liners are
est abl i shi ng.

So simlarly, the information on
Riverside landfills, that's right now where Cceansi de
I's shipping a lot of their trash.

| would also like to point out that the
reduction of waste that was purported at 30 percent
since '05, alot of that is due to the recession and
the lack of construction that's gone on, because
construction waste is a maj or conponent in the
| andfills. People don't consider that.

The 2,000 cows that used to be on the

/_é ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

EsquireSolutions.com



http://www.esquiresolutions.com

© 00 N o o B~ W DN P

N I R N R N N N N T o T T e S S O N
o &~ W N B O © 00 N OO 0o M WO N O

PUBLIC HEARING January 31, 2013
GREGORY CANYON LANDFILL, LTD. 152

| and right on the river, pushing manure into the
river, caused a |ot nore environnental danmage than
(i naudi bl e).

And to wrap up, the opposition
conveniently, conveniently |eaves out that they ran
t he second canpaign, so did they mslead the public?
And they lost that canpaign. So let's listen to the
peopl e that voted twice and listen to the science.

Thank you very much

BILL MLLER  Thank you for your comments.

Ladi es and gentl enen, we are running
short on tine and we have a nunber of speakers that
wish to go. W're only going to be able to take
three nore speakers this evening. However, what we
would like to offer, not only will we accept witten
comments this evening, but if you need to nake an
oral statenment to us, that can be arranged by com ng
to our Carlsbad office.

The three speakers left in order are Ken
A son, Victor Roy, and Jeff Lepore. Are all three of
t hose people here? Thank you, GCentlenen.

KEN OLSON: Ladi es and gentlenen, thank you
for the opportunity to speak to you tonight.

| ask that this project not go forward

for a lot of good reasons, many of which you' ve heard

/_é ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

EsquireSolutions.com


http://www.esquiresolutions.com

© 00 N o o B~ W N P

N D N N NN BB P P P PP PR e
g A W N P O © 0 N O 00 M W N P O

PUBLIC HEARING January 31, 2013
GREGORY CANYON LANDFILL, LTD. 153

tonight, but in particular, | have not seen good

evi dence that there has been adequate consideration
of the current and future rapid i nprovenents in
recycling technol ogies, therefore | essening the need
for landfills.

First of all, energing substitution for
new material s, biodegradable, snaller, lighter,
reusabl e, and second, inproved recycling processes,
nore effective, |ess expensive, nore |ocal
(i naudi bl e).

Al so, we can and we w |l benefit from
near universal public support in a good recycling
program W tal k about public support simlar to
t hat which the County Water Authority was able to
muster in its canpaign for water conservation, a
mar vel ous success story.

So all of these things will extend the
life of every other landfill in the County and wl |
allowus to let recycling be a major part of our
future success.

Thank you.

BILL MLLER Thank you very nmuch for your
coment .

Victor Roy?

VICTOR ROY: H . I'mVictor Roy, |'m
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domciled in Cceanside, California, at Rancho San
Luis Rey River.

| wouldn't be here tonight except for
the fact that building a dunp on part of a nmgjor
wat er shed that hundreds of thousands of people rely
on for their drinking water, their potable water,
their agricultural water, is irresponsible and
unconsci onabl e.

Are you kidding me? 67 mllion dollars
piling up. These people have got their claws dug in
so deep that they don't want to let go. All they
have to do is pick up the project, nove it, nmaybe to
the other side of the nountain so it's in the desert
where it doesn't affect hundreds of thousands of
people. Take it off of our COceanside, our San Luis
Rey Ri ver wat ershed.

| just want to |leave you with the idea
of that.

January 17th, 1994, 4:30 a.m, that was
the Northridge Earthquake. | was there, | was in the
Hol | ywood Hi |l |'s, the houses shook, cracks forned,
chimeys fell. | got up, |ooked out over the city of
Los Angeles, it was a total blackout, a
once-in-a-lifetinme experience you will never ever

See.
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April 4th, 2010, that was the Easter
Eart hquake fromEl Centro. |I'mhere, I'"'mfeeling
that in Cceanside, all of you people that |ive around
here, you felt it. | saw cracks formin the pavenent
in the streets around nme and cracks in the houses,
and all the repairs --

Thi nk about that. Mjor earthqguakes can
happen at a nonent's notice, |and deformation occurs,
cracks in a landfill wll occur.

BILL MLLER  Thank you, sir. W appreciate
your comments. Thank you.

Jeff Lepore, I'msorry if I'm
m spronounci ng your nane.

JEFF LEPORE: Hi . Jeff Lepore, supporter of
the landfill project.

And | want to bring up from Poway a
coupl e of facts that haven't been brought up today.

I n 2004, when the second bill invoking,
It was extrenely detailed on this would be a
| andfill, and al nmost 70 percent of our County voted
in favor of it.

So the key word here is ineptness.
Everybody in this roomand the locals, and the |ocals
are saying the County of San Diego is inept. There

have been 19 lawsuits filed every tinme Gegory Canyon

/_é ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

EsquireSolutions.com


http://www.esquiresolutions.com

© 00 N o o B~ W DN P

N I R N R N N N N T o T T e S S O N
o &~ W N B O © 00 N OO 0o M WO N O

PUBLIC HEARING January 31, 2013
GREGORY CANYON LANDFILL, LTD. 156

has received an approval. Every single |awsuit has
been | ost by the, by the opponents.

Agai n, they're saying ineptness,
| nept ness, ineptness of our l[ocal agencies. They are
calling all our |ocal agencies inept in approvals and
the science. |f that was the case, nothing in this
country or state could be built.

This landfill is needed. The science is
there to support it.

Thank you.

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: It is not needed.
COLONEL MARK TOY: (Ckay, |adies and gentl enen.

On behalf of all of us in the Corps, we'd like to
t hank you for your participation in the public
hearing. The Corps will carefully and fully consider
all comments that we receive for the proposed project
as part of our final permt decision.

|"d like to enphasize that the witten
coments are an opportunity for you to nake a nore
conpl ete statenent than you can provide in the one
m nut e.

As anot her rem nder, the close of the
public comments is April 15th. Conmments nust be
received by April 15th to be considered in the Corps'

eval uation of the proposed project.
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We appreciate your patience and thank

you for attendi ng today's public neeting.

(Proceedi ngs adjourned at 9:33 p.m)

/_é ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

EsquireSolutions.com


http://www.esquiresolutions.com

© 00 N o o B~ W DN P

N I R N R N N N N T o T T e S S O N
o &~ W N B O © 00 N OO 0o M WO N O

PUBLIC HEARING January 31, 2013
GREGORY CANYON LANDFILL, LTD. 158

REPORTER S CERTI FI CATI ON

|, Lynne Wbodward, a Certified Shorthand
Reporter in and for the State of California, do

hereby certify:

That the foregoing proceedi ngs were reported
by nme stenographically and |ater transcribed into
typewiting under ny direction; that the foregoing is

a true record of the proceedings taken at that tine.

| N WTNESS WHEREOF, | have subscri bed ny nane
this 14th day of February, 2013.

Lynne E. Wodward, CSR No. 10440

/_é ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

EsquireSolutions.com


http://www.esquiresolutions.com

	Transcript
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9
	Page 10
	Page 11
	Page 12
	Page 13
	Page 14
	Page 15
	Page 16
	Page 17
	Page 18
	Page 19
	Page 20
	Page 21
	Page 22
	Page 23
	Page 24
	Page 25
	Page 26
	Page 27
	Page 28
	Page 29
	Page 30
	Page 31
	Page 32
	Page 33
	Page 34
	Page 35
	Page 36
	Page 37
	Page 38
	Page 39
	Page 40
	Page 41
	Page 42
	Page 43
	Page 44
	Page 45
	Page 46
	Page 47
	Page 48
	Page 49
	Page 50
	Page 51
	Page 52
	Page 53
	Page 54
	Page 55
	Page 56
	Page 57
	Page 58
	Page 59
	Page 60
	Page 61
	Page 62
	Page 63
	Page 64
	Page 65
	Page 66
	Page 67
	Page 68
	Page 69
	Page 70
	Page 71
	Page 72
	Page 73
	Page 74
	Page 75
	Page 76
	Page 77
	Page 78
	Page 79
	Page 80
	Page 81
	Page 82
	Page 83
	Page 84
	Page 85
	Page 86
	Page 87
	Page 88
	Page 89
	Page 90
	Page 91
	Page 92
	Page 93
	Page 94
	Page 95
	Page 96
	Page 97
	Page 98
	Page 99
	Page 100
	Page 101
	Page 102
	Page 103
	Page 104
	Page 105
	Page 106
	Page 107
	Page 108
	Page 109
	Page 110
	Page 111
	Page 112
	Page 113
	Page 114
	Page 115
	Page 116
	Page 117
	Page 118
	Page 119
	Page 120
	Page 121
	Page 122
	Page 123
	Page 124
	Page 125
	Page 126
	Page 127
	Page 128
	Page 129
	Page 130
	Page 131
	Page 132
	Page 133
	Page 134
	Page 135
	Page 136
	Page 137
	Page 138
	Page 139
	Page 140
	Page 141
	Page 142
	Page 143
	Page 144
	Page 145
	Page 146
	Page 147
	Page 148
	Page 149
	Page 150
	Page 151
	Page 152
	Page 153
	Page 154
	Page 155
	Page 156
	Page 157
	Page 158


