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Tuesday, January 29, 2013 6:32 o"clock p.m.
---000---
(Presentation given)

BEN STRUMWASSER: In terms of the next steps, |
just wanted to highlight there"s a 60-day public
comment session. And tonight®s public hearing is to
receive comments on the environmental review. 1t will
go through February 14th.

We have -- we will prepare a draft response to
comments, and sometime during the spring there will be
further discussion about the project -- with the
project team responding to these things.

And, finally, there will be a final

environmental document sometime around the fall of 2013

next year -- or this year. This year.
So, now, I"ve got comment cards here. 1"ve
got about 36 of them. |If you have more, somebody will

come through the aisles and take them.

IT you could come up front here, there"s a
microphone that will be over there that Meghan®s going
to have for us. And 1711 call the first person and the
person after and ask them to come up.

We"ll ask you to limit your time to three
minutes. And 1711 give you a 30-second warning, and

we"ll go ahead and go as far as we can. We may have to
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take a break for the court reporter, but we"ll keep

going.

Can we -- 1s Jean Rieke here -- Rieke -- and
Jana Haehl .

JEAN RIEKE: Hi, I"m Jean Rieke. 1%ve lived in
the Bay Area since 1972 and lived in Marin County since
1982. And 1 actually wrote out a whole prepared thing
and timed i1t at four minutes, so I was already going to
tax you too much.

I would say that, as 1| heard from a number of
people, my largest concern is -- well, two largest
concerns: the expense, which we are obviously in
difficult fiscal times. And I think that even though
there are the safety concerns and the congestion
concerns, probably there would be -- and I understand
all the work that®"s gone into the various designs on
this.

But 1 think that -- congestion is not
pleasant. But also the cost of the alternatives and
the lifestyle costs are very high with this project. |
think that safety is obviously of concern. But the
number of accidents, even though they are a lot, are
infinitesimally small compared to the number of drivers
who have negotiated this area for a number of years.

I think the visual concerns -- Marin County,
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we moved here; we love 1t. People drive through i1t.
Fortunately, because there haven®t been a lot of these
super structures, urbanized kinds of structures built
in our county, we can still enjoy the nature; we can
still enjoy Mt. Tam; we can still enjoy a sense of a
human-scale life.

And 1 am concerned that our leaders, as much
as they are working very hard to provide us with things
that we obviously need in some ways, take deeply into
consideration the course that we"re going generally iIn
this nation, fiscally, the course that we“re going
generally iIn this nation in terms of our values and
where do we find the balance iIn those and where do we
let people take responsibility for their own lives,
getting on and off ramps, being patient enough for
congestion.

I"m not suggesting doing nothing, but 1 do
think that we need a much more balanced design for this
project to serve all of us, both in our practical needs
and our aesthetic needs and values, the quality of our
life 1n general.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Thank you, Jean.

Jana Haehl and Clayton Smith.

JANA HAEHL: Rather than speak eloquently as she

did, I"m going to read what 1 wrote so that I don"t
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forget what 1"m saying.

On page after page of this document, adverse
impacts are summarily glossed over or ignored
altogether. It takes a huge effort to list them all
individually because there are so many distortions of
fact, omissions, or outright untruths.

I intend to submit some specific criticisms of
the document iIn writing prior to the February 14th
deadline, but I want to mention a couple of egregious
examples where this document fall off the truth track.

It repeatedly refers to the one-mile stretch
between the Greenbrae interchange and the Tamalpais
interchange as a "highly urbanized area."

No one in their right mind would characterize
Greenbrae, Larkspur and Corte Madera as highly
urbanized areas. Downtown San Francisco and Oakland
are where freeways go through highly urbanized areas.
In fact, just one block east of this one-mile stretch
of freeway is the Corte Madera Ecological Reserve,
containing hundreds of acres of protected wetlands.
And just one block west of this one-mile stretch of
freeway are single-family residential neighborhoods.

It claims that the project will not negatively
affect community cohesion and that no new physical or

perceptual barriers will be created. But one look at



© 00 N o o A~ wWw N P

N RN NN NN P B R B R R R R Rk
a A W N P O © 00 N O OO0~ W N L O

the visual simulation that TAM has provided will prove
that"s not true. It separates bayside Corte Madera
from the west side of town with immense intrusions of
concrete that are both visual and physical barriers.
The document dismisses the negative visual impact of
high retaining walls and a massive concrete flyover
that"s 27 feet above the roadway below us.

Our small-town scenic vistas of the hills and
the bay are cherished and protected in our General
Plan. Contravening a local general plan requires
mitigation that is not found i1n this document.

The document loses all credibility by claiming
that safety will be improved by removing the
bicycle-pedestrian overcrossing that"s been used for 58
years, which will force everyone on foot or bicycle to
cross as many as 16 lanes of traffic through the
proposed Wornum interchange.

Stopping multiple lanes of off-ramp traffic
for children on their way to and from school creates a
tragedy waiting to happen as too many drivers fail to
stop at red lights.

The document doesn®t deal with the adverse
noise impacts of pounding what it calls numerous
structural pilings to get at least 75 to 90 feet below

ground surface. Image that -- or the adverse impacts
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of the open excavation through the build alternative
area that will, quote, "vary from 4 to 20 feet below
the ground surface,'™ unquote.

It contains no information about the planned
duration of the construction period, the hours at which
the piles will be driven, the number of 90-foot deep
piles, or the length of time that local access routes
will be out of service. These major i1nadequacies that
must be addressed.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Thank you very much.

Clayton Smith, followed by Peter Hensel.

CLAYTON SMITH: One issue I had with the
presentation of the safety statistics was that the
statistics were not done iIn a passenger-miles-driven
context. And 1 think i1t would be very helpful for
those who want to actually do a sense of relativity as
to the actual danger of that stretch of highway deserve
to have those statistics interpreted in that more
standardized format.

The second i1ssue I wanted to bring up was what
I thought was a great omission. | would have expected
something that this complicated would have had a
three-dimensional model that would have been
substantially more than what you have, that very

substandard presentation.

10
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I would suggest that you -- maybe you could
have 1t as a project here at the school. But you could
get something, maybe 10 or 20 times the size of that
and have 1t here available for people to see with cars
that are color coded so that you could actually do a
three-dimensional demonstration of these things which 1
think the language attempt and the two-dimensional
attempts that I°ve seen here really do not do justice
to the complexity of the project.

And 1 will would think that this is a
procedural issue: that the comment period for this
project should be extended -- first, stopped at this
point in time and that, until you®"re able to actually
build something that is suitable to present this
adequately to the public, the comment time should be
extended beyond that.

The other issue | wanted to raise, going back
to the previous issue about the pilings -- now, 1 know
that, 11l say as an example, over the -- relocating
the Exploratorium over in the city. One of the reasons
they chose one pier iInstead of the other is one of the
piers required 118 new pilings to be driven into it.

And 1 think anyone who has lived through some
of the horrible noise pollution that we are going to

suffer as a consequence of this piling driving, we -- 1|

11
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think this 1s, again, something that must be made very
clear to the people.

And then the last i1ssue i1s the business
interruption effects that are going to be happening as
a consequence of this. 1 live in Mill Valley. And I
would suggest that we"ve lived through many, many
years -- almost 20 years of having Marin County divided
in half by construction projects. We"re just
recovering from the last major division of this county
so people can actually move around here for the first
time In -- how many years.

And we have seen these projects that claim to
be a year or two, and they end up being five years,
almost like endless work programs for CalTrans. So I
think there should be -- when this thing -- 1f 1t Is to
start, 1 would iInsist that there i1s a bonding process
and that there are severe financial penalties against
all the construction people involved, even to the point
where they operate at a loss, even to bankruptcy, if
they fail to do the work they promised to do for the
public in the time they promised to do it.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Thank you.
CLAYTON SMITH: Now, iIn Los Angeles, after the
earthquake, they did this and got the job done on time.

And 1 think 1f we"re going to do this, we should hold

12
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our public officials to the same standards that were
held down there. Thank you.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Thank you.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Peter Hensel, followed by
Christopher Lang.

PETER HENSEL: Well, 1t"s a great turnout here.
I"m glad that everybody has shown up. [It"s a very
vital issue for the ambience of our county. And I™m
just sort of amazed at the urban scale of this proposed
freeway -- lanes upon lanes upon lanes. 1 mean, |1
counted probably 14 -- Jana says 16 maybe -- but 14
including the bike and pedestrian lanes.

And I"m just wondering, you know, for our
bikers and our pedestrians, i1If they would really like
to be up there along 14 lanes of traffic streaming by
and breathing all that exhaust. 1 mean, | don"t think
that"s what I want when 1 go out for a walk.

I call this a non sequitur. We have a very
educated populous around here in Marin County. 1 think
everybody knows what that means. 1t comes from the
Latin. 1t means a conclusion that does not follow from
a premise or set of premises.

Now, what do 1 mean by this in relation to
this project in Marin? Well, here"s a premise for you

about Marin. We love our green fields, our open hills,

13
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our open space and parks. We"ve been trying to protect
these for the last 50 years. And we®ve done a very
good job. There"s been many battles fought and won.
You probably all know a lot about them.

Premise number two is that not much has really
changed recently. Just last fall, we voted ourselves a
quarter cent sales tax, you know. And that"s really
amazing In these economic times that we would have 74
percent of the people that voted in that election
supporting that. So that tells me a lot about really
who we are.

Here®s another premise for you. The glory
days of the auto are waning. You know, 1t"s got to
be -- we are running out of fossil fuels. And the
tank®s getting maybe a quarter empty.

But here we have a project that looks like 1t
got cut out of the Los Angeles freeway system by a race
of Titans and brought north somehow magically. And I
just think that i1t"s ridiculous to think that, with two
small towns next to what®"s proposed here, that there
are no environmental impacts. There will be.

People that bought in the small towns --
Larkspur, Corte Madera -- they don"t want to be defined
by a feature like this that actually becomes a dominant

feature of the landscape.

14
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BEN STRUMWASSER: Christopher Lang, followed by --
Josh [sic] Gundershein, | think.

CHRISTOPHER LANG: Elected officials, staff and
fellow citizens and home owners of Marin, my name IS
Christopher Lang from Fairfax.

I would like to commend staff for the elegant
engineering solution, but previous Transportation
Authority of Marin projects have mishandled
bicycle/pedestrian infrastructure. This IS my opinion.

In tonight"s Initial Study Environmental
Analysis, the second point, Figure 1-2, the main map of
the project, does not show bicycle Class 1 facilities
mentioned by Dianne Steinhauser today, January 29th.
They also are not shown In the video projection. And
they"re too small to see on the multi-model
improvements board.

Number three, the North-South Greenway has
been historically completely disregarded by the Town of
Corte Madera. It"s very important to preserve access
to the old railroad right of way. See the
Transportation Alternatives for Marin handout titled,
"Save the North-South Greenway.'" That"s what that"s
all about.

We"ve worked really hard. We"ve gotten a lot

of federal funding and regional funding to create this

15
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complete off-road system where little kids and old
people and bike riders and walkers and everyone can be
completely removed from the roadway system, and 1t will
be flat. There was a big screw-up in San Rafael, the
Lincoln Hill pathway. 1t"s not supposed to be a hill;
iIt"s supposed to be flat. We"re supposed to use the
railroad right of way all the way from Sausalito to
Cloverdale, for bicycles and pedestrians. That"s the
plan. That"s what the "Greenway' means.

I1"ve been attempting to get a bike lane from
Mill Valley to Tiburon for many years, and CalTrans has
been uncooperative. Widening the freeway ramps in Mill
Valley by cutting down trees has not been mitigated by
improving the bicycle/pedestrian infrastructure.

With this history, 1"m concerned that the
additional paving over of land very close to San
Francisco Bay will exacerbate flooding. Therefore, 1
respectfully request Transportation Authority of Marin
and CalTrans get their houses In order before getting
the community support needed to build this huge
project.

Number five | believe is called the Directive
64 Rule that requires all road paving projects --
state, regional, county, and city -- to create complete

streets. This can only be accomplished -- 1.e., iIn

16
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Corte Madera on Tamalpais Avenue -- by reducing the
width of the car travel lane to ten feet, same as Sir
Frances Drake Boulevard in San Anselmo and over White"s
Hill 1n Fairfax, same as Highway 101 by Waldo Tunnel
and the Golden Gate Bridge.

I ask the larger community and our elected
leaders to direct the multiple works departments to
please give us the small space we request so we can
bicycle i1In safety since we cannot widen the road in
most cases.

Thank you.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Thanks.

Josh Gundershien and Stan Hoffman next.

JACK GUNDERSHEIN: Not Josh. A number of people
know me. 1"m Jack Gundershein, not Josh.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Sorry about that.

JACK GUNDERSHEIN: Anyway, 1 think most of you are
familiar with the term that doctors have of "do no
harm."

My concern with this project, as maybe some of
you also have the concern, that this project will
create harm more than the benefit that 1t"s trying to
create. So I was one of the first persons that called
to tell them that the original proposal to close Madera

Boulevard exit was not acceptable. 1t would have done

17
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great harm to the Town Center and therefore to the
revenue of the Town.

And obviously that idea has prevailed. And
now we have that exit still there as well as the other
ones. And 1 think that"s important for people that
live In Larkspur as well as wanting to go to the
shopping, to make i1t as easy as possible for people to
get there.

I"m concerned that this project EIR address
the following questions. And I have not read the EIR
yet, but I think it should address these questions.

Number one, 1°d like to know -- a number of
people are talking about the flood mmpact. 1°d like
this EIR to address the impact that rising bay water on
might have on it and whether or not those impacts can
be prevented with this project.

Number two, 1*d like to know whether this
project has a number of -- there®"s three bus stops on
the -- that would be the west side of 101 on the north
end of the project. | don"t quite see the point of
having three new bus stops in an area where they"re
basically surrounded by lanes. There"s no parking
there. | don"t see people walking there. |1 don"t see
people driving there because there®s no parking. |

don"t understand the point of the bus stops there.

18
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Number three, 1 don"t -- I"ve heard a number
of people talking about the ten-foot pathway on Wornum
Drive. 1"ve yet to either read in the paper or hear
today anything about any barrier between the bicyclists
and the cars or the walk for pedestrians and the cars.
I think that"s really important that there be a
physical barrier between them.

We have one, for example, on Paradise Drive.

I was involved In that construction project there where
there"s a sidewalk, basically a curb, between the cars.
And there®"s some planting area, and then there®s a
walkway and bicycle path. |1 think this area should be
even higher than a curb height. But the point is I
haven®t heard anyone talking about a barrier. 1 think
that"s important.

Lastly, 1°d like to talk about the height of
that one ramp. 1 don"t quite understand why it should
be 27 feet high. That should be addressed. Maybe i1t
can only be five feet high; 1 don"t know.

I"m just saying that that®s a concern that a
lot of people have is the height of the barrier. Why
does 1t have to be so high? Or are there other
alternatives that it doesn"t have to exist at all.

Thank you very much.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Next speaker is Stan Hoffman,

19
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followed by Eric Miller.

STAN HOFFMAN: Good evening. [I"m Stan Hoffman.
I"m a 28-year resident of Marin County. 1°m the
general manager of Town Center Corte Madera. And I™m
here at the request of the Corte Madera Chamber of
Commerce to voice theilr concerns.

1°d like to remind the TAM board and TAM staff
that you work for the people iIn this room, the
residents of Marin County, although i1t appears that you
-— you seem to be working for CalTrans.

I hope that you listen to the people iIn this
room tonight. The people who were at the meeting a few
days ago. And i1t seems to be the consensus of the
community that what you proposed is out of -- is
inappropriate for this community.

You know, there is no question that there is
need for improvements on Highway 101 between Sir
Frances Drake and Wornum Drive. And you®ve been given
a very difficult, possibly impossible, task to solve
every problem. And we appreciate your efforts.
However, what you®ve come up with falls short of the
needs of this community.

We strongly urge you to listen to the
community, accept the no-build alternative, and go back

and redesign this based on the i1nput from the people

20
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here tonight and the people in the community who don"t
want this type of project.

Thank you.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Eric Miller is next, followed by
Denise Beck.

ERIC MILLER: I"m Eric Miller. 1"ve lived In
Corte Madera for 24 years now, and before then, 1 lived
in Larkspur. [I"m a member of the Corte Madera Bicycle
Advisory Committee.

And we"ve also formed a group. And we"ve
called i1t Marin Deserves Better. And we put up a
Facebook page. And you can all access that Facebook
page by just going to Marin Deserves Better.

And you know, frankly, Marin does deserve
better than this. This is a freeway design that i1s 30
years old. It has no place iIn the 21st century.

By my count, there"s 16 lanes of concrete here
that will forever divide the bay side of our community
from the west side of our community. You know, it
seems to me 1t"s a solution -- 1t"s a solution iIn
search of a problem.

But I want to -- 1 think everybody here
tonight i1s opposed to this project. 1 just want to
speak for a minute about one really exciting

improvement that for some reason isn®"t included in this
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project. And that"s the North-South Greenway.

We*ve done a graphic for those of you that
don®"t know -- and you wouldn®"t know it by this -- 1t"s
in this project corridor. But the North-South Greenway
goes from the Sandra Marker Trail under Wornum Drive.
And it goes along the old railroad right of way and
over the ferry terminal and into San Rafael. And the
other direction of that goes south, down to our homes
in —-—- on the bayside in Corte Madera.

This is a great pedestrian/bicycle pathway
that 1Is just crying to be opened. Everybody supports
this. 1t"s 1n the General Plan for Corte Madera. It"s
in the General Plan for Larkspur. 1It"s iIn the General
Plan for Marin County. And yet i1t"s not included here.

I"ve got a graphic. We"re going to put i1t up
on our web page -- on our Facebook page so that
everybody can take a look at 1t. And 1"m happy to
share 1t with you here tonight. This is what -- if
there®s going to be any kind of improvement in this
corridor, i1t needs to include the North-South Greenway.

Thank you.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Thank you very much.

Denise Beck, followed by Peter Chase.

DENISE BECK: 1"m Denise Beck, and 1 live off

Tamalpais Avenue iIn Corte Madera.
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I*m very much opposed to this freeway project
for the following reasons. It impacts the already
congested area, making the situation worse. It"s not
going to increase capacity. It will not address the
flood issue. It removes the safe pedestrian overcross,
forcing many pedestrians, including children, to cross
multiple lanes. It moves the bus stop a half a mile
down from the opposite bus lane, causing iInconvenience,
especially for disabled people who can®t walk let alone
jog a half a mile. 1t obstructs the view. It"s just
hideous, degrades the existing character.

Twenty-seven-foot walls? What a hideous,
disgusting wall. 1 didn"t move to Marin to look at a
slab of cement. It"s costly; it"s $143 million. |It"s
inadequate. The Environmental Impact Report isn"t even
an impact report. We need an adequate one.

And 1 think 1t"s very iInteresting that you
hired CirclePoint as your public relations firm. This
iIs the same PR firm that pushed this toxic,
environmentally damaging, expensive desalination plant
town our throats In Marin. The citizens rose up
against that environmental impact report, and we won
that lawsuit. And we"re going fight this as well.

So kill 1t. That"s my suggestion.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Peter Chase, followed by Judy

23
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Creasy.

JUDY CREASY: My question has been answered.

PETER CHASE: Hi. My name is Peter Chase. 1"ve
been a resident of Corte Madera and Greenbrae for six
years. | used to commute from Oakland for 18 years
before that. So I know about the San Rafael Bridge
issues iIntimately.

I also know what it"s like to plan a
construction project for five years, and | appreciate
the effort that"s gone into 1t. But i1t misses the
goals that we"ve even set prior to this project. Those
goals are important. They"ve not been stated in any of
the documents | see -- that include bicycle and
pedestrian access to the entire area.

The proposed project does not address the
traffic resolution on Sir Frances Drake. We®"ve got two
lanes that bottleneck up at San Quentin. And we have
other issues getting onto 101 that are not relative to
the exits at 101.

So part of the problem there Is that there's
going to be a huge development there at the Marin
Sanitary District property. That"s going to impact Sir
Francis Drake. There®s housing going in there.

There®s also the new Larkspur housing. There®"s the

Corte Madera housing. And none of these things are
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taken Into account, you can tell, iIn these documents.

The aesthetic issues are significant. And it
was only until tonight that I see a representation of
the heights for the flyovers. So 1f Wornum pass
overpass -- Wornum Drive overpass is currently 18 feet
over the road underneath. 1 went out and measured it.
And the proposed flyovers are monstrous relative to
anything in the vicinity.

This project i1s replicating the Bellam Drive
intersection at 580 and the 580 flyover and i1s similar
to the two proposals. So imagine that in the middle of
Greenbrae.

The elimination of the dedicated bikeway
profoundly reverses the direction needed by such a
project. With SMART coming to Larkspur, the new
housing, the approach here should be to emphasize bike
and pedestrian pathways, not just adding in marked
lanes i1n an eight-road roadway at Wornum Drive which
results In a severely congested focal point of all this
traffic. That has to change.

So if necessary -- and 1 think 1t is
necessary -- change the time frame for this project to
address all these issues with more sensitivity and
awareness of the community needs. And let"s get this

developed appropriately.
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BEN STRUMWASSER: Thank you, Peter.

Marshall Krause, followed by David Schnapf.

Is Marshall Krause here?

MARSHALL KRAUSE: 1°m Marshall Krause. 1 live on
Lucky Drive. And I think 1 can speak for my neighbors
that we"re already undergoing a tremendous amount of
noise from the existing freeway. And this will
obviously add a tremendous lot of noise with the -- a
new two lanes coming up on an elevated level.

And I don"t see that that noise pollution is
addressed at all In this report so far. We need
mitigation of that noise at the least. And there
aren"t any mitigation measures so far.

And 1"m also concerned about the light
pollution. 1 don"t know what kind of lighting would b
on this elevated freeway. But i1t would certainly stan
out and be a polluting source throughout the whole
community.

And thirdly, the visual pollution of this big
new flyway would be tremendous. We would look up and
see a big project going -- whizzing by our house with
hundreds of cars every minute.

So those three things bother me and, 1 think,
will bother my neighbors. And I hope that they"re

addressed.

e

d
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BEN STRUMWASSER: Thank you, Marshall.
David Schnapf, followed by Steve Cardellini.
DAVID SCHNAPF: Thank you for the opportunity to
talk. 1°m David Schnapf with the Marin Conservation
League. I am a retired attorney, and I want to talk a
little bit about the legal aspects of this.

Under California Environmental Quality Act and
the National Environmental Policy Act, an environmental
impact statement and/or environmental impact report --
an EIR or an EIS under NEPA and CEQA are required
whenever a project would have any substantial
environmental impact.

For you to come up here and tell us that this
project will not have any substantial environmental
impact of any sort, | don"t -- that doesn"t pass the
red face test. You should be embarrassed to be up here
telling us that an EIR i1s not required.

And let me tell you why. You“ve got -- and
I"ve read your environmental -- quote, your
environmental document. On Table 1.1 -- 1-1 on Page
1-12, 1t shows the collision rates at the intersections
along this interchange, along this stretch of freeway.

We heard earlier that there are 120 of these
accidents a year iIn this stretch of freeway. Your

environmental document says that there were 25 iIn a
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three-year period.

Well, which is right? Aren®t you doing
your --

(Applause)

DAVID SCHNAPF: 1 think as a matter of law you
cannot rely on the statistics that you showed us. You
must rely on the statistics that are iIn your
environmental document.

I just want to give one other example of this
environmental document. We"ve heard a little bit about
noise today. And this environmental document is a
joke.

Where i1s 1t?

"Noise generated by project-related
construction activities will be a function of the noise
levels generated by individual pieces of construction
equipment, the type and amount of construction
equipment operating at any given time, the timing and
duration of construction activities, the proximity of
nearby land uses, and the presence or lack of shielding
at these sensitive land uses. Construction noise
levels will vary on a day-to-day basis during each
phase of construction depending on the specific task
being completed. It 1s anticipated that construction

activities may intermittently dominate the noise
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environment in the needed area of construction.™
That 1s not environmental analysis. Any
third-grader could have written that.
BEN STRUMWASSER: Thank you very much.
DAVID SCHNAPF: We need a real EIR to be prepared.
And we need the TAM and CalTrans to comply with CEQA
and NEPA.
BEN STRUMWASSER: Thank you, David.
Steve Cardellini.
STEVE CARDELLINI: Thank you. My name 1is
Steve Cardellini. My wife and 1 live half a block off
of Tamal Vista near the Cinema theater.
I*m make this quick because what I have to say
i1s very similar to what"s been said already. But I
think 1t"s Important that the people who are going to
make these decisions get a headcount on how many of us
are really outraged by this.
It"s obvious, looking at the project --
sorry —- looking at the design that the people who
designed i1t looked at these awkward merges we have.
And, 1 mean, they studied i1t. They came up with good
solutions for the traffic patterns. And | think this
would be an excellent solution 1t the way i1t looked
didn"t matter to anybody. But that"s not the case. It

matters to all of us how this looks.
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And 1 just want to make two quick points.

One, we don"t hear a lot of freeway noise
because the commercial buildings along the freeway
block most of 1t. But i1If this noise were generated 32
feet above the freeway surface, a lot more of that
noise -- more than 2 decibels, I"m sure -- are going to
be reaching our neighborhoods.

And the other thing i1s, if you take from
someone the view of a marsh and you give them a 12-foot
concrete wall with a picture of a marsh, that"s a slap
in the face.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Thank you, Steve.

Barbara Becker. Barbara Becker, followed by
Robert Bundy.

BARBARA BECKER: 1 have to agree with many of the
speakers tonight. What I did -- one of the things that
have been bothering me -- and Steve hit the nail on the
head just before me iIn that what about those of us who
are living around there? And how does i1t affect the
people, not just the traffic?

I"m quite concerned with the bus stops. We"ve
got the southbound bus stop at Wornum -- we have a
southbound bus stop at Fifer and the northbound bus
stop at Wornum. It"s about a half-a-mile distance.

And we have one parking lot down at Wornum.
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So what I did today was I took a look at the
path of travel, and 1 actually traveled part of it.
Started at the fence on Redwood Highway and worked my
way west on the north part of the sidewalk.

My first problem that 1 ran into is getting
across Redwood. And I used Redwood as a simulation of
coming across the southbound off-ramp.

And 1 got halfway across the street, and the
signal turned red on me. And I really didn"t know, do
I go back or do 1 continue forward? And luckily the
driver on Wornum motioned me to go ahead and finish my
crosswalk before he turned left to go north on Redwood
High School -- Redwood Highway.

Then 1 got to the parking lot. And 1 just
have a suggestion there is that 1 had a hard time
navigating. The sidewalk was okay, but there was
redwood bark all over the sidewalk.

Now, I can lift my tank up and carry it over
so that I don"t trip and fall or at least just be able
to pull 1t through. But if I were in a wheelchair, |
can"t get out of the wheelchair and lift the wheelchair
out of the bark. So I"m saying that any landscaping
that you do, please, don"t consider redwood bark.

As 1 said, | then -- okay. 1 got to Nellen.

And, again, Nellen i1s not the off-ramp yet, but 1 took
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a look at the slope. 1 didn"t try doing 1t. It was
still a good almost half a mile to go up and over. And
I am not sure yet whether that is ADA compliant. We"ll
have a report on that tomorrow at the Accessibility
Commission.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Barbara, you have about 30
seconds.

BARBARA BECKER: So my concerns are coping with
traffic. Those of us who move more slowly are going to
have to be taken into consideration on our path of
travel and with the signals. Sounds like a little
thing, but 1t"s a big thing to us. Thank you.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Thank you.

Robert Bundy, followed by Thomas Jackovics.

ROBERT BUNDY: Bob Bundy. 1I1"m a long-time Corte
Madera resident. And all of us really appreciate the
character of the town. And 1°m particularly interested
in making 1t a more walkable town and a more bikable
town.

I jJust finished reading a book "Walkable
City." And one of the things that"s emphasized iIn that
book 1s that you really get more benefit from the
standpoint of enhanced quality of life and property
values when you do projects that improve bikability and

safe pedestrian access throughout the town.
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And I"m afraid that this project is going to
make biking as well as pedestrian -- while technically
you may create a situation where 1t"s safer with these
wider pathways, 1t"s not going to be something that
people are really going to want to bike on or to walk
on.

It"s going to create an environment that we"re
not going to really enjoy doing that or want to do
that. And I"m afraid that what we"ve got is a grand
project that really doesn®t work in i1ts totality.

You"ve got small aspects of it, I think, in
relationship to Sir Frances Drake, some of the
entrances and exits from 101, that could improve the
situation along this stretch of the freeway. But
overall, 1 am really opposed to the magnitude of the
project. 1 think i1t works against the sort of
livability and sustainability of Corte Madera and
Larkspur.

Thank you.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Thank you.

Thomas Jackovics, and followed by Conrad
Williams.

THOMAS JACKOVICS: My name is Tom Jackovics. And
I"m a stakeholder at Nellen Drive Properties, which is

next to this proposed project. And | attended these
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meetings since almost the inception. And | was against
it from day one for the so-called flyover part of it.

When we developed the 101 Nellen project, we
made an extra effort to separate the parking lot from
the freeway by installing a berm and landscaping,
landscaping which has now been very effective iIn that
respect.

A flyover would deny that for us.

Now, two things that the Town Is missing -- or
the whole project is missing is really what 1°d like to
point out.

One of them is the people from Sir Francis
Drake Boulevard traveling south, they would like to
cross the Corte Madera Creek. They would like to stay
on the surface street, cross the street and stay on the
surface street. Right?

Now they are forced on the freeway and, for a
hundred yards, they are under the -- because they are
on the freeway, they are forced to obey the CalTrans
laws, which Is much more different than regional
surface traffic laws. That"s number one. That should
be separated. And 1 emphasized that from day one, and
it"s been i1gnored.

Secondly, which is not being discussed, the

people coming from Golden Gate Bridge who want to go to

34



© 00 N o o A~ wWw N P

N RN NN NN P B R B R R R R Rk
a A W N P O © 00 N O OO0~ W N L O

Richmond Bridge, they are forced off the freeway system
to go and also vice versa. So there we go. There are
two 1nconsistencies In that system. And that should be
addressed.

And once this is addressed, everything else
will fall 1In 1ts place.

Again, | am against the flyover project. But
iT everything goes through i1t, I like recommend TAM
removing the Mount Tam and put on their emblem using
the flyover.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Conrad Williams, followed by Mai
Billaud.

CONRAD WILLIAMS: 1"m Conrad Williams. 1 live iIn
the mobile home park on the east side. And this cuts
me off completely from everything.

When we first started -- 1 came to all of the
meetings. And there were 13 different things that they
had. Lots of them looked really nice. They had the
bike path going -- I guess i1t"s called a green path.
And i1t"s going across. And that looked nice.

And then they had Redwood Highway continuing,
went down without going under freeway, down onto Sir
Francis Drake. And that looked good too. And I was
worried because they said they were going to close this

bike lane thing -- pedestrian overcrossing.
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And they said, "It"s all right. We"re going
to build a new one up closer to the highway. It will
be a much better one, wider."

None of these have happened. They took them
all out. They"re not going to replace the one they"re
doing over.

I take the bus all the time. It"s about ten
minutes away from my place. But now it would be half
an hour to get to the bus or get back. 1It"s terrible.
And 1 think that they®ve -- they®ve fooled us all a
little bit. It looked like all very nice plans, and we
were going to choose which one -- A, B or C.

And they®ve just done half of 1t. And I don"t
think anybody likes i1t. Please, don"t do it.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Mair Billaud -- sorry if |
pronounced your name wrong.

MAI BILLAUD: Mai Billaud, and I live —-

BEN STRUMWASSER: And Jim Robinson.

MAI BILLAUD: -- I"ve lived In Marin County since
1986. And 1 use the Lucky Drive overcrossing nearly
every day, five days a week, Into -- going into
Larkspur and Fairfax.

And I"m not the only one. | see young people
crossing, using that crossing every time | do. And I

see older people using 1t. 1 see people In wheelchair
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using it.

And what I must say i1s that, i1t this
demographic study was done for the usage of that
overpass, It was done in February last year, when it
rains the most. That"s our rainiest month in Marin.
IT you live in Marin, you all know that.

Anyway, besides that, I understand that there
is a lot more traffic now with the Trader Joe"s, |
think, being 1In that area, there are a lot more
traffic. But we are forgetting that this overpass is
important. It is important for the people who use 1it,
and there is certainly different ways of addressing
this i1ssue.

I want to say as well that 1 wish there would
be more consideration given to Project Simple, which is
the Scott Stokes project. And i1f you want more
information about i1t ask Scott Stokes. | think his
project i1s a lot more -- a lot simpler and address the
issue that we have with traffic in a better way.

The i1ssue with -- that 1200 accidents in ten
years, | certainly don"t believe that.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Jim Robinson, followed by Cindy
Winter.
JIM ROBINSON: Hi, I"m Jim Robinson, Madera

Gardens homeowner for the past 17 years. And 1 want to
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thank TAM and CalTrans for giving me the opportunity to
speak tonight. My wife would be horrified if she knew
I was standing here in an unironed shirt in front of
all you, so don"t tell her if you see her on the Sandra
Marker Trail tomorrow.

But 1 did read the environmental document. 1
have some more specific comments. But just the general
ones 1711 share with you. These are parochial, based
on where 1 live.

I was concerned that the document do not deal
with view issues for those of us who live on the hill
part of Madera Gardens, namely on Ash and on Blue Rock,
who have obstructed views of the bay. And I1"m not
certain that the height of the overpass that"s -- or
crossover that"s been mentioned several times
previously, whether that will even be seen from our
neighborhood.

But what concerns me iIn addition to that is
the noise issue. And having been involved in a number
of CalTrans projects previously in another life and
cited iIntersection improvements, off-ramp, and
interchange improvements, 1 know that from sound
studies | reviewed before, most sound studies have told
us that sound follows line of sight. So I hope this

environmental document would ultimately address line of
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sight and sound issues for those of us who live in that
part of the community.

I"m also a walker. Dr. Bundy mentioned that
walkability was important to Corte Madera. One of the
things 1 like about living in madera Gardens, 1 walk to
the library, the post office, to the Town Center to the
Village, also to Larkspur Ferry Terminal, which getting
there, 1™m required to use the pedestrian overcrossing.
And 1 know 1t"s not an ADA-approved facility, but 1
hate to see that that would be removed just because
iIt"s not an ADA facility.

I also have some specific concerns about the
issue of what we"re trying to accomplish here it.

Talks about removing congestion. Most of the
congestion | see driving every day is principally in
the early morning hour and late afternoon.

I*"m also concerned about the issue of traffic
collision, having been the recipient of an accident on
the Tamalpais overpass where my car was totalled out
about three or four years ago. |I°m concerned about
accidents, but even In the report it says that, based
on the 2007-2009 analysis years, which i1s three to five
years ago, the U.S. 101 Highway through the Greenbrae
Twin Cities corridor is below, i1Is below the statewide

average collision rate.
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My father was a teacher; so In this case, 1It"s
good to be below average.

And 1t goes on to state that, "By removing
existing weaving segment conflicts 1t"s expected that
the build alternative will create safer conditions and
potentially reduce the accident rate."

Now, 1 would hope that 140- or $150 million
would provide us a little more empirical information to
state that, yes, 1t will -- not potentially but will
reduce the accident rate. That"s what I would hope to
see.

BEN STRUMWASSER: You have about 30 seconds.

JIM ROBINSON: 1 do have concerns about the lack
of maintenance that"s generally attributed to public
facilities. And I sympathize with TAM and CalTrans. 1
would not want to be In their shoes trying to address
or resolve this problem.

And 1711 close by one of my favorite comments.
I think there are some good things iIn this project, but
I think, 1If you were to ask me my overall opinion, |
would support Mr. Stan Hoffman"s comments already from
the Chamber of Commerce in opposition of the project.

But Mae West once said, "Too much of a good
thing 1s wonderful.” In this case, there are some good

things i1n this report, but 1 think 1t"s an exception to
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Mae West®"s rule that i1t"s wonderful.

Thank you very much.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Thanks you.

Dorsey McTaggart, followed by John Robbins.

Is Dorsey here?

John, are you here?

JOHN ROBBINS: Yes, I"m here.

BEN STRUMWASSER: John is followed by Ron Rosano.

JOHN ROBBINS: Hi, I"m John Robbins. I live on
Lucky Drive.

I agree with most of the things that have been
said already this evening. 171l just add a couple
things.

You know, about ten years ago, maybe a little
longer than that, when Steve Kinsey first came In as
supervisor, he came around our neighborhood and
proposed that levies and berms be built In order to
deal with the flooding In the area and that CalTrans
was really on board with this; they were going to
underwrite most of the cost of doing something like
that.

Well, that project kind of fell through for a
lack of interest in the community.

So 1 was very taken when somebody this evening

from your group remarked that flooding really wasn"t a
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consideration in this project. And that"s just --
seemed amazing to me with everything we"re reading in
the paper. The tide i1s going to rise. And you"re
planning to spend 150 million bucks out here, and you
aren"t really dealing with the flooding issue? That
seems like a really big misstep.

CalTrans has done a couple big projects here
in the community. One was the 580 flyover for the
southbound and 101 to go to San Rafael Bridge. And the
other one was the -- between San Pedro and Central San
Rafael, where they built a very beautiful bike lane.

But both those projects had glaring failures
in them. The one at the interchange to the San Rafael
Bridge, that"s a beautiful flyover they built, but
there®s no way for people coming north on 101 to get to
the bridge. And so they really missed the boat on
dealing with that problem there. So we"ve got that
problem for the rest of our lives because i1t will never
be dealt with. It won"t be dealt with iIn this project.

And then on the project going from San Pedro
south to Central San Rafael, basically we"ve got a
four-lane freeway there except when the traffic"s busy
then 1t just goes back down to a three-lane freeway
because the extreme right lane just becomes an exit

lane. So there"s poor planning there in view of the
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traffic problems there.

Now, my own particular problem with this

project -- | see 1t hasn"t been mentioned already -- is
the exit -- if you"re going northbound, and you want to
get off at Sir Francis Drake -- or rather if you're,

like, at Costco [sic], and you want to go north on 101,
you"ve got to go down to Sir Francis Drake and then
across at the signal, up the hill. Well, there"s
basically only one lane there. And there®s a couple
spots where cars will move into the right lane if
everybody cooperates. So that"s a real jam-up that"s
not being addressed iIn this plan.

And yet you are going to put a 12-foot bicycle
lane there, but you"re not dealing with the traffic
issue there. So those are the only comments 1 have.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Thank you very much, John.

Ron Rosano, followed by Bill Hess.

RON ROSANO: Thanks. My name i1s Ron Rosano, been
in Greenbrae for about 23 years. Grew up here in
Marin.

I have four points. 1 think as well
intentioned as this project i1s, i1t"s really missing
completely the intention of the conservationist
movement as was established in Marin in the early "70s

by not developing 30,000 homes in Marin Headlands and
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having a freeway out to Stinson Beach.

I don"t think we need 16 lanes of freeway here
in Central Marin. We just expanded San Rafael 101, and
it"s about as wide as what"s proposed here.

So 1f we make the width of the freeway 16
lanes here at around Sir Francis Drake, then is the
bottleneck going to be at Tamalpais Avenue? And then
maybe 1t"s going to be at Blithedale in Mill Valley.
And we"re just going to continue with that kind of
expansion that I don"t think that vision Is what"s
being embraced by people here in Marin.

Number three, you know, San Francisco has seen
great revitalization in the Embarcadero and Hayes
Valley when they tore down the freeway and made it a
more walkable community. So I°d like to see a proposal
that embraces that kind of vision.

Third thing, | notice In some of the
documents, there"s potential for as many as seven sound
barriers to be built along in the project area. And
none of them are depicted in the video.

And as good as this video is -- i1t gives you a
great visualization of what"s going to happen -- it
doesn"t show you some of the sound walls that could be
added to the project. And I don"t think that®"s what we

want to see either. So thank you very much.
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BEN STRUMWASSER: Bill Hess, followed by Zara.

BILL HESS: Good evening. It doesn"t sound like
this project is doing too well. It is actually
possible to build freeways so that there i1s never a
traffic jam.

The problem 1s what®"s the cost benefit ratio?

And from what 1 hear from these other people -- I%ve
only lived here three or four years -- the benefit is
quite small -- a couple times during the day when

there"s a little congestion; the rest of the time,
we"re doing okay. So what®"s the cost benefit of
spending all this money?

Now, I"m in favor of helping the bus stops for
the disabled and the elderly, especially since I™m
getting In that second category. But in reality, if
you really feel compelled to spend the money, | think
we could recommend spending 1t on some roads in Marin
County that could use some repair.

But 1 have a question. If | understand this
correctly, this money comes from bridge tolls and
future gas tax? Is that correct? Is that right?

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKERS: Yes.
BILL HESS WITNESS: So do we have the money now,
or do we have to borrow 1t? Do you know? Would we

borrow the money and pay it back? Anybody know?
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Hello? Would we borrow the money and then pay
it back from the gas tax?

DIANNE STEINHAUSER: No, you have some money now.

BILL HESS: Yeah, some money. So where would the
rest of the money come from?

DIANNE STEINHAUSER: 1t comes annually from our
share of the gas tax.

BILL HESS: So we can only spend gas tax; we don"t
have to borrow the money? Okay. |1 just want to make
sure because some municipalities have been known to
borrow money, and that®"s not a good thing.

Thank you.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Thank you very much.

Zara, and then Scott -- | think that says
Scott Hochstrasser.
ZARA: I™"m Zara. | ride on Wornum Drive to get to

Larkspur and the other part of Corte Madera. And in

two years, 1 plan to ride to Redwood.
Now, with this plan, I see that I will have to
ride over more —- 1 will have to cross more lanes. And

I feel that that is dangerous and unsafe for me to do.
Thank you. Please --
(Applause)
BEN STRUMWASSER: Thank you.

Scott, and then Tom --
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SCOTT HOCHSTRASSER: That"s a hard act to follow.

My name i1s Scott Hochstrasser. [1"m a land use
planner and environmental planning consultant. And 1
represent the Jackovics property owners. They have
about six parcels immediately adjacent to this proposed
interchange improvement, two of which front right along
the freeway right of way.

I"m actually absolutely stunned that TAM and
CalTrans would consider doing a negative declaration
for this project when the Twin Cities quite often would
require an EIR for a brand-new home.

For the following reasons, we contend that the
negative declaration is legally inadequate and it has
significant flaws. And I°1l1 just touch on a couple of
points.

The Jackovics family properties are expected
to lose about 45,000 square feet of potential future
growth and development. The project development is
void of mitigation under CEQA requirement. It just
doesn”"t cut muster.

The project has the potential to result in
adverse environmental impacts on local traffic
circulation, existing parking, and emergency services
access.

This hasn"t be talked about. When you reduce
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the driveways from seven to three iIn that immediate
local street area, where -- how are the fire vehicles
going to get access to the existing office buildings
and parking lots?

In summary, we think the planned driveways --
reducing the driveways on the site could potentially
and adversely impact local traffic circulation, result
in parking congestion, and basically increase vehicle
miles traveled because people are going to be looking
for parking. They"re going to be driving around those
in those areas, trying to figure out how to get iInto
those driveways they used to use.

Visual and aesthetics. The project is
inconsistent with the countywide planning, goals and
objectives. It"s inconsistent with the General Plans
for the Town of Corte Madera and the City of Larkspur.

The analysis fails to show the flyover, the
extent and the significant adverse impacts that will
result. And there®s no mitigation. It basically just
says 1t isn"t significant. 1It"s less than significant.

We all know in this room i1t"s a significant
impact. And there"s no mitigation for the visual
impact of those flyovers. And that requires, under
CEQA, that they do an environmental impact report.

I"m not responding to the merits of the
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project tonight because my understanding Is we"re
supposed to be responding to the adequacy or inadequacy
of the environmental document.
Finally, 1 think 1n summary the project

Initial Study is inadequate. The project will
potentially result iIn significant adverse environmental
impact that cannot be mitigated, and a project EIR 1is
needed to fully disclose the full scope of the project
impacts. And alternative projects need to be reviewed.
You heard earlier that there were several alternative
projects considered In the process.

BEN STRUMWASSER: You have 30 seconds.

SCOTT HOCHSTRASSER: And those projects need to be
reviewed and analyzed for the same -- with the same

level of scrutiny that this project has been analyzed

with.
Thank you very much for the opportunity.
BEN STRUMWASSER: Thank you.
TOM GUELIG: Can you hear me over there? 1 just
have a few observations to make. I live In the area --

BEN STRUMWASSER: Can I ask you to -- we have a
court reporter here, and --

TOM GUELIG: Okay.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Roland i1s next.

TOM GUELIG: 1I1"ve been in the area about eight
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years. My name i1s Thomas Guelig. 1 walk and ride
these bike lanes. And I worked In the city before 1
retired and used the bus pad and the skyway, which 1
think you get figures on the amount of people that use
that skyway rather than walking down to the --
UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKERS: The microphone --
TOM GUELIG: Sorry.

But anyway, I"ve been up and down all over
these trails. And I"ve noticed -- 1 thought what an
amazing thing. They"ve made extra abutments wider than
the ramp going to westbound -- or coming from west to
eastbound on the 101 south.

And also they made the abutments on the
freeway are wider on the northbound towards Sir Francis
Drake, which is probably part of the problem.

I"m sorry. 1°m not much of a public speaker.

But that"s part of the problem. The other
problem 1s the congestion coming northbound on 101 with
the exist right there on Industrial Avenue. It"s then
forced the decision to be made before they got to the
hill instead of at the top of the hill as you come
down. That"s where a lot of the bumper to bumper and
people changing lanes and everything.

IT they moved that decision making back closer

to the south where the hill is, | believe it would
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improve the traffic flow. Then all the rest are just
add a lane southbound from Sir Francis Drake on the
inside that would stay in the freeway. Add a lane,
just let 1t go down the freeway and let the ambience
and the view and the whole area basically stay the way
it 1s, only with adding a few lanes and improving the
bike paths and trails probably for a substantial sum
less than this boondoggle. Thank you.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Thank you very much.

Roland, and then Alison.

Is Roland here? How about Alison Kreshin?

ALISON KRESHIN: Yes, I"m here.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Thank you.

ALISON KRESHIN: Can you all hear me? 1°m Alison
Kreshin, M.D, and I"m speaking iIn support of the no
project alternative regarding the Highway 101 Greenbrae
Corridor Improvement Project.

As Dick Spotswood said in his January 23rd
opinion column, there®s little public demand to do any
of this work or alter a section of freeway just
upgraded with high occupancy vehicle lanes.

It"s my understanding that the impetus for
this project was the higher accident rates along this
section of 101 in Marin due to the crossover of cars

getting on and off the freeway. Yet the proposed plan
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replaces the existing pedestrian overcrossing with a
flyover lane for the cars and reroutes all the
pedestrians and bicyclists to a greatly enlarged Wornum
Drive intersection where all the cars are. So the
safety of pedestrians and bicyclists i1s downgraded,
while car safety is upgraded.

What this will do i1s put more people In cars
and less people traveling by bike or by foot. And this
IS moving In the wrong direction.

We know climate change i1s real. We know
obesity i1s a problem In America. We need to support
walking and biking, not more driving. | personally use
this pedestrian overcrossing three or four times every
week. It"s the most direct way to get to the west side
of Larkspur from the east side of the freeway.

I"ve seen workers and residents from the Greenbrae
Boardwalk, the Larkspur trailer parks and the Larkspur
Landing apartments and condos use this overcrossing as
well as Redwood High School students and workers
getting off the bus. It gets pedestrians and
bicyclists out of the scary car traffic.

When 1 am on foot or bike, any chance 1 have
to get away from cars, | go for that option. Now this
project wants to take away our safe option and leave us

with only one option: that of mixing it up with all the
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cars on Wornum Drive.

Trying to cross at Wornum and Tamal Vista is

dangerous to your health right now, even before the

proposed expansion. Cars on Tamal Vista heading north

always make a right turn onto Wornum heading east
without looking at who is in the crosswalk crossing
Tamal Vista from east to west.

And cars on Wornum turning south on Tamal
Vista always turn into the crosswalk as you are
crossing. I1"ve had multiple incidents of having to
yell that there"s a bike or pedestrian in the
crosswalk. There have been too many near misses to
count.

BEN STRUMWASSER: You have about 30 seconds.

ALISON KRESHIN: And the proposed project has more

lanes of traffic on Wornum.

The current placement of that overcrossing is
a beautiful thing because 1t Is north of the craziness

from Wornum Drive past Trader Joe®"s and the freeway on

and off ramps. 1 cross from one peaceful dead-end
neighborhood to another, away from all cars.
I don"t care how wide the new northbound

Redwood Highway pedestrian path i1s, you would still

have to cross multiple driveways and risk being hit by

distracted, harried drivers.
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Thank you.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Thank you.

Lee Greenberg? Is Lee Greenberg here?
Followed by Sherrie Vigneron.

LEE GREENBERG: We are going to need the
multi-modal slide presentation, please.

BEN STRUMWASSER: This is it.

LEE GREENBERG: Thank you. Hello, neighborhood.
I"m curious, does anybody in this room who"s not being
paid to be here like this project?

We have one hand. Okay.

I am a resident -- I am -- was that two hands?

I"m a resident of the weave In the sense that
I own this property, the corrugated steel building on
the freeway end of Lucky Drive. So I'm intimately
involved with this project. And I would like to say
that the one of the main things driving this project 1is
safety.

Well, those of you who were here last week
realized that Mr. Reed [phonetic] solved the safety
problem for us by thinking outside of the concrete
truck. He came up with not an L.A. solution but a
feng shui solution.

Simply block off the Lucky Drive exit with

pylons. Now, that creates a problem which 11l address
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in a second. But 1t Immediately creates a lot of
benefit.

One thing i1s we"ve eliminated the weave. And
I think that"s what is driving this project, at least
in the southbound side of it is the weave. We"ve done
away with the weave by denying exit access to people
coming from San Rafael and further north.

By removing the weave and that safety issue,
we"ve now removed the necessity for the flyover. By
removing the flyover, we have a lot of extra money
which we can use for pensions for public employees.

So with the addition of the pylons and the
absence of the flyover, we have no construction on the
west side of the freeway.

So now the base of the bicycle overpass is not
interfered with. That"s still preserved. 1 don"t know
what"s happening on this side, but at least the west
side i1s iIntact.

Okay. So we"ve created a problem, though.

The people coming from the north, like San Rafael and
further north, say they have an emergency need for some
gingham or something, and they“"re trying to get to
Joanne"s Fabrics. Well, we"ve denied them exit access.

But they have another solution. And it"s

other than going to Madera Boulevard and turning
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around. Here"s the solution.

It"s the Sir Francis Drake exit on 101. It"s
underutilized, and there®s no signage. But they simply
have to take this exit, make a right turn at the bottom
of the exit, and In another ten feet, they pick up the
overpass.

And now they"ve got -- they"re on the west
side of the pylons. They can get out. NoO crossover.
They®ve just got a merge rather than a weave. And
we"ve saved lots and lots of money and our view and our
sanity and our tax money. Thank you very much.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Thank you.

Sherrie Vigneron? How about Joan Lundstrom?
Zsolt Jackovics?

ZSOLT JACKOVICS: I™m here.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Oh, 1"m sorry. Joan"s coming.
Hang on a second.

Sorry about that.

JOAN LUNDSTROM: Joan Lundstrom. 1%"ve lived in
Larkspur about 40 years. 1"ve been on the City Council
there for about 28 years and Mayor seven times and also
served on the Transportation Authority, including on
the executive committee.

1"d like to just put this iIn the more regional

context. Greenbrae iInterchange is the major access to
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Sir Francis Drake, which is the key to the Ross Valley
communities of Greenbrae, Kentfield, Ross, San Anselmo,
Fairfax, and West Marin. So It"s just not -- we"re
just not thinking about Corte Madera and Larkspur. And
it"s the only southbound access to the Richmond-San
Rafael Bridge.

So putting this in this context, we have a
badly designed interchange that we"ve been living with.

Number one, i1t"s unsafe. Weaving local
traffic -- the local traffic -- a high percentage of it
IS just trying to get from one side of the creek to the
other, doesn®"t want to go on 101. So that"s the
weaving. And the engineers who designed this, we have
to weave and get religious as we go through there.

Secondly, this causes a continual backup
congestion to the Ross Valley and to the Richmond-San
Rafael Bridge. Those who have lived around the area
long enough know this Is congested.

Then, that overflow, when it backs up on
Highway 101, it goes on our local streets in
Corte Madera and Larkspur. We can tell when there®s
an accident on 101 near the Greenbrae interchange and
i1t"s snaking through our streets.

And lastly, i1t does flood at high tides.

Interestingly enough, this project was not
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initiated by CalTrans. It was iInitiated by the local
governments because CalTrans didn®"t have this on any of
their radar anywhere two decades ago. It was initiated
by local governments.

And as a matter of fact, I got the mayors of
all the Ross Valley communities and San Rafael to say,
"There"s a problem here. We need to address i1t."

This is not a CalTrans project. It was
initiated by all of us here iIn this area plus the Ross
Valley plus San Rafael to say there"s a problem.

Now we have gone through an extensive
environmental Impact report. Ten years ago, the city
council of Larkspur and the town council of Corte
Madera agreed that there should be a northbound
alternative suggestion -- solution and that that should
take priority. They said the southbound alternatives,
there were a number of problems. They should be
further suggested.

We"re here today. And 1 think we can come
together. 1 do believe we can come together. Doing
nothing i1s not responsible. It 1s not acceptable. And
we cannot walk away from solving this congestion of
safety and flooding of this key interchange with the
unique circumstance of people just trying to get over a

creek.
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I urge -- 1 do urge approval of the project to
move forward and that we should face northbound
segment, which was what the two councils i1dentified a
number of years ago.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Thank you very much.

Next 1s Zsolt Jackovics, and Laura Melendy.

ZSOLT JACKOVICS: Good evening. My name is Zsolt
Jackovics. And 1"m a land owner of 101 Nellen, the
Alain Pinel building, Big 5 at 110 Nellen, the 150
Nellen former Hospice, 200 Nellen used car lot, 10
Fifer, which is a current health club, and 2 Fifer, the
current office building.

Also I"m a 21-year owner of the health club
and also a 13-year resident of Marin County. And under
this Highway 101-Greenbrae-Twin Cities Corridor
project, it may relieve the weave issue, but all it
does i1s displace and multiply many more issues to the
immediate community.

The project is promoted under the guise of
safety, although when you read the actual collision
rates on Table 1-1, the State -- the collision rates
are below the State average for the Fifer Avenue ramp.

Furthermore, there are no auxiliary benefits.
Under Section 2.2.1 Fifer Avenue, quote, "These

improvement will not increase overall capacity through
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the corridor."

So basically, what 1t will do Is just -- we
solve the weave issue on 101 and just displace all
those i1ssues and multiply them many more fold, such as
the existing commercial, impacting the traffic, the
parking, the visual, and the sound of our local
community.

Under the community character is cohesion,
"The proposed improvements will not negatively affect
community cohesion as the project will not displace any
existing commercial.”

And TAM has mentioned that, "We are not going
to put anyone out of business.” Well, by removing
Nellen Avenue from this build project, our property at
Big 5 will be landlocked, and Big 5 will be out of
business as well as many of our other tenants.

Also under the traffic, the -- all this
traffic will be pushed on -- the Wornum exit will be
pushed onto Tamal Vista, which is already impacted.
And under Table 2.2-14, the existing intersection level
service, the Fifer Avenue on- and off-ramp is the only
A rated for both a.m. and p.m. on an off ramp for the
whole study area.

The other issue is that by right currently as

far as 1t will be affecting the parking.
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BEN STRUMWASSER: 30 seconds.

ZSOLT JACKOVICS: Right, now according to the
report, they have 180 spots. They need 145, and
they"re going to be deficient by 23 spots. So all this
IS going to do is make people actually park on our
properties and private property and push the parking
more Into the residential neighborhoods.

Likewise under the visual impact thing, you
know, they rate the Fifer on- and off-ramp as a low
visual quality. And 1 take great insult to that.

BEN STRUMWASSER: If you could wrap it up, please.

ZSOLT JACKOVICS: And this does not -- also the
fact that they -- the noise that 1t"s also going to
increase. And this last Sunday, 1 road my mountain
bike to the top of Mt. Tam and looked down at that view
and said that 1"m so blessed to live and work in such a
beautiful area. And I would like my three daughters to
enjoy the same experience.

Thank you.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Thank you, Zsolt.

Is Laura -- Laura Melendy here?

Maureen Gaffney?

Jean Severinghaus, and then followed by
Heather Sievert.

JEAN SEVERINGHAUS: Thank you.
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Good evening. Can we have the design of the
multi-model again, please?

That"s fine. 1"m a resident on the Greenbrae
Boardwalk In this area [indicating]. There are 600
people living in our neighborhood, across the freeway
on Lucky Drive. And behind there are another 750.
Right? That means immediately impacted on either side
of this freeway overcrossing there are 1,300 people.

As somebody said, the study was done iIn
February, the rainiest time of year. There are lots of
people would use 1t before dawn and after dark on
bicycles. The usage has grown tremendously since Cal
Park Tunnel opened.

Those of us who live in the neighborhood need
to get across 101. 1It"s 1.1 miles to walk around to
the north across the creek and back. And i1t"s
point 81 miles around to the south. That"s not a quick
walk.

It"s also, in terms of regional users, a very
important link, the overcrossing i1s. We need an
overcrossing. It i1s the fastest and most direct route
from San Rafael and the Cal Park Tunnel to Lucky Drive,
to the creek -- canal-side path, to the path behind
Redwood High School, and to the new paths on Magnolia.

It takes —- 1t"s exactly a half a mile from
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the trestle at Larkspur Landing to Lucky Drive over the
overcrossing. It"s three quarters of a mile to go
around by the creek and over on the west side of the
freeway. That"s an extra five minutes 1T you"re
walking, which may not sound like much if you"re used
to driving through In a car. But think about where you
go. You get on the freeway at Sir Francis Drake; 1In
five minutes, you"re In Terra Linda. So you"re asking
all of us who walk to detour to Terra Linda.

Thank you.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Thank you very much.

Heather Sievert?

And how about Kay Karchevski and followed by
Virginia Cunningham.

HEATHER SIEVERT: Hello. My name i1s Heather
Sievert. 1 am a resident of Corte Madera. 1"m here to
voice my extreme displeasure at this project,
specifically, the Wornum Drive proposal.

I walked here. 1 ride my bike, and I use the
Wornum area now, the separate infrastructure, to get
over to Trader Joe"s. | can get on the path; 1 can go
to the marsh; I can go to The Village on a safe
separate path.

IT this gets replaced, 1 will be crossing

seven lanes of traffic in a crosswalk. 1 walked here
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today, and the one crosswalk that 1 passed, two cars
almost hit me. 1 had a light. |1 was being aware. But
they"re not going to look out for people In a crosswalk
because they"re going to be getting on and off a
freeway at Wornum. And i1t is disgusting is all I have
to say about that.

And 1 wish and I would ask that you look into
the future of this because, 1f we have this and we are
stuck with 1t, that"s i1t for a very long time. And I
ask you to have some foresight.

But you don"t even really need to have
foresight. Just have some hindsight into projects like
this, into what i1t looks like In L.A., Into what
projects like this have done around the country, around
the world. And as 1 think Mr. Bob Bundy spoke earlier

about walkable and livable communities, adding property

value, adding safety -- the young woman here that is
about to -- planning to use that Wornum cross to get to
school -- 1t"s just, It"s a monstrosity, and it can"t

happen, for the safety of our community.
I would like to be proud of my community. And
I urge, urge, urge the members of TAM to not go along
with this. Thank you.
BEN STRUMWASSER: Kay Karchevski and Virginia

Cunningham.
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KAY KARCHEVSKI: 1 thought you®d forgotten me.

Actually, 1 think they should keep the
overcrossing for a lot of reasons that everybody®s
said. But 1 think the main thing that CalTrans and TAM
should realize 1s that i1t"s going to -- the project is
going to be disruptive, and we need to address climate
change before we build.

It"s silly to build and then have -- In a few
years after i1t"s built, realize that this flooding
problem 1s just going to get worse. So there"s no
sense 1n building until that"s addressed. And as
CalTrans has stated, that"s not going -- that"s not
addressed iIn this particular project.

Thank you.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Thank you.

Virginia Cunningham, followed by Charles
Ballinger -- Glenda Corning.

And 1f there"s any other cards, let me know.

VIRGINIA CUNNINGHAM: Okay. I"m talking about
noise. We"ve heard about noise, but -- 1 live at Casa
Madera, which i1s right at the corner of Wornum and
Tamal Vista. And many of you who have lived here a
long time say, "You know, we didn"t even used to have
Wornum."

When we put Wornum in, 1 will tell you the
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sound iIncreased substantially for those of us in our
development. So I can hear, at that stop right now,
all the traffic as 1t waits to move. 1 can feel it,
and | can hear 1t.

When we were here in October, we talked to
some of the people at TAM about doing sound barriers.
There®s none, we were told, because the sound is not
going to iIncrease substantially.

Well, where do you start? We"ve already been
through one.

So 1 suggest that we go back and use the study
that was done when we did the Wornum Drive put-through
and use that for the base and then figure out how high
the noise has increased since that point In time.

The other thing in the environmental study
which was | was really appalled at the Win Cup
McFarlane development wasn®t even taken Into
consideration because there were no permits.

That"s supposed to be an enhancement to our
community. How would you like to be one of those
people living there, right next to that, with Wornum
coming off, with the -- now with the Nellen Drive
coming right there, that isn"t even taken in.

Instead it was, ""No permits, so we can"t even

consider 1t." 1 find what really appalling.
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Then the studies that were done, they were not
done where we are. They were done at Marin Suites,
Best Western, some of the Greenbrae areas. And they
were found to be -- the sound was going to go up to 5
decibels, where it"s not supposed to go above.
However, when they looked at the barriers, it wasn"t
worth the cost. They looked at each one separately.
They didn"t look at the whole area. They took the one
little study and said, ""Oh, that isn"t worth the
dollars to spend.”

So 1 say what about our communities? Do we
really need this type of thing where they don"t even
care what the sound is going to do to all of us?

So 1 suggest, number one, the baseline to be
used 1Is a study that had to have been made when they
did the Wornum, number one; that they go back and they
do a study with the Win Cup -- that"s an enhancement.
We don"t want a tenement -- turning into a tenement
someplace that"s supposed to be a really nice
development. And then, when they consider the
barriers, 1T we get to that point, they consider them
all as one and the impact on the entire community.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Thank you very much.

Glenda Corning.

GLENDA CORNING: Hi. My name is Glenda. My
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husband 1s with me tonight, Henry. We live at
Meadowsweet Dairy. And we are opposed to this project
mainly for i1ts excess, its scale, and the negative
impact 1t will have on our community.

Transportation infrastructure should add value
to the community It serves. And this does not. How
can you avoid a full environmental impact report for a
project of this scale? We need a complete EIR for this
multi-year project.

Our community extends to the west and east of
Highway 101. And we need to have easy, safe access for
pedestrians and bicyclists that cross the highway.
Removing the dedicated pedestrian overpass and
replacing i1t with a daunting and dangerous crossing at
Wornum that requires the fabrication of multi-lane
on- and off-ramps to the highway does not make sense.
There 1s no way that this plan i1s safe for kids to
navigate, and even adults will be challenged.

This plan will create a sharp division between
the east and west parts of our community. It will be a
concrete behemoth that literally blots the sky,
replacing views of Mt. Tam with concrete walls and a
structure completely out of scale with our local
buildings.

This plan does not increase capacity for
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traffic or address the flooding issues that plague the
area now; nor do you look to the future when water
rises and make any accommodation for that problem.

You are not completely funded. And we will
have to look for other funding sources to continue this
work .

The project will create years of Inconvenience
and noise for people and wildlife that live In the
area.

We want to encourage bus ridership. But in
your plan, the north and southbound bus stops are a
half mile a part. 1t is difficult to move between them
with ease, especially 1f you are old, infirm or
disabled.

Your plan also dramatically increases local
street traffic In our community. And this is just not
acceptable. Why don"t we use available funds to
improve bicycle, pedestrian, bus and train routes to
actually take cars off the roads? Open the Alto Tunnel
to make It easy to commute between towns and into San
Francisco so people don®"t have to make their way to the
highway as often.

You say the on- and off-ramps on 101 are
unsafe because they are too close together. And

perhaps they"re not optimal, but the perception of the
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their danger may actually be the reason the area shows
fewer than expected accidents.

Research in congestion management in Holland,
Germany, Denmark, and Belgium backs this i1dea. Your
own records show that there are fewer than expected
accidents in this corridor, with the exception of the
entry to northbound 101 from Industrial Way. You are
trying to fix a problem that may have some benefits.

This plan will not create the outcome we
deserve. And the citizens of this community will not
support 1t. This is not a viable plan and will damage
the quality of life for all who live here. Please
reconsider.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Thank you very much.

Andy Peri, Mike Gaspers, and Barbara
Salzman.

I"ve also been getting word that there®s some
Draft Environmental Document desk copies that have got
legs. So we"d like to get them back if we could. The
document is fully available online. So i1f you could
return them to the front desk, that will be great.

ANDY PERI: Thank you. 1 just wanted to make a

few comments, and 1"11 frame them specifically in the
area of the bicycle/pedestrian improvements for this

project.
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The lion"s share of bicycle/pedestrian
improvements for this project we regard as excellent.
The Marin County Bicycle Coalition has been there all

along, supporting and helping design those. And we

want them to go forward. |1 don"t want to see the
no-build kill the bicycle -- i1If for some reason that
was chosen, 1 certainly would not want to see that go

forward because 1 would not like to see the
bicycle/pedestrian features scrapped.

As many of the speakers have spoken about
tonight, having good bicycle/pedestrian access across
this freeway which divides the town is critically
important. 1 think that"s something that we all need
to take to heart.

The -- however, there is one aspect of the
project that is problematic, which i1s Wornum Drive.
And that"s the section that, even though the
improvements will be as good as they can be engineered
to be, there®s going to be a lot of freeway on-ramps
and off-ramps, and as you"ve heard, there"s going to be
a lot of lanes to cross.

What we would like to see iIs a separated
crossing. The overcrossing must come down 1f this
project goes forward because the footprints of the

overcrossing are right in the middle of the new freeway
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lanes. ITf this project goes forward, the current
overcrossing must come down.

So we would like to see either a new
overcrossing or an undercrossing or some kind of a
crossing that i1s safe and separate from traffic so that
people don"t have to tango with cars because otherwise
it"s a losing prospect.

The other thing that 1 want to point out is
that there®s a tremendous opportunity in the future for
transit-oriented development i1n this area. Win Cup 1is
being developed, 180 units. And there"s prospects for
many new developments iIn the area.

IT we are going to have a future walkable,
bikable community, this project needs to have
excellence In that area. So we urge walkable, bikable
facilities that are excellent, especially with regards
to crossing.

Thank you.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Mike Gaspers followed by Barbara
Salzman.

MIKE GASPERS: Can you put the picture of the
project area, please?

I"m Mike Gaspers of San Rafael.

That"s good; that"s good too.

Yeah, 1 support keeping the pedestrian/bicycle
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over crossing or at least rebuilding one especially
when the very same plan that calls for taking away the
bridge also calls for putting more bicycle and
pedestrian access right by it with the new part of the
north-south freeway. And it would increase access of
bicycle and pedestrians in the area with no more
overcrossing there to accommodate them.

That doesn"t sound right. That sounds like
you"re improving one area and taking away another. So,
yeah, 1 support keeping the bridge in there, the
pedestrian/bicycle bridge. 1 also support putting the
North-South Greenway right along here, along the old
railroad, right there, and putting undercrossings
underneath Wornum and Redwood Highway. That will be
the safest thing to do for bicycles and pedestrians
going to this area, | believe.

And as a taxpayer, and as a low-income
taxpayer at that, 1 support my tax dollars going to
green transportation like that. Thank you.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Thanks very much.

Barbara Salzman?

BARBARA SALZMAN: My name is Barbara Salzman. 1I™m
representing the Marin Audubon Society.

1"d like to say, first of all, that we too

strongly support the need for an EIR for this project.
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And we feel even more strongly, after reading the
environmental document, we fully agree with Scott on
that 1Issue. We often don"t agree with him, so It was
nice to agree with him tonight.

I think just because previous councils iIn
different cities supported doing something here doesn"t
mean that everyone has to agree with this plan.

And 1 think 1If you -- and i1t"s possible that
there could be a plan that would be acceptable to most
people or everybody even. That"s probably unlikely.

But i1t"s not going to happen with this
document because you don"t have -- among other things,
you don"t the ability to look into all -- to analyze
all these good ideas that people have come up with
tonight.

So, again, | really urge you to do an EIR. |
think 1t"s absolutely necessary and legally required.

1"d like to address briefly three other
points. One is the flooding which has been mentioned
by many people. And 1°d like to make the point that,
in addition to sea level rise and what you have there
now, which floods most of the time with heavy rain —- 1
mean, live in Larkspur. 1°ve lived here 42 years. And
I travel all these intersections frequently.

What you"re going to have i1s an even more
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flooding problem because you®"re going to have all this
concrete that"s put on this area. That"s what

happens -- regularly they try and repair this problem.
And they do i1t by putting more concrete and more
concrete. And i1t just makes i1t sink all the more
because 1t"s bay mud, hundreds of feet of bay mud. 1I™m
not exactly sure how much, but 1t"s a lot.

The endangered species issue has not been
brought up. The creek was divided -- or narrowly
defined the area of biological interest far too
narrowly. It doesn"t address at all the fact that this
creek 1s migratory corridor for endangered species.

All it talks about is two little marshes that -- 1
guess they couldn®t avoid looking at -- but one of them
iIs a dike marsh. The other one i1s mischaracterized as
a dike marsh; it i1sn"t really. So that all need to be
addressed.

And this 1s an important area. There"s few
pockets of tidal marsh left. It makes them even more
important. [In addition to the ecological reserve -- by
the way, 1t"s called "preserve"™ erroneously throughout
the document. 1It"s really the Corte Madera Ecological
Reserve.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Barbara, you have about 30

seconds.
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BARBARA SALZMAN: Lastly, we"re concerned about
the growth-inducing aspects. On the Industrial Way --
one of the maps that Karen Nygren actually sent around

to some of us who are on her e-mail showed a four-lane

exit Into Industrial Way. So i1t"s going to open all o
that area up. It"s going to add risk the marsh with a
lot of -- more industrial -- not industrial, probably,

but more development that occurs there. The whole
neighborhood would change. That"s a real concern.
Thank you.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Thank you so much.

BARBARA SALZMAN: We hope you do the EIR and
address the 1i1ssue.

BEN STRUMWASSER: Thank you so much.

We want to let you know it"s after
9:00 o"clock. We thank you for sticking around.

One point I wanted to make sure i1s that
written comments can be provided at this address. The
white sheet, comment sheet has that address, so you
don"t have to turn your comments in tonight; you can
mail them in.

And staff will be sticking around for a few
minutes for that. Thank you all very much. We
appreciate 1it.

(The proceedings concluded at 9:04 p.m.)

L
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA )]
) SS.
COUNTY OF MARIN )

I, DEBORAH FUQUA, a Certified Shorthand
Reporter of the State of California, duly authorized to
administer oaths pursuant to Section 8211 of the
California Code of Civil Procedure, do hereby certify
that the foregoing proceedings were reported by me, a
disinterested person, and thereafter transcribed under
my direction into typewriting and iIs a true and correct
transcription of said proceedings.

I further certify that 1 am not of counsel or
attorney for either or any of the parties iIn the
foregoing proceeding and caption named, nor iIn any way
interested iIn the outcome of the cause named iIn said
caption.

Dated the 13th day of February, 2013.

DEBORAH FUQUA
CSR NO. 12948
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