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Why streetcars
shouldn’t be
desired in O.C.
B y J O H N M . W. M O O R L A C H
CONTRIBUTING WRITER

Anaheim and Santa Ana have used Measure M grant funding to recommend that
streetcars be used to move riders to the
train stations in both cities. The Orange
County Transportation Authority has provided millions of dollars more to flesh out
the proposals. The goal is to obtain the
necessary funding from the Federal
Transportation Authority through its
New Starts program (never mind that the
federal government is, at a minimum, $17
trillion in debt). But, it’s free money.
Anaheim has already begun the preparation of its Draft Environmental Impact
Report to comply with the California Environmental Quality Act. The proposed
streetcar line for Anaheim, connecting the
train station with the Disney Resort and
the Convention Center, is only 3.2 miles
long. However, costs are expected to run
about $100 million per mile.
What makes these streetcar systems so
special? One thing is the possibility of paying for it with free money. Additionally,
proponents proclaim that people prefer
streetcars over buses. One advocate referred to streetcars as more charming. Being novel is about as deep as this option
goes.
What’s not to like about a streetcar? Let
me propose 10 things. The first is that it’s
very old technology. If one streetcar malfunctions, the entire line is stalled until it
can be towed or pushed by another streetcar, if possible.
The second is that it’s on fixed rails.
There is no flexibility, and it is doubtful it
would be quicker than a bus system.
Third, a bus system is more cost effective. The Anaheim Transportation Network adequately moves tourists around
the resort area in buses, making a streetcar redundant and unnecessary. Using
buses, according to one media account,
would cost $260 million less.
Fourth, buses can be used for alternate
purposes in the time of a disaster. The
streetcar is of no use to anyone other than
on the fixed route. And if the rails are damaged, the system could be out of use for
months. Recently, a
MetroLink train hit
Using streetcars as a a cement truck in
link with trains and the Green River arother modes of public ea. Buses were used
transit has been a big to move the delayed
rail commuters.
disappointment
Fifth is the cost of
around the nation.
eminent
domain.
It’s unconscionable
to demolish longstanding businesses to
build a streetcar track. But that is what
Anaheim’s EIR proposes to do. In the case
of the proposed route, which is swarmed
by tourists, the property/business values
must already be astronomical. The proposal has the smell of sparing the Disney
Resort from allocating property for a
streetcar stop, at the expense of others.
Sixth, streetcars will mix with cars in
general traffic lanes. This may be manageable, but it creates its own unique set of
traffic hazards and will most likely add to
the congestion (instead of alleviating it).
Seventh, the number of passengers disembarking at the train station to go to Disneyland is minimal. Using streetcars as a
link with trains and other modes of public
transit has been a big disappointment
around the nation. Only the streetcar system in New Orleans has encouraging ridership statistics. Just like the early ridership projections for O.C’s toll roads, or the
state’s high-speed rail – don’t believe
them.
Eighth, claims that a streetcar system
will encourage economic development
along the route are mainly conjecture. Besides, the resort area doesn’t look like it
has had development problems. A recent
survey of 13 streetcar systems in the country concluded that their economic impact
was largely unknown.
Ninth is the shortness of the line. There
is a long-term plan to connect the Anaheim
and Santa Ana lines after 2018, at an unknown cost. However, walking a block or
two to your next destination may be more
expeditious than waiting 15 minutes for the
next streetcar.
Finally, the emperor has no clothes. The
streetcar fad is bolstered by weak reports
written by paid consultants to support the
projects. I found only one candid study.
Coming out of Brooklyn, N.Y., it stated
there would be a low expected ridership increase, significant costs, narrow streets
and a zoning policy that precluded mixeduse development.
Every taxpayer in Orange County will
be paying for the two proposed city streetcar systems through Measure M sales taxes – plus any cost overruns, fare deficiencies or other fiscal shortages. This was
made abundantly clear at a recent OCTA
board meeting and in a story in the Register.
The potential for free money could result in the subsidizing of centuries-old
technology for decades, perhaps centuries. After all of the roads have been
uprooted for tracks, it will be hard to walk
away when the fiscal realities set in. It
should be stopped now.
John M. W. Moorlach is a Republican member
of the Orange County Board of Supervisors.
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Answer for a thirsty county
Grand jury: Desalination would assure diversified water supply.

One-party rule:
Democrats’ gift
to Republicans
By CARSON BRUNO
CONTRIBUTING WRITER

T

he Orange County grand jury recently reported that, while the
county’s water supply is improving,
it lacks diversified water sources
and continues to rely far too heavily on imported water.
No revelation there, especially for those
who live in South County, but it was the solution for diversifying our water supply that
was the most enticing aspect of the report.
“Locally sourced desalinated seawater, a
nearly infinite supply, has significant merit
and should be a primary candidate to ensure
water supplies against climate change,
drought or a catastrophic event,” the grand
jury wrote.
While northern parts of the county have
an ample water supply in the Santa Ana
basin aquifer, South County relies largely,
about 80 percent, on imported water. In all,
about 50 percent of the county’s drinking
water is imported, according to the report.
Four desalination projects are under development in Southern California, two in
northern San Diego County and two in Orange County.
“These desalination projects have sufficient total capacity to replace about 20 percent of O.C.’s current water demand, or
about 40 percent of imported water purchases,” the grand jury wrote. “Unfortunately,
new, large infrastructure projects have significant implementation costs, difficult permitting issues, and are usually contentious

and highly politicized.”
Poseidon Water’s proposed Huntington
Beach plant is based on a design in Carlsbad
that is already under construction and approved by the California Coastal Commission.
The Huntington Beach project would produce
50 million gallons of freshwater every day –
enough to supply 8 percent of county residents, officials say.
But the Poseidon project is still trying to
overcome Coastal Commission hurdles. The
company is working with commission staff to
review the feasibility of alternative waterintake systems that none of the nearly 12,000
desalination plants of comparable size worldwide employ.
Environmentalists and the Coastal Commission say such systems will protect marine
life. But researchers at Scripps Institution of
Oceanography said the facility’s effect on the
marine environment would be “benign, and in
principle, no different than the effects of natural evaporation.”
The grand jury wondered how a catastrophic event would effect access to the water supply. It’s certainly a worthy concern,
but the effects that population growth in other Western states are already having on our
imported water supply are clear. Our area
receives less water from the Colorado River
than ever before.
The Coastal Commission would do well to
heed the grand jury’s findings on the importance of desalination on water diversification.
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Obama a bad
choice for UCI
graduates
I am deeply offended by
UC Irvine’s decision to invite
President Barack Obama to
give the commencement
address to UCI’s graduation
class of 2014 [“UCI’s commander in chief” Front Page,
June 11]. Being invited to
deliver a commencement
speech is one of the highest
honors universities can bestow.
The commencement
speech should be about recognizing all the morals and
values the graduating class
should aspire to. Instead,
Obama has received a free
political infomercial to deliver his campaign speech to
nearly 35,000 graduates,
guests and dignitaries.
Leslie Millerd, who
planned Obama’s UCI visit,
said, “I don’t care if you’re a
Democrat, Republican, a
Libertarian: it’s our president. The pride is over the
top.”
I disagree. When the president is complicit in, or represents actions that may
have hurt other people or
robbed them of their rights,
he is not worthy of that honor. Most importantly, when
the president’s words obfuscate his actions, the people are not bound to honor
him.
It’s disappointing that
UCI allowed his speech on
Flag Day. It would only seem
fair that UCI offers an alternative rebuttal to his
speech.
Frederick S. Puza
Irvine

IMMIGRATION LAWS AIM
TO PROTECT, NOT HARM
For months now, activists
against deportation have

said it should not be done
because it inhumanely separates families. However, for
decades, Central American
families have been separating
themselves to break U.S.
immigration laws as the father, or in some cases, the
mother and father, head
north to work, leaving children in the care of relatives
or close family friends.
Thanks to this administration’s policies, Central
Americans are breaking up
their families on a new level
by sending their children
north alone, in hopes that the
children will be granted asylum or amnesty by the U.S.
Maybe Rep. Loretta Sanchez, or other illegal immigration activists, can tell us
why it is OK for families to
separate to break U.S. immigration laws, but it’s not
OK for them to be separated
in the enforcement of those
laws?
Michael R. Sumners
Santa Ana
●

●

●

The editorial, “Local law
enforcement officers aren’t
immigration officers” [Opinion, June 11], seems to miss
the point. Local law enforcement officers, like all law
officers, are supposed to
enforce the law whenever it is
broken in their presence.
They are sworn to uphold the
law and no specific laws are
excluded. If a criminal robs a
bank, that person has broken
a federal law.
Do you think local officers
should ignore a crime? Yes,
they do not have to go out of
their way to find criminals
breaking immigration laws,
but there is no reason for
local enforcement to ignore
criminals in their area who
are breaking immigration
laws. Yes, I know that some
police chiefs (perhaps under
political pressure) have directed their officers not to
enforce certain laws involving

illegal immigrants.
But that does not make it
right. The editorial seems to
have a Democratic view, by
emphasizing that people who
break our laws by entering
our country illegally, are not
criminals. What other laws
should illegal immigrants be
exempt from?
Dave Connell
Laguna Beach

LOCAL TEACHER
WILL BE MISSED
A variety of articles published about the death of Rita
Corpin, a former high school
teacher at Garden Grove
Unified School District, emphasized her hoarding condition. Her brother David was
quoted saying, “She should
not be defined by this.” I am
a former teacher colleague of
Rita Corpin and would like to
give an additional account of
the person she was, the person who will be greatly
missed.
Sabine Oberhofer-Roehl
Santa Ana

CANTOR LOSES PRIMARY
Now that House Majority
Leader Eric Cantor, R-Va.,
has lost the primary and will
lose his seat, we have one
down, three to go: House
Minority Leader Nancy Pelosi, D-Calif., House Speaker
John Boehner, R-Ohio, and
Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid, D-Nev.
If this could happen,
maybe we could start over
and actually help all the people of this great country.
William Mammarella
Orange

CLIMATE CHANGE
Liberals embrace mancaused climate change so
fervently because they seem
to earnestly and honestly
believe that government is
more powerful than the sun.
Richard L. Graham
Huntington Beach

California’s Democratic-Republican voter registration gap
continues to grow. Standing
now at 15 points – twice what it
was just 10 years ago – the California Republican Party is increasingly finding itself in a
quandary: How does a party rebuild when there is internal
bickering and no viable bench?
But, the answer actually may
be a lot clearer than one thinks:
The Democratic Party’s oneparty rule presents clear opportunities that the Grand Old Party should recognize and take advantage of.
First: With Democratic oneparty rule in Sacramento, the
party owns the economy and
how Californians view it. True,
unemployment is falling and
employment is rising, but looking below the headline numbers
shows a Golden State stuck in
neutral while it should be accelerating out of the Great Recession.
Gov. Jerry Brown and his legislative allies may tout the “California comeback,” but few Californians feel it. In the recently
released Hoover Institution
Golden State Poll, by a 2-to-1 ratio, Californians say they are financially worse off than a year
ago, and a clear majority say
they will be financially the same
six months from now. But Republicans can’t just run against a
slowly recovering economy,
they need to present a positive,
reform-based agenda that
would improve the situation.
Second: One-party rule has
led to elected leaders pushing
grandiose ideas that run counter to Californians’ priorities.
Universal preschool and highspeed rail are two of the top pet
projects of Sacramento’s top
leaders (Senate President Pro
Tem Darrell Steinberg and Gov.
Jerry Brown, respectively). Yet,
in the May Golden State Poll,
just 2 percent of self-reported
registered voters named universal preschool as a top priority when deciding how to spend
the projected budget surplus
(dead last among the 11 options).
In December, when asked
what Sacramento’s top policy
priority should be, just 10 percent named high-speed rail –
last among 21 options. By focusing on dreams that are only accomplished under one-party
rule, the Democratic Party leaves an opening for Republicans
looking for policy issues to connect with voters.
Third: Californians care
deeply about the environment
and climate change, but with
one-party rule, they are not getting a balanced debate. Yes, according to a September Golden
State Poll, 54 percent of Californians consider climate change a
serious problem for California,
but that doesn’t mean Californians aren’t pragmatic when
faced with how to respond. They
want honest, balanced debates
on environmental issues.
For instance, according to
that same survey, 72 percent of
Californians think gas prices
will rise because of Assembly
Bill 32, and 68 percent believe
electricity rates will increase as
a result of that cap-and-trade
law; yet, pluralities say the law
will have no effect on global temperatures or global carbon
emissions.
Additionally, while Sacramento leaders are debating the
expansiveness of a water bond
in response to the recent
drought, according to the May
Golden State Poll, 53 percent of
self-reported registered voters
say they would support relaxing
environmental laws to address
future water shortages.
Because of mistakes and failing to adapt to a changing state,
Republicans hold no statewide
offices and are in the superminority in the Legislature. However, politics is a marketplace
and never static. Until Republicans become competitive again,
California will not have a balanced debate on any policy issue. This runs counter to the
American political system and
psyche of checks-and-balances.
Hence, the Democrats’ success
presents Republicans with their
biggest opportunity of all.
Carson Bruno, a research fellow at
the Hoover Institution, primarily
focuses on California policy analysis. Twitter: @CarsonJFBruno.

