
     

  

   

 

  
  
  
  
  
  
  
    
  

Public Comments for SCTA/RCPA Board of Directors meeting - September 13, 2021 

Item 2: 

• Swanhuyser, Dee 

Item 4.2: 

• Blaker, Jenny 
• Burr, Kimberly 
• Conway, Kevin 
• Hockett, Deidre 
• Krupnick, Wendy 
• Neish, Laura 
• Steane, Cate 
• Thompson, Chris and Tom Amato 
• Watkins, Janis 



  

 

 
    

   
  

   
 

  

 

   
 

   
    

 

From: Tanya Narath 

To: Drew Nichols 

Subject: FW: Rcpa agenda today 

Date: Monday, September 13, 202112:01:58 PM 

-----Original Message-----

From: Dee Swanhuyser  

Sent: Monday, September 13, 2021 11 :32 AM 

Subject: Re: Rcpa agenda today 

EXTERNAL 

Thanks, Tanya. 

Please know there are quite a few extremely interested and concemed voters wanting to be involved in writing this 
measw·e... from beginning to end, like we were when writing and developing the measure to fom1 the Open Space 
District. ONE example! Please send info on how to get an invite to be a member of this committee and attend the 
meetings and receive all related repo1ts, minutes, etc. 

I request that this email be fo1warded to all RCP A staff and board members and all other elected officials and agency 
staff that are working on developing this measure with a copy of the email sent to me. 

I very much look forward to talking with any and all patties getting this note. 

Thank you, 
Dee Swanlmyser, 
Sonoma County Voter since 1976 and 
a Founder of the Sonoma County Agricultw·al Preservation and Open Space District which was fonned with 
representation from many, many diverse commw1ity groups (some of which were not culturally or historically 
known for collaboration and agreement) from its ve1y inception until it passed easily with over a 2/3 vote of Sonoma 
Cmmty citizens after a vigorous and lengthy public process. 

Sebastopol, CA 954 72 

> On Sep 13, 2021, at 10:20 AM, TanyaNarath v.,rote: 

>Hi Dee, 
> 
> Thanks for ymu· interest in this topic. We don't have anything on our Board agenda today regarding climate 
fi.mding. Our Board recently formed an ad hoc cormnittee to explore options for climate funding. The ad hoc 
committee is meeting for the first time later this week and will provide updates to the Board at futw·e Board 
meetings. 
> 
> Best, 
> 





From: jennyb 
To: Drew Nichols 
Subject: Public Comment 9/13: item 4.A.4.2 
Date: Monday, September 13, 2021 8:38:14 AM 

EXTERNAL 

Good morning 

I'm writing to support the Resolution No. 2021-003 for local action to ban new gas stations 
and transition to electric vehicles. 

This ordinance looks excellent and I hope the Board will support it. 

4. Regular Calendar A. RCPA Items 4.1. Mobilization – electric vehicle strategy update 
(ACTION)* 4.2. Mobilization – Resolution No. 2021-003 in support of local action to ban new 
gas stations and transition to electric vehicles (ACTION)* 

I support affordable, accessible, convenient, clean-fuel public transportation and safe, 
connected, facilities for pedestrians and bicyclists, but agree that in this case the ordinance 
should focus simply on "ceasing all construction of new gas station infrastructure". 

Many thanks for your work and time on this issue which I support for all the reasons listed. 

Jenny Blaker 

Co-coordinator, Coalition Opposing New Gas Stations (CONGAS) 

THIS EMAIL ORIGINATED OUTSIDE OF THE SONOMA COUNTY EMAIL SYSTEM. 
Warning: If you don’t know this email sender or the email is unexpected, 
do not click any web links, attachments, and never give out your user ID or password. 



From: Kimberly Burr 
To: Drew Nichols 
Subject: Gas station vote 
Date: Monday, September 13, 2021 8:51:05 AM 

EXTERNAL 

Please vote YES. No new gas stations. Thx 
Kimberly 

“Balance - When we are urged to weigh the environmental 
impacts against the interests of developers, consider 
this...."We've lost nearly two-thirds of the world's wildlife since the 
first Earth Day 48 years ago." 

—The Nature Conservancy 

THIS EMAIL ORIGINATED OUTSIDE OF THE SONOMA COUNTY EMAIL SYSTEM. 
Warning: If you don’t know this email sender or the email is unexpected, 
do not click any web links, attachments, and never give out your user ID or password. 



From: Kevin Conway 
To: Drew Nichols 
Subject: 4.2 
Date: Monday, September 13, 2021 10:21:30 AM 

EXTERNAL 

Hi Drew, 
My comment on 4.2: 
“Please vote yes on 4.2. We have to stick to our commitment to limit GHG emissions and permitting new gas 
stations runs contrary to that commitment.” 
Thank you, 
Kevin Conway 

Sent from my iPhone 

THIS EMAIL ORIGINATED OUTSIDE OF THE SONOMA COUNTY EMAIL SYSTEM. 
Warning: If you don’t know this email sender or the email is unexpected, 
do not click any web links, attachments, and never give out your user ID or password. 



-- 

From: Deirdre Hockett 
To: Drew Nichols 
Subject: No new gas stations 
Date: Monday, September 13, 2021 10:14:23 AM 

EXTERNAL 

Hi Drew, 
I'm a resident of San Antonio Valley in Petaluma. I'm so proud of Petaluma's 
prohibition of the construction of new gas stations. It would be wonderful 
for Sonoma County to do the same. I urge a YES vote on Item 4.2, the 
prohibition on construction of new gas stations. Sonoma county has the 
opportunity to lead the nation in its fight against climate change, especially 
appropriate for a county suffering from severe drought and fire danger. 
Thank you, 
Deirdre Hockett 

Deirdre Hockett 

THIS EMAIL ORIGINATED OUTSIDE OF THE SONOMA COUNTY EMAIL SYSTEM. 
Warning: If you don’t know this email sender or the email is unexpected, 
do not click any web links, attachments, and never give out your user ID or password. 



From: Wendy Krupnick 
To: Drew Nichols 
Subject: Public comment 
Date: Tuesday, September 7, 2021 8:13:41 PM 

EXTERNAL 

Dear Mr. Nichols, 

I am unable to attend the Sept. 13 meeting but regarding Agenda item 4.2, I urge the SCTA/RCPS board to approve 
the resolution banning new gas stations in Sonoma County. 

Thank you for registering my comment. 

Wendy Krupnick, Santa Rosa, 95401 

THIS EMAIL ORIGINATED OUTSIDE OF THE SONOMA COUNTY EMAIL SYSTEM. 
Warning: If you don’t know this email sender or the email is unexpected, 
do not click any web links, attachments, and never give out your user ID or password. 
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From: Laura Neish 
To: Drew Nichols 
Subject: Supporting a ban on new gas station permits 
Date: Monday, September 13, 2021 11:09:25 AM 

EXTERNAL 

Good morning, 
Building new gas stations in Sonoma County makes no sense: 

· According to state level data, gasoline and diesel sales is flat and has been for several years. 
Any new gas stations will simply cannibalize sales from existing operators; this situation will 
just get worse as EV adoption increases 

· Land used for gas stations is always left dangerously polluted 
· Some argue that the new tank technology means that there will be no fuel leaks. Even if that 

were true in the long run (and super unlikely to be true for various reasons), there is 
consistent leakage during transfer from trucks to the storage tanks and from pumps to 
vehicles (which you know from personal experience). It doesn’t take much leakage to cause 
huge impacts on the underlying soil, groundwater, and other water from runoff. 

To avoid the worst impacts from climate change, which impacts are already pretty devastating, AND 
to meet California’s goals, we must immediately stop adding to the problem. Additional fossil fuel 
infrastructure is madness, and a bad investment as well. 
Thank you, 
Laura 

Laura Neish 
Executive Director 
350 Bay Area 
Phone: 510-473-5490 
Laura@350BayArea.org 
350 Bay Area About Us | Facebook | Twitter 
Take BOLD Climate Action with a monthly donation! 
350 East Bay, 350 Marin, 350 San Francisco, 
350 Sonoma, Napa Climate Now & 
350 Contra Costa are programs of 350 Bay Area 

THIS EMAIL ORIGINATED OUTSIDE OF THE SONOMA COUNTY EMAIL SYSTEM. 
Warning: If you don’t know this email sender or the email is unexpected, 
do not click any web links, attachments, and never give out your user ID or password. 

mailto:Laura@350BayArea.org


From: Cate Steane 
To: Drew Nichols 
Subject: Resolution on gas station ban - Support 
Date: Sunday, September 12, 2021 8:57:39 PM 
Attachments: RCPA letter.docx 

EXTERNAL 

Please see my attached letter supporting the RCPA's resolution in support of prohibiting the 
development of new gas stations. 

Thank you, 
Cate Steane 

, Santa Rosa, CA 95401 

THIS EMAIL ORIGINATED OUTSIDE OF THE SONOMA COUNTY EMAIL SYSTEM. 
Warning: If you don’t know this email sender or the email is unexpected, 
do not click any web links, attachments, and never give out your user ID or password. 



 

   
 

    
  

 
     

 
  

 
          

             
            

             
              

       
 

  
 

               
           

             
      

 
            

            
              

               
          

 
              

           
               

             
            

              
           
              

 
              

           
      

        
  

 
            

               
              
 

September 12, 2021 

Regional Climate Protection Authority 
drew.nichols@scta.ca.gov 

Re: Resolution Supporting Ban on New Gas Stations: SUPPORT 

Dear Directors: 

I am the Founder of Make It Happen Preparedness Services, an emergency preparedness 
consultancy for businesses. I live and work in Sonoma County. I strongly support the proposed 
resolution to encourage all jurisdictions in the county to prohibit the development of new 
gasoline stations. RCPA staff and other supporters of the resolution have done an excellent job 
of covering the climate-related reasons for this resolution. I would like to highlight the risks that 
gas stations pose related to natural disasters. 

I. Earthquake Risks 

In Sonoma County, high liquefaction hazards are present in valleys and near the edges of the 
San Francisco Bay. During inevitable earthquakes, areas with loose unconsolidated sediments, 
especially valleys and edges of the bay, will experience significant shaking as a result of the 
seismic wave amplification and liquefaction. 

Liquefaction is the mobilization of the groundwater within the pore spaces between the 
sediments, causing the sediments themselves to settle or otherwise change location while 
behaving as a constituent of the fluid body. The currently solid sediment surfaces we walk upon 
will behave like a liquid during the earthquake. Structures build atop and buried within the 
sediments will have no firm foundation during the shaking duration. 

Buried tanks will be especially vulnerable as the density will determine how they behave while 
interacting with material undergoing liquefaction. Buoyant tanks may rise causing connecting 
pipes to break and leak contents into the surrounding sediment. High density tanks may sink 
significantly, making them difficult to locate, and breakage may occur leading to pollution that 
would spread throughout the sediment layer, leading to damaging groundwater pollution that 
may flow into the adjacent waterways. This liquefaction process and the damage it causes was 
evident in 1989 during the Loma Prieta Earthquake, during which buildings in high liquefaction 
hazards zones like San Francisco’s Marina District sank and, in some cases, moved laterally. 

The high density of faults in the region are illustrated in open source scientific data provided 
through the Association of Bay Area Governments, which includes interactive hazards maps for 
the region (https://abag.ca.gov/our-work/resilience), and the California Department of 
Conservation, which provides a more detailed fault map 
(https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/fam/). 

According to the US Geological Survey, there is a 72% probability of magnitude 6.7 earthquake 
in the San Francisco Bay Area within the next 30 years, which may occur on any number of 
faults and will likely present significant hazards within Marin County and the structures present 
there (https://www.usgs.gov/faqs/what-probability-earthquake-will-occur-los-angeles-area-san-

1 

https://www.usgs.gov/faqs/what-probability-earthquake-will-occur-los-angeles-area-san
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/fam
https://abag.ca.gov/our-work/resilience
mailto:drew.nichols@scta.ca.gov


 

  
           

      
 

               
           

     
 

  
 

             
      

 
           

               
               

 
 

             
            

           
           

  
              

               
             

           
               

  
          

           
         

          
        

              
      

             
            

 
               

               
 

                                           
                

       
           

  

francisco-bay-area?qt-news science products=0#qt-news science products). The 
accompanying PDFs provide relevant screenshots from both websites to illustrate the fault 
locations and liquefaction hazard zones. 

Were a UST, fuel dispenser, or pipeline to rupture and release gasoline in an earthquake, the 
environmental impact could be catastrophic. A 10-gallon spill of petroleum can contaminate 
12,000,000 gallons of groundwater.1 

II. Flooding Risks 

With climate change causing rising sea levels and more frequent and severe storms, the 
likelihood of flooding is increasing each year. 

In August 2020, the US Environmental Protection Agency published the Underground Storage 
Tank Flood Guide. It lays out risks of flooding to underground storage tanks not considered in 
the Initial Study – Mitigated Negative Declaration. Here are the risks enumerated in the EPA 
document: 

Buoyancy: An UST surrounded by floodwaters or saturated soil is subjected to buoyant 
forces that could push the tank upward, offsetting the restraints of backfill, pavement, 
or hold-down straps. Once displaced, the tank could rupture or disconnect from 
connected piping, vent lines, and other components, releasing product into the 
environment. 
Erosion and Scour: Floodwater can erode the soil and backfill material or scour the 
soil that surrounds an UST system. Loss of the surrounding soil and scour may expose 
the UST system to damage, for example buckling and detached piping, that could lead 
to a release of product into the environment. Additionally, scouring may compromise the 
integrity of the concrete pad on top of the UST, causing the tank to buckle, collapse, or 
float. 
Product Displacement: Floodwater or debris entering through UST openings can 
push product up and out of the UST into the environment. 
Electrical System Damage and Corrosion: Extended contact with floodwaters can 
damage and corrode UST systems equipment, including piping, automatic tank gauging 
systems, electrical panel boxes, shutoff switches, submersible turbine pumps, 
dispensers, motors, and cathodic protection. This is especially true for this site, as the 
floodwaters will be highly corrosive seawater. 
Inability to Locate the UST: Areas affected by a flood are often left covered with 
debris and mud, making it extremely difficult to locate the UST.2 

It can be hard to imagine how a flood could cause such significant damage. Helpfully, the EPA 
document contains a photo gallery to help us visualize what flooding can do to gas stations: 

1 Matthew N. Metz and Janelle London, Governing the Gasoline Spigot: Gas Stations and the Transition 
Away from Gasoline, 51 ELR 10054, 10057 (2021). 
2 United States Environmental Protection Agency, Underground Storage Tank Flood Guide, (August 
2020), https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2014-03/documents/ustfloodguide.pdf 

2 

https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2014-03/documents/ustfloodguide.pdf
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When these USTs are displaced by the forces listed above, the pipes connecting them to the 
fuel dispensers may become displaced or break, releasing gasoline into the floodwaters and 
nearby bodies of water. 

III. Soil and Groundwater Contamination 

Gasoline spills occur at gas stations when the nozzle is moved back and forth from the gas 
pump to the car, when the automatic shut off valve fails, or when the customer tops of the 
tank. One study found it between .007% and .01% of gasoline dispensed was spilled in liquid 
form while refueling. For larger volume gas stations, which can sell 20,000,000 gallons of 
gasoline per year, the spillage could reach 2,000 gallons per year. 

Gasoline from fueling spills can enter runoff water, from which it can make its way into drinking 
water, groundwater, streams, and other bodies of water. Contaminant levels in convenience 
store/gas station runoff can be 5 to 30 times higher than residential runoff. Spilled gasoline can 
also penetrate the concrete near gas pumps and contaminate the soil and groundwater beneath 
it. 

Some of the spilled gasoline evaporates. A 2019 study found that, in 14 of 16 fueling sessions, 
gasoline vapors escaped from the pump nozzle, vehicle, and tank, despite the fact that all the 
cars but one were equipped with onboard refueling vapor recovery systems, designed to 
prevent leakage. Leakage of gasoline vapors was also found in the hose joints in four of the six 
gas station surveyed.3 

What this means is that, each time a new gas station is built. the approving jurisdiction buys 
itself a new brownfield, from which it will not be able to derive any tax revenue. 

I urge you to pass the resolution and take steps to encourage jurisdictions throughout the 
County to act upon its recommendations. 

Sincerely, 

Cate Steane 

Cate Steane 
Founder, Make It Happen Preparedness Services 

, Santa Rosa, CA 95401 

3 Matthew N. Metz and Janelle London, Governing the Gasoline Spigot: Gas Stations and the Transition 
Away from Gasoline, 51 ELR 10054, 10056 (2021). 

6 



From: Chris Thompson & Tom Amato 
To: Drew Nichols 
Cc: Woody Hastings 
Subject: Gas Station Prohibition 
Date: Monday, September 13, 2021 10:19:07 AM 

EXTERNAL 

Dear Members of the RCPA 

We hope you will approve the resolution supporting banning the construction of new gas 
stations in both unincorporated areas of our County and in the nine incorporated towns and 
cities of Sonoma County. (Item 4.2) 

We thank you for your work on this issue. 

Respectfully, 
Tom Amato 
Chair, Oakmont Democratic Club 

Chris Thompson 
Vice Chair, Oakmont Democratic Club. 

THIS EMAIL ORIGINATED OUTSIDE OF THE SONOMA COUNTY EMAIL SYSTEM. 
Warning: If you don’t know this email sender or the email is unexpected, 
do not click any web links, attachments, and never give out your user ID or password. 



From: Janis Watkins 
To: Drew Nichols 
Subject: Yes on Item 4.2 
Date: Monday, September 13, 2021 9:37:35 AM 

EXTERNAL 

Hello, 
The climate crisis is real, and it is here. Sonoma County’s current drought and wildfires are 
just two examples. 
I strongly support a Yes vote on prohibiting construction of new gas stations. 

Janis Watkins 

THIS EMAIL ORIGINATED OUTSIDE OF THE SONOMA COUNTY EMAIL SYSTEM. 
Warning: If you don’t know this email sender or the email is unexpected, 
do not click any web links, attachments, and never give out your user ID or password. 




