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Brace yourself, Martinez. City elections are coming in November. Candidates have officially filed. Campaign signs are 

up. Prepare for the onslaught. 

So, a pesky group of local environmentalists has some questions for the candidates. We thought we’d publish them 

here, send out copies to each candidate, and see what sort of responses we get. We’ll keep you posted on the 

results. 

Here you go: 

In May, the Martinez Environmental Group (MEG) submitted a proposal to the City Council, similar to those passed 

by neighboring communities, to adopt a resolution opposing crude by rail through Martinez. What is your stance on 

crude by rail and would you support a city resolution opposing it? 

AB 380 prohibits the public from being informed of hazardous material rail shipments through their towns. What is 

your stance on AB 380 and this decision? 

The rail yard west of Martinez is leased to Union Pacific by the city. The rail yard regularly harbors many tank cars 

loaded with hazardous materials that, if released, could seriously threaten the health and safety of the town. Access 

to the rail yard is currently unimpeded. A few weeks ago, a rail utility shed containing switching and signaling 

equipment was discovered open and unguarded, likely all night. As a council member, what would you do to protect 

the city from the risks of the rail yard? 

Both County Hazmat officials and the County Grand Jury have recently noted an inadequate local emergency 

response capability in the face of a potential explosive and/ or toxic rail disaster, such as have already occurred in 

numerous places around the country. What measures do you support to enhance our emergency response 

capabilities, and how do you see the oil and rail industries contributing to such measures? 

Several towns along the Strait, including Martinez, have refineries that are very influential to their respective 

communities monetarily, culturally, and politically. Do you feel this is an asset for Martinez or a liability? 

British Petroleum released their 2014 report stating there are only 53.3 years of proven oil reserves left in the world. 

What is your long term plan to provide renewable energy to Martinez and eventually wean Martinez from the money it 

receives from Shell? Would you advocate incorporating such long term goals in the next General Plan? 

Since there are two refineries in close proximity to Martinez, why is there such a lack of real-time air monitoring? Is 

accurate, complete information on local refinery toxic emissions available? How do local cancer rates and profiles 

compare to those around the state? Do you share such concerns? 

The new Shell refinery project proposes to reduce its Greenhouse Gas (GHG) emissions by 700,000 metric tons a 

year. That will eventually reduce annual GHG emissions to about 4 million metric tons, or by its calculations, to the 

equivalent of about half a million cars, dropping its ranking to second behind Chevron of the Contra Costa County 

refineries. That’s to say nothing of toxic/carcinogen emissions and the 6,000 to 7,000 gallons per minute of water use 
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in the midst of a severe drought. The refinery is located on county property and the city has no jurisdiction over Shell. 

However, the town is the recipient of its emissions. What are your thoughts on this topic? Should Martinez attempt to 

annex the Shell refinery? 

Are the petroleum pipelines that weave throughout Martinez being routinely monitored for flow, thickness and 

integrity? Is that information a matter of public record? What are your plans to ensure Martinez is safe from antique 

pipeline ruptures and subsequent spills such as recently occurred in LA? 

We understand the City Council now has in their hands an appraisal of the Alhambra Highlands property. Should the 

developer agree to sell rather than commence construction, what would you do as a council member to facilitate 

purchase of the property by non profit groups that would keep it as open space? 

Now that the State has given operational control of the marina to the city, what do you feel the city should do with the 

marina? Do you anticipate a public environmental impact review being part of any new plans for the marina and park? 

Regarding local water quality and availability, what are your thoughts on the proposed Delta Twin Tunnels project that 

will shunt northern state water past the Delta to the south? 

And just curious: What is your “pet project” for Martinez? 

 


