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From: jennyb
To: Drew Nichols
Subject: RCPA Board: July 12, agenda item 4.6, Local gas station land use prohibition
Date: Sunday, July 11, 2021 5:24:22 PM

EXTERNAL

To RCPA Board: July 12, agenda item 4.6, Local gas station land use prohibition

Thank you for bringing this item to your agenda for discussion today.

I urge RCPA to pass a resolution supporting local action by the County and its cities to adopt
ordinances prohibiting the permitting and construction of new gasoline stations. Specifically, I
urge you to support the model ordinance submitted by the Coalition Opposing New Gas
Stations (CONGAS).

I encourage you to keep the resolution simple and focused on the effective prohibition of new
gasoline stations and of the expansion of existing gas stations with additional pumps. Keep it
simple.

The climate crisis is upon us and local governments should be doing everything possible to
minimize and eventually end the use of fossil fuels. To stop permitting new gasoline
infrastructure should be an easy and obvious step. There is already an abundance of gas
stations in each city. Gas stations also have many negative local health and environmental
impacts, including pollution of air, soil, and groundwater. For example there are leaking
underground storage tanks all over the County.

It is a waste of staff time and resources to process these applications. Instead, resources should
be focused on appropriate land use planning; safe, affordable, accessible, and clean-fuel public
transportation; safe, convenient, connected facilities for bicyclists and pedestrians; and EV
charging infrastructure in places where people already spend time, for example where they
live, work, shop and at health centers, cinemas, and so on.

Jenny Blaker

Co-coordinator

Coalition Opposing New Gas Stations (CONGAS)

Cotati resident
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July 12, 2021

Comments of the Coalition Opposing New Gas Stations

To the Sonoma County Regional Climate Protection Authority

Item 4.6: Local Gas Station Land Use Prohibition

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. The Coalition Opposing New Gas Stations (CONGAS)

is a Sonoma County community based organization with a mission to stop the construction of

new gasoline stations.

CONGAS is pleased that the RCPA has taken on this issue and plans to offer guidance and

options to its member jurisdictions in the form of a formal Resolution supporting a county

ordinance and city ordinances that restrict or prohibit new gas stations, to be adopted at its

September meeting. These comments are offered in a supportive and constructive spirit. We

hope that you find them helpful.

For this item you are being asked to input on elements to include in a potential resolution

supporting local action to prohibit the construction of new gasoline stations.

Keep it simple: We strongly  advise that ordinances be kept as simple as possible, with language

that expresses the city’s or county’s intent to cease accepting and processing permit

applications for new stations. Most cities will find that they have an abundance of gas stations

within just a few minutes’ drive and that there is no apparent community need for additional

gas stations. So a simple prohibition is all that is needed.

Adding provisions that address existing gasoline stations or other forms of fossil fuel

infrastructure such as natural gas or propane can unnecessarily invite confusion, controversy

and opposition.

One exception is the inclusion of a provision to prohibit the expansion of fossil fueling

infrastructure (additional pumps and dispensers) at existing stations. It should be made clear in

such a provision that upgrades to convenience stores, restrooms, and other non-fossil fuel

infrastructure would not be affected by the provision.

Coalition Opposing New Gas Stations  ⧫ (707) 238-2298 ⧫ congas.contact@gmail.com www.con-gas.org
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Another instance of complexification that although well intended is likely to be problematic is

including provisions that encourage gasoline stations to transition their business model to

support zero emission vehicles, such as battery-electric vehicles (EVs). The dynamics of EV

charging are not well suited to gasoline stations as most charging requires several hours. So

charging typically occurs at places where the vehicle will be parked for a while such as at home,

at a shopping center, workplace, or public building. DC fast charging at some stations along the

101 corridor might make a degree of sense, but there is little or no profit to be made for gas

station owners, so they would have little or no motivation to install such equipment. Best to

leave that out.

County considerations: Given the County's broad geographic area, an ordinance that maximizes

restrictions may be preferable to a blunt prohibition. During the covid period we learned that

existing gas stations are considered essential businesses. This is especially true in wildfire-prone

rural areas where residents may need to fuel up quickly to evacuate. A blunt prohibition would

prohibit communities in remote parts of the county from pursuing a small one or two-pump

station with temporary above ground storage tanks to serve their area over the next ten years

or so, by which time most if not all of us will no longer be driving gas cars and the above ground

tanks and other infrastructure can be relatively easily removed. Although this is an unlikely

scenario, CONGAS agrees that a community expressing a need for such a facility for emergency

purposes should be given due consideration and not be foreclosed upon by a broad countywide

prohibition.

A prohibition, not a moratorium: In the case of Petaluma, they started with a moratorium on

new gasoline stations and rightly so. Petaluma was apparently the first city in the country to

take such action and a moratorium was appropriate. But moratoria are by definition temporary.

Petaluma’s action earlier this year made their existing moratorium permanent. Cities

considering taking action at this point can skip the moratorium step, which has its own hurdles

and complexities. Cities and the County can move straight to a prohibitive ordinance.

Suggested core language of any prohibition would be to this effect: “Effective immediately upon

adoption of this ordinance, [name of city/county] will no longer accept applications for the

construction of new gasoline stations, or for the expansion of fueling infrastructure at existing

gasoline stations. This ordinance prohibits the construction of new gasoline stations or the

expansion of existing gasoline station infrastructure in (name of city/county).”

Prohibition exclusion: There are currently four active gas station proposals in the county that

we are aware of, two in Santa Rosa and two in unincorporated Sonoma County. While CONGAS

does not want to see these projects come to fruition, we believe they must be defeated within
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the context of the existing rules by which they have been proceeding. The prohibition

ordinances should not include projects for which applications are complete and the project is in

the current “pipeline.”

Equity: Over the past two years CONGAS has evaluated the call for no new gas stations through

an equity lens. There are several aspects to consider. One assertion we've heard is that by

prohibiting new gas stations, local governments would be favoring the wealthy who can afford

an electric vehicle and “forcing” lower income people to buy EVs. Since existing gas stations are

not affected by the prohibition, this assertion isn’t valid. Another assertion is that there would

be a negative impact on employment, either in the construction industry for the workers who

would build the stations or for the employees who work at the stations. In both cases, we find

little reason for concern. Even during the 20th century heyday of gas station construction, that

construction was relatively few and far between. In the case of gas station employees, according

to labor experts we have talked to, these jobs are not considered to be high quality jobs. They

are low-wage, non-unionized, and offer little or no career advancement opportunities. If

anything, from an equity perspective, eventually ending the extraction, refining, transport and

storage of fossil fuels of any kind will lessen the burden on the frontline lower income

communities of color that bear the brunt of the impacts of the industry.

“Whereas” clauses for consideration:

Local Governments will tailor these to their own circumstances, but below are some to

consider:

WHEREAS, Abrupt anthropogenic climate change is a real and increasingly urgent threat to

public health and safety that demands action at every level of government, and [city/county]

has a well-established commitment to taking local action in order to do its part to address the

global climate crisis; and

WHEREAS, on [date], [name of city/county] adopted a Climate Emergency Resolution, and new

gasoline stations are not consistent with this policy; and

WHEREAS, On September 23, 2020, Governor Newsom issued Executive Order N-79-20 setting

2035 as the year by which all new vehicles sold in California must be zero-emission; and

WHEREAS, On September 12, 2018, Governor Brown issued, and Governor Newsom has since

affirmed, Executive Order B-55-18, calling for the State to achieve carbon neutrality by 2045 and

subsequently called for full economic decarbonization no later than 2045. This very ambitious
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goal means that local governments must take action immediately to reduce greenhouse gas

(GHG) emissions and avoid prolonging dependency on fossil fuel infrastructure into the future,

for example by permitting new gasoline stations; and

WHEREAS, In January 2018, Governor Brown issued Executive Order B-48-18 calling for five

million zero-emission vehicles by 2030 and the installation of 250,000 electric vehicle (EV)

charging stations in the State; and

WHEREAS, Consequences of anthropogenic climate disruption have already severely impacted

the lives, health, and livelihoods of nearly every family and business in [city/county], driven by a

devastating increase in drought, wildfire, flooding, evacuations, electric power-shutoff episodes,

extreme heat events, and other anomalous disruptions; and

WHEREAS, Climatic disruptions are increasing globally with 2020 tied with 2016 as the hottest

year ever recorded for global average temperature; and

WHEREAS, the unprecedented heat wave in the Pacific Northwest in July 2021 “was not just

another heat wave” Christopher Burt, an expert on world weather extremes stated, but rather

“the most anomalous extreme heat event ever observed on Earth since records began two

centuries ago.” (Washington Post 7/7/21)

WHEREAS, Transportation accounts for [x%] of GHG emissions in [city/county name] with the

burning of gasoline and diesel fuel for transportation as the leading cause of GHG emissions in

this sector; and

WHEREAS, Gasoline stations pose significant local impacts on public health and the

environment. This includes toxic/carcinogenic air contamination, surface water runoff, leaking

underground storage tanks, and more. These issues are well documented in Coltura’s

“Governing the Gasoline Spigot: Gas station regulation and the transition away from gasoline”;

and

WHEREAS, New gasoline stations frequently add to local traffic congestion and safety issues;

and

WHEREAS, Fossil fuel use imposes deep and long-standing racial injustice. In every drop that

comes out of a gasoline dispenser, there is a trail of devastation for communities of color,

indigenous communities, and the environment around the world that leads all the way back to

the point of extraction of the crude oil from the ground in places like Nigeria, Ecuador, and Kern
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County California. Low income communities of color in the US and around the world, “frontline

communities” are poisoned and/or displaced by effluent and emissions from these operations;

low income communities along rail and roadways are threatened by the hazard of oil and gas

transportation; similar historically disadvantaged communities of color near refineries and gas

processing facilities, “fenceline communities,” face respiratory disorders, cancer, and death

rates much higher than the national average. Indigenous communities around the world are

severely impacted by pumping and pipelines; and

WHEREAS, Currently there are ~800,000 electric vehicles (EVs) in California and [~x number of

EVs] in [name of city/county]. With the rapid rise of practical and affordable EVs, and many new

models becoming available on a regular basis, the need for charging infrastructure will

inevitably grow as the need for gasoline stations diminishes. [name of city/county] should

encourage and support private sector investments based on clear trends that indicate that any

new gasoline or diesel capacity added in the 2020s is likely to be abandoned as unprofitable in a

few short years; and

WHEREAS, New gasoline stations have been and are continuing to be proposed in [name of

city/county]; and

WHEREAS, Outdated 20th century permitting rules continue to enable new gasoline stations to

be permitted despite countervailing state and [city/county] climate policy and energetic

community opposition; and

WHEREAS, there is an abundance of gasoline stations in [city/county] with no demonstrated

need for any new gasoline stations in [city/county]; and

WHEREAS, limited [city/county] staff time, money and resources are wasted processing new gas

station applications and potentially responding to public opposition to them; and

WHEREAS, limited [city/county] resources should be used instead to develop clean-emission,

affordable, accessible, convenient public transportation networks; safe, connected, pedestrian

and bicycling infrastructure; and clean vehicle charging/fueling infrastructure;

THEREFORE, Be it RESOLVED, that [city/county] Effective immediately upon adoption of this

ordinance, [name of city/county] will no longer accept for processing or permitting any

applications for new gasoline service stations or expansion of existing gasoline service station

infrastructure…[city/county to add any specific actions that must be taken to resolve

permissions embedded in existing code]
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This concludes our comments. Thank you for your consideration.

Woody Hastings and Jenny Blaker

Co-coordinators, Coalition Opposing New Gas Stations
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From: christine hoex
To: Drew Nichols
Subject: Public comment on Agenda Item 4.6/meeting of 7/12
Date: Monday, July 12, 2021 9:13:51 AM

EXTERNAL

Distinguished members of the SCTA/RCPA board of directors,

I appreciate todays discussion by the RCPA to consider a resolution supporting local actions to ban new gas
stations. I consider this to be a concrete as well as symbolic gesture signaling to the people of Sonoma Co
that a transition away from gasoline powered vehicles and the supporting infrastructure has begun. Also,
that the country of Sonoma supports this transition. Such a resolution is in the spirit of the Climate
Emergency Resolutions that our cities and the county have adopted. Replacing the gasoline car culture I
hope to see a transportation infrastructure that is equitable, safe, and healthy for walkers, bicyclist, EVs, and
public transportation.
Let's put our resources towards this new vision.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment
Christine Hoex
350 Sonoma
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Richard Sachen
Drew Nichols
RCPA meeting July 12, agenda item 4.6, Local gas station use prohibition 
Monday, July 12, 2021 7:12:50 AM

EXTERNAL

Dear Mr. Drew Nichols and the RCPA board,

Thank you for taking up the issue of a prohibition on new gas stations.  The climate emergency resolutions
recognize that something needs to be done right away and eliminating the growth of GHG emitting fossil fuel
infrastructure is a good place to start.

This should remain a simple ordinance.  There is no need to address existing gas stations, as demand lowers, the
market will ensure that excess gasoline stations close.  The point of the current ordinance is to prevent investment in
sites that may become difficult to clean up and repurpose later.  Though a prohibition on the expansion of the
number of pumps at an existing gas station would be appropriate.

This could save public staff time and resources from processing gasoline station permit applications that would
likely be opposed by local residents so staff can focus on housing and other permits.

Thank you again for taking up this important step towards addressing the climate change crisis.

Sincerely,
Richard Sachen
Petaluma, CA
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From: Chris Thompson & Tom Amato
To: Drew Nichols
Subject: New Gas Station
Date: Monday, July 12, 2021 9:18:05 AM

EXTERNAL

Dear RCPA Board

We hope you take whatever steps you can to BAN new gas stations in Sonoma County. The
sooner we move from powering our vehicles with fossil fuels the better for our planet. We
need to be expanding our green infrastructure not sending a message that the future is with gas
powered vehicles.

We are also aware that new gas station permits require considerable staff time from public
employees. This time, paid for with our tax dollars, could be better spent planning how we
expand green transportation.

Thank you for your service to our community.

Regards,
Chris Thompson
Tom Amato

Oakmont, CA
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