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Lupe Anguiano

From: "Lupe Anguiano" <languiano@verizon.net>
To: <CaliforniaLNGnews-owner@googlegroups.com>
Sent: Friday, December 15, 2006 12:28 PM

Subject: Letter to the Editor, Frank Colonna

Dear Editor:

Mr. Frank Colonna's letter struck my hearts core; | actually cried. How can a person write such an untrue, cruel,
hostile, hate letter; accusing our Malibu friends of something that is not true . Malibu folks have always spoken out
against all LNG projects in all our CA Coast - no one has ever suggested that Long Beach be selected as a
preferred LNG site. We have a YouTube which verifies this - all the stars spoke out against LNG in all our CA
coast.

As the matter of fact some in our group helped elect some of the people to Long Beach Council who were and are
opposed to LNG. Some of our "No LNG Community Alliance" have family living in Long Beach - they have always
spoken out against an LNG in Long Beach.

A reality, true check! Question? seems like Mr. Frank Colonna is either seeking public notice or is a very sad,
angry uninformed person who speaks - to vent anger. He most likely does not know that Movie Stars don't always
have contracts to fill - many are struggling just like you and |. Shame on you, Mr. Frank Colonna.

Lupe Anguiano

1031 Kumgquat Place

Oxnard, CA 93036

Phone: 805.983.8517
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Luee Anguiano

From: "Susan Jordan" <sjordan@coastaladvocates.com>
To: "charles godwin" <godwinc@earthlink.net>; "Lupe Anguiano” <languiano@verizon.net>
Sent: Thursday, December 14, 2006 10:23 AM

Subject: Fwd: Post 90: Long Beach official implies Malibu deserves LNG plant because of septic tanks

Someone needs to respond to this.

Susan Jordan

California Coastal Protection Network
906 Garden Street

Santa Barbara, CA 93101
805-637-3037
www.coastaladvocates.com

"Our lives begin to end the day we become silent about things that matter." - Martin Luther
King, Jr.

The information contained in this communication may be confidential, is intended only for the use of the recipient(s) named above, and
may be legally privileged. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,
distribution, or copying of this communication, or any of its contents, is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in
error, please re-send this communication to the sender and delete the original message and any copy of it from your computer system.
Thank you.

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Newsgroup Editor" <hanslaetz@gmail.com>

Date: December 14, 2006 8:58:48 AM PST

To: "CaliforniaLNGNews" <CaliforniaLNGnews@googlegroups.com>

Subject: Post 90: Long Beach official implies Malibu deserves LNG plant because of septic tanks
Reply-To: CaliforniaLNGnews-owner@googlegroups.com

Former Long Beach city councilman Frank Colonna writes a letter to the
Malibu Surfside News and The Malibu Times, accusing Malibu residents of
a double standard of NIMBYism for favoring Long Beach as an LNG
terminal site over malibu, while relying on antiquated septic tanks.

Editors note - in covering this issue in Malibu for three years, this

reporter has never heard any Malibu person say the LNG plant near
downtown Long Beach should be built.

Perception
Editor:
Public activism is the energy that can drive and sustain any political

issue, cause or commitment. If elected officials learn nothing else in
public life, they become flawlessly versed in this reality. | ought to
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know. During my tenure as a member of the Long Beach City Council, |
met literally thousands of people in public meetings and private
gatherings and their passion about even arcane details always amazed
and impressed me. It should make all politicians stop, think and
consider the almost innumerable ramifications of the actions they take.
Like most things having to do with politics, however, even this healthy
activism has a darker side-the tendency of some political activists to
engage in shrill, hypocritical and, it needs to be said, dishonest
behavior to achieve a political end. Case in point: The small seaside
city of Malibu known for its stunning coastline and bountiful beaches
has been found to be a significant poliuter of the Pacific Ocean, not

to mention the dry land of the city itself.

No one questions that Malibu is quite the scenic seaside place, but it
has also a curiously provincial attitude about its own need to be
green. A recent Los Angeles Times article raised quite a stink about
this new finding, which, for anyone who spends quality time in Malibu,
is a rather old story. The fact is, Malibu has been, in practice, one

of the least environmentally friendly regions in Southern California.
Waiting for the punch line? The joke practically writes itself. What
causes this? Malibu's homes may look pretty sensational on the outside
but, like any residence, each needs a place to store and dispose of its
waste. And Malibu, home to the most chic, modern and trendy of
seemingly everything, is using the good old reliable and antiquated
septic tank.

The article also stated that in Malibu, talk of septic tanks, leach

pits and the ubiquitous foul stench known as the Malibu smell is hardly
new. After rainstorms, officials often must post signs on Malibu
beaches urging swimmers and surfers to steer clear because of health
dangers. Local officials also are beginning to realize that the septic
tanks are depositing pollutants into the cak-shaded creeks that tumbie
down to Santa Monica Bay, tainting Surfrider Beach and other famous
beaches.

The results of all this are predictably growing stronger by the year.
Knowing this, it should seem somewhat surprising that Malibu would
become ground zero for the latest environmental cause celebre, that is,
total opposition to a proposed liquefied natural gas (LNG) facility 17
miles off of the coast of Oxnard. Rather than ranting about a safer and
more environmentally sensible offshore solution to our State's energy
problems, perhaps Malibu should concentrate on cleaning up its own act
first?

The question at hand should be this: Shall a LNG floating storage and
re-gasification unit (FSRU) be located in Federal waters offshore of
Malibu? Instead, the guestion from Malibu activists sounds more like:
Are you for the end of the world? Or are you against it? The LNG would
be delivered by tanker off shore to the FSRU, re-gasified, and

delivered onshore via two new 21-mile long, 24-inch diameter natural
gas pipelines laid on the ocean floor. The pipelines would come onshore
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at Ormond Beach near Oxnard, Ventura County, and would ultimately be
connected with existing Southern California intrastate pipelines.

As many Long Beach residents recall, | strongly opposed the
installation of a LNG facility at the Port of Long Beach. | simply
believed that the facility and the Port just would not make a good
marriage. The Port is too busy and too important to be slowed down by
the numerous security needs of an LNG facility, not to mention the
enormous danger posed tc downtown residents and businesses.

In opposing the idea, | did not ignore the stark reality that

California’s system of energy generation, transmission and delivery is
imperfect. With more than half the state's electricity derived from
clean-burning natural gas, and supplies at best inconsistent and
increasingly expensive, the case for integrating LNG into the energy
equation cannot be dismissed.

Malibu activists, however, do not agree, dismissing the issue out of
hand. And for reasons that smack of classic NIMBY-ism (Not in My Back
Yard) they volunteer Long Beach as an alternative site for any possible
LNG terminal. This is a convenient hypocrisy. If the idea is so
hazardous to Malibu's health and security, why is it okay for Long
Beach? No matter our differences, nothing is accomplished when two
sides of an important issue cannot communicate beyond shallow
name-calling and selfish provincialism.

For a region that makes no shortage of high-pitched pronouncements on
how everyone else should live a more environmentally conscious
lifestyle, it should come as a fairly humbling blow to be exposed as a
persistent polluter. And yet, Malibu's public leaders and celebrity
residents show no signs of slowing down the pace of scolding the rest
of Southern California.

Frank Colonna
Former member, Long Beach City Council
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This message was sent to persons who have indicated interest about LNG
terminals in Califonia. Archives are available at the main page. To post to this
group, or comment on it, send me an emait: hanslaetz@gmail.com .

To unsubscribe from this group, send email to me, or to:
CaliforniaLNGnews-unsubscribe@googlegroups.com
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