
Response from Mark Thompson, candidate for City Council 

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? 

I believe that the City of Martinez has limited ability to influence crude transport by rail through 
Martinez, but I believe that one of the best ways for Martinez to shape the discussion is to pass a 
resolution similar to the cities of Berkeley, Richmond, Davis and others.  This is a regional issue 
and cities must stay united to have maximum influence in ensuring a safe environment for their 
residents. 

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? 

I need more information and education to have a well reasoned opinion on this.  At this point I 
believe that information should be available to public safety personnel in the city and county. 

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? 

I have limited information about this beyond what I heard at the community forum on Monday 
night.  I believe that adequate security needs to be provided for this rail yard.  If there are 
hazardous materials that are unsecured it is a threat to public safety and I believe Union Pacific 
needs to be accountable for adequate security. 

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? 

Existing capabilities in the city and county need to have training and preparation for such rail 
disasters.  I am not well acquainted with the existing capabilities, but organizations such as CERT 
and the CC Emergency Operations Center need to have contingency plans for rail disaster and 
train their personnel accordingly. 

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? 

I will admit to a bias here.  I worked for Shell for over 30 years in Martinez and also have lived in 
Martinez for that time.  Refineries and other industries are not the best of neighbors from an 
aesthetic and environmental point of view, but refineries and industry are an integral part of 
Contra Costa, economically and otherwise.  The relationship between refineries and cities vary 



quite a bit.  I feel that we are quite lucky to have Shell as our nearest neighbor.  Having worked 
closely with the leadership and community relationship personnel at Shell, I do know that they 
are genuinely interested in having a good relationship with Martinez and devote significant 
resources to keep that relationship.  That being said, Shell is a corporation and corporations are 
beholden to their shareholders, not their neighbors.  We need continue to ensure that Martinez 
needs and interests are fairly handled when dealing with Shell or any other company. 

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? 

I believe this problem is bigger than Martinez and better dealt with at the state and national 
level.  To the extent we can, I think that renewable energy sources should be emphasized and 
encouraged within the city, both to the city government as well as the populace.  I’m not sure 
that this fits into the General Plan easily, but am willing to consider inclusion of such goals.  As far 
as the General Plan goes, we need to focus on getting a revision to the 40 year old document 
done first, and then sort out how to add items such as this. 

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? 

I have limited knowledge of this.  I do know, from my experience working at Shell, that there is a 
lot of real-time monitoring of environmental points in the refinery.  For instance, stacks are 
monitored for NOX and CO2 emissions in real-time and flares are monitored by video on a real-
time basis.   From personal experience I know that this monitoring is taken very seriously within 
Shell and that Shell is very diligent about reporting issues to the regulators.  I do not know if other 
refineries have the same attitude.  I cannot comment on cancer rates, etc.  If you would like to 
share some information with me to bring me up to speed that would be welcomed. 

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 6000 to  
7000 gallons per minute of water use 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? 

I suppose we are lucky that the prevailing winds largely blow most pollution from Shell away 
from Martinez.  We do have some exposure, though.   I think that we, as a community, and the 
larger county, state and national communities need to continue to insist on cleaner operations 
from all industries.  There is some presence of Shell within Martinez city limits and Martinez does 
have some jurisdiction over those areas and does get a certain amount of tax dollars from 
Shell.  The likelihood that Shell will allow itself to be annexed by Martinez is slim to none. 



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? 

I am not up to date on the requirement for these pipelines.  I think they should be monitored on a 
regular basis to ensure public safety and protection of our environment, but would prefer the 
administration of the monitoring reporting to be done on a state level. 

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? 

Martinez needs to be a key player in such discussions if we are to save the Alhambra Highlands 
from development.  I would intend as City Council member to make the saving of the Alhambra 
Hills a high priority item.  Cost of development is likely hampering the developer at this time, but 
as property values continue to rise this temporary roadblock will disappear.  We need to act now. 

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? 

I’m not going to make too many comments about what should happen to the Marina.  I think that 
we need to look at the waterfront as a whole with the Marina as a smaller piece of the puzzle.  I 
would suspect that we would need an EIR for any major waterfront project.  In my mind, a 
moderate amount of development is appropriate.  A replacement for the Albatross would be nice 
and additional recreational opportunities at the waterfront would be a benefit to the community. 

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? 

In my mind, shipping water south has never been a good idea.  The environmental damage 
caused by this is significant and projects like this should not be built. 

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

There’s a lot I would like to have happen in Martinez, but finding a way to keep the Pine 
Meadows Golf Course from being developed is right at the top of my list. 

Thanks for the opportunity to respond to your questions.  I look forward to working with you and 
support your stand for the Martinez environment. 

Regards, 

Mark Thomson 

 


