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AGENDA ITEM 8

PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS

-EXT- Re: A letter to our Mayor and City Council and Staff about graffiti along Highway 101 and

its offramps/onramps
Lo ri Steinhauer
Thu 7/14/2022 9:37 Aivl

To: City Clerk <cityclerk@cityofventura.ca.g ov>;Council <council@cityofventura.ca.gov> ;City Manager
< citymanager@cityofventura.ca.gov>

Much of the area has been cleaned up - and thank you Councilwoman Sanchez-Palacios for your help!
The wall below the apartments off o f Sanjon remain a horrible and constant graffiti eyesore.
Any solutions? Gat eway to our city. Sad. If citizens can help, or if you have info on who to call, since I believe it is
private, please advise.
Aga in, t hank you Councilwoman Sanchez-Palacios, and thanks to all of you for your service.

V/R,
Lo ri
On M on, Jul 11 , 2022 at 10:45 AM Lori Steinhauer<
wrote:
Hello Honorable Mayor Ru balcava and City Council, City Manager M cIntyre and City Clerk MacDonald,
I have not iced a p roliferation of graffiti along Highway 101 and adjacent apartment block walls and on-ramps
and off- ramps throughout the city - especially California to SanJon and Telephone Road of recent. Is there
anything being done or that t he city can do or t hat we as citizens can do to curb and/or stop this?

· I greatly appreciate any attent ion you can give to this matter as it t ruly d egrades our city as well as likely has a
· root cause in you ng people who may need support with personal issues and direction toward better activities.
Thank you for you r consideration.
Very Respectfully and Gratefully,
Lori
Lori Steinhauer
· West Ventura

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. > > Pl~ase
verify all links and attachments before opening them! < <

-EXT- Notice proposal Dispensary, meeting July 18, 2022

Vera Maguire
Thu 7/14/ 2022 11 :06 AM

To: Sofia Rubalcava <srubalcava@cityofventura.ca.gov> ;Joe Schroeder <jschroeder@cityofventura.ca.gov> ;Lorrie Brown
< Ibrown@cityofventura.ca.gov>;Jim Fried man <jfriedman@cityofventura.ca.gov> ;d halther@cityofventura.ca.gov
<d hal ther@cityofventura.ca .gov>; M ike Johnson <mike.johnson@cityofventura.ca.gov> ;j.palacios@cityofventura.ca.gov
<j.palacios@cityofventura.ca.gov>;Alex McIntyre <amcintyre@cityofventura.ca.gov>;Andy Heglund
<aheglund@cityofventura.ca.gov>;City Clerk <cityclerk@cityofventura.ca.gov>
>
> City Council and respected city officials,
>
> We received a notice last week about a Dispensary in our Neighborhood.
> I live on North Santa Cruz St, 30 yr homeowner in Ventura. Only two of my neighbors received this notice, because we live in a
range of 300 feet, which is strange because this proposal will be for ALL our community and w ill be big change in the
neighborhood. Why not a notice to Santa Rosa St. Evans St, Poli St, South Santa Cruz St.?
> We saw in those 30 years some nice positive changes in Midtown, cannot believe we can got a week notice about this proposal
for a Cannibis Shop.
>
> I'm asking for extension on this proposal.
>

> The city of Ventura should inform our midtown community better. There are also better locations for a shop like this. We have
already big problems with parking when school is in session.
> Bringing a Cannabis Dispensary in this area where you have 2000 teenagers school year in the grades 9 - 12, is beyond me. Kids
walk by my house every day, the older kids park there cars, or been dropped off, going to the s~ore at lunch break, its a 5 min walk
to the Dispensary and some older kid can buy some Cannabis and we have a nice alley behind Mainstreet, where nobody can see
you ... ... great location for a smoke , right???
>
> Why I w rite this to you Mayor, I'm a mother who lost a son on drugs. My son was a shy, sweet kid, peer pressure is big when you
are 1 S years old. He started w ith 1 joint a day, no big deal .... right...before he was 16 he smoked 6 a day. Young brains at this age
are not fully developed to make the right choices, unfortunately, our son g ot his brain re wired and pandora box was open and
the neurotransmitters could not be fixed by all the intake on cannabis, he had a psychotic attack, we got him on medication and
he stopped taking them, back to cannabis. We worked with him as a family, helpt him, rehabs, and other schools, but when drugs
has you in your claws, its hard to leave. Nick died when he was 26 years old.
>

> Having a dispensary so close to 2 big schools is asking for a lot of trouble. not all kids homes are in midtown and go to Ventura
High, they live all over Ventura even Oxnard.
>

·

> I'm not against drugs, fine if you you are a adult or in need of medical use... absolutly, but now you are putting a candy store in
front of a young vulnerable teenager,
> I have been very involved in t he last 10 years , with drugs related programs, rehabs, Nami, even on the help desk, talked to
doctors and psychiatrists.
> Young kids should stay away from drugs. Please don't make it so easy and so close and open to find a Dispensary near a school.

>
> Thank you for your time and planning to be at your meeting April 18.

>
>
> Sincerly
>
> Vera Maguire
CAUTION: This email originat ed from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments or clicking links,
especially from unknown senders.
> > Please verify all links and attachments before opening them! < <

Michael MacDonald
From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:

Jennifer O'Neil ·
Thursday, July 14, 2022 7:01 PM
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman;
dhalther@cityofventura.ca.gov; Mike Johnson; j .palacios@cityofventura.ca.gov; Alex
McIntyre; City Clerk
-EXT- Midtown Cannabis Store

Dear City Council Members and respected City Officials:
I am a home owner on Santa Cruz Street and received your not ice of a proposition for a cannabis store within 300 feet of
my home. I understand the need for a store like this but near a high school and middle school is completely
unconscionable. I also understand that t he law is outside 600 feet, but I do not agree with this law. It is unfair to our
children in our community when you place this type of business in an area children walk by daily. I am a native to
Ventura, California and have lived here my entire life and have faith in our council members that they have our best
interests in mind. Therefore, I know you will do the right thing and reconsider grant ing the business permit that w ill
allow a cannabis store within two b locks of a high school and middle school.
Although the tax revenue would be a welcomed relief to our city, balanced against the welfare of ou r children, the risks
outweigh t he benefits. There are so many empty retail locations that are not near a school that would be much more
appropriate.
Please also consider the business owner's intent to be near a high school and a middle school. I hope that you will see it
questionable, as I do.
Additionally, 300 feet is not nearly enough. This impacts so much more than 300 feet of ou r neighborhood.
Please deny the cannabis permit in midtown or in the alt ernative, provide enough not ice to t he applicable neighborhood
you left out and continue the public hearing so that everyone may have a chance to appear and j oin t o make our voices
hea rd.
Thank you for your consideration and I have fai th you will do the right thing for our community.
Jennifer O'Neil
Sent from Mail for Windows

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<
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Michael MacDonald
From:

noreply@ci tyofventura.ca.gov
Mo nday, July 18, 2022 2:08 PM
City Clerk
-EXT- Online Form Submittal: Public Comment Form

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Public Comment Form
Dtsclosure:
•Providing your name/contact information is optional to participate in a Public
Meeting. However by providing, it will allow staff to follow-up with you on your item.
All emails submitted to any Legislative Body are Public Records. Copies of forms
submitted are posted online, with name and contact information redacted. You may
only submit one comment form per agenda item. You may submit more than one
form per agenda to address additional topics.
Submission Deadlines:
Submit your Comment Form at least 2 hours prior to the schedulecllposted start .
time of the meeting, as stated on the posted Agenda. If submitting a comment
during a meeting, please submit before the Agenda Item concludes, during a Live
Meeting, to be considered part of the record. Select the Legislative/Hearing Body
below to ensure your comment is emailed to the correct body.
Name

Dr. Ronald Atanay

Address

Ventura

Phone Number
Email Address
Select Legislat ive/Hearing
Body

City Council

M eeting Date

7/18/2022

Select a Topic:

Public Comments

Recommendation

Support Recommendation

Written Comments

Suppporting Wheelhouse

Upload Files

Field not completed.

Email not dlsplaying correctly? View it in your browser.

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution
when opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<
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Michael MacDonald
From:

Sent
To:

Subject:
Attachments:

Dan Long•
Monday, July 18, 2022 8:41 PM
Council; City Clerk; Peter Gilli; Andy Heglund; Alex McIntyre
-EXT- lnclusionary Ordinance and STVR's
Some Personal Thoughts on Housing-KF no redline.docx

City Council and Staff,
Here is letter I w rote which was printed in our MVCC newsletter last week.
These issues have have cost our citizens a lot of hardship in the past several years and I am glad to see that at least we
are talking about getting these problems some attention and hopefully in a manner that is reasonable to all in as much
as possible.
Thank you,
Dan Long

CAUTION : This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments or clicking
links, especially from unknown senders. .
» Please verify all links and_attachments before opening them!«

Some Personal Thoughts on Housing in Ventura

We have seen a lot of new housing being built along our main thoroughfares in the last
couple of years. Some friends I know bemoan the growth while others see the dire
need for new housing in our city. No matter how you feel, I would like to offer a few of
my own perspectives and not necessarily representing those of the MVCC Board.
During the last recession, and for about ten years, very little was being built and housing
projects that had already received planning approvals, or those in process, did not move
forward. Ventura City staff recommended, and the Planning Commission, which I was
on at the time, approved extending the building permit time limits to begin building. It
seemed like an equitable idea as those developers had paid their planning fees and
gone through most of the required legislative actions.
Those extensions that would allow the projects to start building when they were able to
get their funding, happened a few times over a couple of years. -After funding was
available again some developers needed to check back in with the Design Review
Committee and/or the Planning Commission as staff and public members had moved
on. Also, some of those plans have changed a little, or a lot, due to changing
construction methods, material costs, building codes or designs and have gone back
through some of the processes.
I believe this is the reason why the surge of growth seems to some to be happening at
an alarming rate. Some people do not like some of the designs, or their locations or
have other reasons why they are discontented. For some they question issues about
parking, traffic, lack of water or other issues that may have some validity.
Certainly new housing should complement existing neighborhoods and qualified historic
structures, however, just saying no to any changes is unrealistic as change is constant.
Some are dissatisfied that the city has taken too long to have an improved lnclusionary
Zoning Ordinance in place, while all this new construction is happening. Updating the
lnclusionary Zoning Ordinance sooner would have added much needed affordable
housing. The lack of affordable housing is hurting our economy and adding to the
problem of people not being able to live where they work, which then increases traffic
for the whole region. The city is working on that now, while updating the General Plan
process, but many affordable housing units have been missed out on.
Another issue that affects housing and which is reducing the amount of long term
housing for our citizens has been the extended time it has taken to enact a reasonable
Short Term Vacation Rental, STVR, Policy. These short term rentals are taking rental
properties and home buying opportunities off the market for families that want to live
and work here year round. That is another reason home rental and home buying costs
are escalating so much in our area.
STVR's also, if not properly managed, can adversely impact any neighborhood they are

in, not just along the beach, as often too many people come onto a property and disrupt
otherwise quiet, livable neighborhoods.
There are certainly other arguments that can be made both for and against these
opinions. I do not have all the answers. I just wish that City leadership had moved
faster instead of now trying to catch up for so many residents in our communities. A bit
of "closing the barn door after the horse has already escaped."
We need to accelerate both an effective STVR policy as well as improving our
lnclusionary Zoning Ordinance before more damage is inflicted. I also hope that an
STVR policy can reverse some of the existing numbers, in any one area, as to bring
back a better quality of life for those neighbors being adversely being impacted.
Most property owners are fair and responsible citizens but some are not. It is incumbent
on our leaders to ensure that our residents are protected with good policies and
ordinances that retain the quality of life for all and not the few.
Note: The MVCC has sent a letter to the City, along with several other Community
Councils, asking to improve our lnclusionary Zoning Ordinance.
The Community Council Congress, representatives from all of Ventura's Community
Councils, meets bi-monthly to discuss issues in common throughout the city, has been
discussing ways to help implement an STVR Ordinance like other cities in our region.

Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:
To: .

Subject

Dana·
Tuesday, July 19, 2022 1:13 PM
City Clerk
-EXT- Fwd: Proposed Marijuana store near Ventura High School

Dear Ventura City Clerk,
. I am one of many neighbors \vho· live close to 1890 Main Street who are
concerned about the possibility of a marijuana store close to Ventura High
School.
We understand that there are several other possible locations in town for the
store that are not close ·to schools. Please do all you can to make sure one of
those locations is chosen.'
Thank you!
Dana Smith
Ventura, CA 93001
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them! <<
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent
To:
Subject

Dan Burke
Tuesday, July 19, 2022 3:30 PM

City Clerk
- EXT- Fw: Fire Prevention Inspection

Hi City Clerk- Please forward this to the City Manager...thanks

Hi Alex
Dan Burke here, homeowner at :
I'd like to voice my displeasure wit h the $39/bill I just received for fire prevention inspection. I'm very unhappy about this
and so are most of my neighbors. Please figure out a way to stop this going forward.
This will be my #1 issue when it comes time to vote
Thanks·

CAUTIO.N: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them! <<
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Michael MacDonald
From:
Sent:

Kristin Ippolito
Wednesday, July 20, 2022 6:13 PM

To:

City Clerk
-EXT- Cannabis location opposition

Subject:

Good evening,
I am reaching out to you as a member of our community, mother of the five children as well as a nurse practitioner and
public healt h nurse. I strongly oppose any cannabis location near any school. In my professional opinion 1000 feet is too
close. In addition, I strongly oppose any cannabis dispensary being near a hospital particularly the one proposed near
Baskin Robbins and Community Memorial Hospital. Patients and t heir friends and family are vulnerable and they
certainly should not be exposed to a dispensary when leaving the hospital.
Finally, in closing I ask that my opinion be strongly considered at the next City Council meeting.
Kristin Ippolito
Registered nurse, public health nurse, nurse practitioner, certified nurse midwife

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them I <<
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Michael MacDonald
From:

Sent
To:

Cc:
Subject

Todd Collart <
Thursday, July 21, 2022 5:08 PM
Neda Zayer
Peter Gilli; Council
-EXT- Energy Action Plan (EAP)

Dear Ms. Zayer,
I attended the public workshop on the City's Climate Action and Resilience Plan {CARP) on July 20,
2022. I posed a number of questions to the consultants who were seemingly in charge of the
event, as well as to a couple City staff members. They were unable to answer my queries. My
limited review of the EAP thus far has prompted a number of questions and comments which I
would like addressed. It was suggested that I use Post-It notes on easels in the meeting area to
register my comments. I did not have the time or patience to do this, so rasked to whom my
written remarks shot.lid be directed. I was directed to you.
After locating you, I asked if you were the staff person to whom I should direct written remarks
about the EAP, or should they be sent to the City's consultants? You confirmed that I should send
them to you, but then you interrogated me to determine why I had the EAP; how I had acquired a
copy of it; and who provided it. I replied that I would not reveal that information and stated there
is no reason why the document with source data on Green House Gas {GHG) emissions and
Climate Change mitigation strategies should not be available to review prior to participating in
a work shop on the CARP that relies on such information. You again asked me in a demanding
tone how I acquired the EAP, and I again said I would not answer your question.
Your behavior is particularly baffling, since an internet search for the City's EAP turned up more
than one 2021 version of the plan on three different sites. Surprisingly, the EAP cannot be found
on the City's website. I only found a summary reference to it on an un-dated website page
(probably from 2019). The reference lays out a timeline for its development, beginning in 2019
and concluding in Spring of 2020. We are in the middle of 2022 and you your questions imply
the document still does not officially exist. The below quote from one on-line version of the EAP
suggests citizen input is valued, and yet I was challenged for doing so.

"As the City expands existing programs and develops new programs to assist residents and businesses to conduct
energy upgrades, community input and participation are necessary to e nsure successful EAP Implementation. The
City highly encourages active participation of local energy users to successfully cut GHG emissions by reducing
their energy usage. Ultimately, a collaborative effort to implement this plan will save money, reduce GHG
emissions, increase resiliency to climate change, and ultimately increase the quality of life for everyone in the City."
(p. 12 of EAP Executive Summary).

1

In light of my interactions with you the evening of the 20th, are you in fact the person I should be
sending my remarks to regarding the City's EAP, or is there some other person more prepared to
receive them?
Sincerely,

Todd Collart

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them! <<
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Michael MacDonald
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject

George Naugles •
Friday, July 22, 2022 11 :46 AM
collart@west.net
Neda Zayer; Peter Gilli; Council
-EXT- Re: Energy Action Plan (EAP)

Dear Todd Colla rt, Neda Zayer, Peter Gilli, and Ventura City Council,
Thank you all for your efforts do your part to help improve Quality of Life for citizens of Ventura
and those we affect.
In these challenging times with so many factors pushing and pulling us, I understand both Todd's
sense of urgency and what sounded like some fear on the part of City of Ventura Staff. I have yet
to understand the relevant fear.
If anyone felt the need to balance sharing of information with a need for control, I can understand
and would be happy to mediate any

conversation you would like to have

regarding this matter.
The good news is that as an open-minded community of Ventura,
we have many successful microgrid projects to emulate in California and beyond,
we have ample knowledge of how to make building electrification reach codes more accessible
and useful, and
we have ample experience and creativity with which to meet the challenges of safety and
convenience in a wide spectrum of arenas from climate change to energy use and even
unprecedented weather events and fires.
Please let me know how I may help keep all of our efforts constructive toward less burning and
better Quality.
Sincerely,
George Naugles, MSBio, MBA, GISP, M.Ed., CalBRE, RCE, BSCE

Balance2thrive®
On Thu, Jul 21, 2022 at 5:07 PM Todd Collart <collart@west.net> wrote:

Dear Ms. Zayer,

1

I attended the public workshop on the City's Climate Action and Resilience Plan (CARP) on July
20, 2022. I posed a number of questions to the consultants who were seemingly in charge of the
event, as well as to a couple City staff members. They were unable to answer my queries. My
limited review of the EAP thus far has prompted a number of questions and comments which I
would like addressed. It was suggested that I use Post-It notes on easels in the meeting area to
register my comments. I did not have the time or patience to do this, so I asked to whom my
written remarks should be directed. I was directed to you.
After locating you, I asked if you were the staff person to whom I should direct written remarks
about the EAP, or should they be sent to the City's consultants? You confirmed that I should
send them to you, but then you interrogated me to determine why I had the EAP; how I had
acquired a copy of it; and who provided it. I replied that I would not reveal that information and
stated there is no reason why the document with source data on Green House Gas (GHG)
emissions and Climate Change mitigation strategies should not be available to review prior
to participating in a work shop on the CARP that relies on such information. You again asked me
in a demanding tone how I acquired the EAP, and I again said I would not answer your question.
Your behavior is particularly baffling, since an internet search for the City's EAP turned up more
than one 2021 version of the plan on three different sites. Surprisingly, the EAP cannot be found
on the City's website. I only found a summary reference to it on an un-dated website page
(probably from 2019). The reference lays out a timeline for its development, beginning in 2019
and concluding in Spring of 2020. We are in the middle of 2022 and you your questions imply
the document still does not officially exist. The below quote from one on-line version of the EAP
suggests citizen input is valued, and yet I was challenged for doing so.

"As the City expands existing programs and develops new programs to assist residents and businesses to conduct
energy upgrades, community input and participation are necessary to ensure successful EAP Implementation. The
City highly encourages active participation of local energy users to successfully cut GHG emissions by reducing
their energy usage. Ultimately, a collaborative effort to implement this plan will save money, reduce GHG
emissions, increase resiliency to climate change, and ultimately increase the quality of life for everyone in the
City." (p. 12 ofEAP Executive Summary).

In light of my interactions with you the evening of the 20th, are you in fact the person I should be
sending my remarks to regarding the City's EAP, or is there some other person more prepared to
receive them?
Sincerely,
Todd Collart
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent
To:
Subject:

Friday, July 22, 2022 2:24 PM
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez- Palacios; Alex McIntyre; Andy Heglund; City Clerk
-EXT- license for a retail cannabis business at 1890 E Main St., Ventura

Madame Mayor, Council members, City Manager, City Attorney and City Clerk:
Heartsick
Jam hea rt sick and ashamed for our qty Leaders for even considering a license for a retail cannabis business at 1890 E
Main Street. This location is wrong for so many reasons.
I am not opposed to cannabis dispensaries - I voted for legalization. l think responsible adults should be able to recreate
as they wish and t hat therapeutic medical marijuana products should be readily ava ilable to those who seek
comfort. That being said, I feel "1890" is not an appropriate location. It will be within sight of the Ventura High School
campus, with Cabrillo Middle School down the street as well as a Christian Academy. There are pre-schools nea rby,
dance academies, a church and a Convent for retired Roman Catholic Nuns in the area. This is primarily a residential
neighborhood with families of all ages, many with small children.
Students walk this Main St reet corridor before and after school and during lunch breaks. A cannabis dispensary gives
the wrong message and will likely just make it easier to obtain pot products. I know all the arguments about how there
wil I be armed guards to prevent under-age purchases and that kids will obtain drugs on the street if they want
t hem . Yes indeed! An 18-year old with a medical card wrn have access to the business and it will be a fun challenge and
game to the students to t ry all the new flavors of gummies and tasty treats - sort of a badge of honor to be the
first! This is my neighborhood and I walk it daily - I see the kids loitering, getting stoned and doing drug deals in the
various alleyways and nooks-and-crannies. Recently there has been an increase of summer school students loitering in
t he parking lot behind Santa Cruz Market - they have become aggressive towards the public and I know the Police
Department was called again yesterday. That will be the tip of the iceberg if there is a local pot shop j ust down the
block.
I also have to question the ethics of Embarc, their local business partners and their supporters in the community. There
has not been much transparency. I first learned of the possibility of a cannabis business at "1890" on Friday, July 8t h,
when a friend on N Santa Cruz asked me if I had received a " 300 foot notification of a proposed commercial cannabis
business" No - I had not - as a matter of fact I learned only yesterday of a second resident who received the same
notice, though I understand several businesses on Main St did receive the notice. There was no Public Notice sign
(which I believe needed t o be posted within 10 days of the Public Hearing on t he 18th) on the "1890" st ore front - I
walked by every day to check for the required sign. On the morning of Thursday, July 14th, I paid a visit to A Secret Place
salon, ~he business currently occupying the "1890" site to inquire about the sign. The manager told ~~ a Public Not ice
had been indeed installed that very morning. Yes, in t he right-hand corner of the upper t ier of windows behind the
canopy of the st reet tree, approximately 10-12 feet above street level!! Hmm, not much disclosure and just a few days
before the City Meeting regarding a license for that very site. If it's okay to fl aunt the City requirem~nts so blatantly,
what else might be up?
I attended the meeting on the 18th and spoke (briefly because of the one-minute comment limitation) in opposition of
"1890". I listened intently to the Embarc presentation. It Wi:!S stated a survey of 300 local residents had been
performed. I find t hat hard to believe - I perso nally networked with a large number of residents in my neighborhood
and not a single person was aware of the potential cannabis business nor had they been interviewed by anyone
1

representing Embarc or the new business. Another questionable statement: the "1890" site has 4 times more parking
than any other potential cannabis site - not true! Some of the other locations have larger, dedicated parking. "1890" is
next to a reasonably sized parking lot which is nearly always full as it is used by customers and employees of the other
businesses on the block. (And I might added because most of this lot is not visible from Main Street, it will be a potential
loitering spot for students and others attracted to a cannabis business. Great place to deal and light-up if there is not at
least one security guard specifically for the parking lot.) And why was it oaky for the principals of the business at "1890"
to have additional speaking time in support of their business after the formal presentation and public comment time
(one minute folks) had concluded?
Embarc came to town prepared - their You Tube video and City Power Point presentation are very glossy! I question why
some of the folks endorsing the business are identified by their leadership positions, say as in the Midtown City Council,
the Boys and Girls Club and the Girl Scouts of America. Did these entities give formal permission of such support? More
questionable transparency. If this is the public face of the business, I can't help wonder about back-room deals, deep
pockets and murky connections.
Another reason to oppose "1890" is our already extremely congested traffic along Main Street. It is literally grid-locked
at the end of the school day. A savvy criminal could hit the pot shop and run to a waiting car a block or two away before
a single car made it through the Main and N Santa Cruz signal light. Oh, and throw in a percentage of impaired drivers in
a congested area.
And finally, I have to ask you individually and collectively - will this be your proudest political achievement? Bringing a
pot shop to the students of Midtown, Ventura? Please consider this site and urge the City Manager to say
NO! Heartsick and ashamed.
Christine Campbell
July 22, 2022

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them! <<
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Saturday, July 23, 2022 at 19:S7:25 Pacific Daylight TIme

Subject: -EXT- In Support of the eviction moratorium
Date: Sunday, April 24, 2022 at 9:46:10 AM Pacific Daylight Time
From:

MJ

To:

City Clerk, Doug Halter, Jim Friedman, Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios, Joe Schroeder, Lorrie Brown,
Mike Johnson, Sofia Rubalcava

Dear Ventura City Council,
I am writing in support of a moratorium on evictions while th!3 city clarifies and regulates
evictions for remodels. Too often, and in greater frequency recently, our neighbors have been put
out of their homes because the owner of their building has decided that it is more profitable to
"renovate" so they can raise the rents to "market rate". These "renovictions" are very often a
scam, in which the landlord does little more than slap a coat of paint on everything! Landlords
should have to show that there is a definite plan, and need, to move people out of their homes.
Tenants who are displaced in this manner are left scrambling to find an affordable place to live.
The majority of these "renovictions" are perpetrated against longtime residents who are paying
"below market" rents. While it may be tempting to "let the market sort everything out", the market
is precisely why rents are so hiQh in the first place. We've seen the effects of high rents, and
little oversight of landlords: just this month it was reported that homelessness has increased
25%! The mindless pursuit of profit ignores that these are humans being displaced! We urgently
need a moratorium on these sorts of evictions, while the city closes loopholes in the law. We
need to protect our neighbors from being displaced first!
Thank you,
Jessica Selby

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking finks, especially from unknown senders.» Please verify all
links and attachments before opening them!«
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Tracy Oehler
noreply@cityofventura.ca.gov
Saturday, July 23, 2022 9:27 PM
City Clerk
-EXT- Online Form Submittal: Public Comment Form

From:

Sent:
To:

Subject:

Public Comment Form
Disclosure:
Providing your name/contact information is optional to participate in a Public
Meeting. However by providing, it will allow staff to follow-up with you on your item.
All emails submitted to any Legislative Body are Public Records. Copies of forms
submitted are posted online, with name and contact information redacted. You may
only submit one comment form per agenda item. You may submit more than one
form per agenda to address additional topics.
Submission Deadlines:
Submit your Comment Form at least 2 hours prior to the scheduled/posted starl
time of the meeting, as stated on the posted Agenda. If submitting a comment
during a meeting, please submit before the Agenda Item concludes, during a Live
Meeting, to be considered part of the record. Select the Legislative/Hearing Body
below to ensure your comment is emailed to the correct body.
Name

Anne Thille

Address

Field not completed.

Phone Num ber

Field not completed.

Email Address

Select Legislative/Hearing
Body
· Meeting Date

City Council

7/22/2022

Select a Topic:

Agenda Item Number/Topic

Agenda Item Number/Topic

Agenda Item #3.

Recommendation

Against Recommendation

Written Comments

Please do not approve the variance for large lit signs for the
Church of Scientology. It is not needed for their vacant building
and is not in keeping with the rest of the city signs.

Upload Files

Field not completed.

1

-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC
'
Audrey Viktoria ·
Fri 7/22/2022 8:38 AM

To: City Clerk <cityclerk@cityofventura.ca.gov>
Cc: Sofia Rubalcava <srubalcava@cityofventura.ca.gov> ;Joe Schroeder <jschroeder@cityofventura.ca.gov> ;Lorrie Brown
<lbrown@cityofventura.ca.gov>;Jim Friedman <jfriedman@cityofventura.ca.gov>;Doug Halter <dhalter@cityofventura.ca.gov>;Mike
Johnson <mike.johnson@cityofventura.ca.gov>;Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios <jpalacios@cityofventura.ca.gov>
Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the Ventura
Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California Public Utilities Commission
(CPU() approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost
for the project will be closer to $464 million, ult imately a cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project
as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor
station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across .
from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and
where children spend their days learning in California, and to our knowledge, the entire country.
·
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy, and known threats
posed on the health and safety of our commllnity. GRC's have a limited ability to explore project necessity and environmental
impacts and alternatives. The Ci:ty of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to
push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this
project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and
Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires environmental
review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing demand for an EIR and provide a
forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and
alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside their community
and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council does not have local control over this
project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level.
Audrey Ford
Current Ventura Resider)t

Sent from my iPhone
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when open ing attachments or clicking links,
especially from unknown senders.
> > Please verify all links and attachments before opening them! < <

-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC
Manuel Saenz
Thu 7/21/2022 8:44 PM

To: City Clerk <cityclerk@cityofventura.ca.gov>

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing
the Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the
Californ ia Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to
replace the existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464
million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a
"modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the
existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is
located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys·and Girls Glub. No
other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in
California, and to our knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechan ism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the ,
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh [n on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms
and safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out
of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long
standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor
capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated
location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
Sincerely,

Manuel Saenz

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. > > Please
verify all links and attachments before opening them! < <

-EXT- CLOSED SESSION: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC
John Brooks ·
Thu 7/21/2022 9:20 PM

To: City Clerk <cityclerk@cityofventura.ca.~ov>

Dear Mayor Rubalcava and Ventura City Council Members,
I live in the middle class ojai valley town of Oak View and we would never stand for the environmental injustice that
is inflicted on West Ventura.
YOU HAVE A MORAL OBLIGATION TO PROTECT YOUR RESIDENTS.
You know the sad story despite strong opposition from residents SoCalGas has decided to move forward with
replacing the Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the
California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, but the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million.
In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located on the Avenue in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station
situated so close to homes and where children spend their days in California, and the entire country.
The City of Ventura MUST intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to
push for alternatives that reduces loca l harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the
City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a
Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN").
Please do the right thing.
John Brooks
Oak View

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. > > Please
verify all links and attachments before opening them! < <

-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC
Jeff Otterbein
Thu 7/21/2022 9:11 PM

To: City Clerk <cityclerk@cityofventura.ca.gov>
Cc: Sofia Rubalcava <srubalcava@cityofventura.ca.gov>;Joe Schroeder <jschroeder@cityofventura.ca.gov>;Lorrie Brown
< I brown@cityofventura.ca.gov> ;Jim Friedman <jfriedman@cityofventura.ca.gov> ;Doug Halter
<dhalter@cityo fventura.ca.gov> ;M ike Johnson < mikeJohnson@cityofventura.ca.gov> ;Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios ,
<jpalacios@cityofventura.ca.gov>
Dear Ventura City Council. Members,

Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventu ra, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station w ith a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California Publ ic
Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) t o replace t he existing compress.or
station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 mill ion, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have
to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to
more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they
fail to disclose t he project is located in a residential neig hborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and
Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and where children spend their
days learning in California, and to our knowledge, t he entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to st reamline a project of th is size, controversy, and
known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a 'limited ability to explore p roj ect
necessity and environmental impacts and alt ernatives, The City of Ventura needs t o intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at
the CPUC, and weig h in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the
compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require
SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unli ke a GRC, the
CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires environmenta l review under CEQA. If t he
Commission requ ires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look
int o whet her the proposed doubling of compresso r capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and
alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside their
community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council does not have
local control over th is project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of this project at the
st ate level.
(your name here)Jeff Otterbein

Sent from my iPhone
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments or
clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
> > Please verify all lin ks and attachments before openi ng them! < <

-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Pearl Shing-Roth
Thu 7/21/2022 9:04 PM

To: City Clerk <cityclerk@cityofventura.ca.gov>
c;c: Doug Halter <dhalter@cityofventura.ca.gov> ;Jim Friedman <jfriedman@cityofventura.ca.gov>;Jeannette SanchezPalacios <jpalacios@cityofventura.ca.gov> ;Joe Schroeder <jschroeder@cityofventura.ca.gov>; Lorrie Brown
< I browfl@cityofventura.ca.gov>; Mike Johnson < mikeJohnson@cityofventura.ca.gov> ;Sofia Rubalcava
<srubalcava@cityofventura.ca.gov>

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California Public
Utilit ies Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing
compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost
ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor
station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas'
GRC applicat ion, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an
elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and
where children spend their days learning in California, and to our knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy, and
known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a lim ited ability to explore project
necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC
at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the
compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require
SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the
CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA If
the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum
to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is necessa ry, m itigation for project impacts,
and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City Council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council does
not have local control over this project, you still hav~ the ability t o do more to influence the outcome of this
project at the state level.
Sincerely,
Pearl Shing-Roth

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. > > Please
verify all links and attachments before opening them! < <

Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Beth Merrill
Friday, July 22, 2022 9:02 AM

City Clerk
-EXT- SoCalGas project

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately .a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
. knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
rcPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
(your name here)
Sincerely,
Beth Merrill
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them! <<
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:

To:
Cc:
Subject:

Ken Rosen
Friday, July 22, 2022 9:08 AM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Clu~. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
(your name here)
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject

Victoria Behar
Friday, July 22, 2022 9:16 AM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the. CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN , this will meet the City' s long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
Thank you.
Victoria Behar
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:

To:
Cc:

Subject

Gerard Ridella <
Friday, July 22, 2022 9:47 AM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability t,;> explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's longstanding
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and Qecame an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
(your name here)

Sent from my iPad
CAUTION : This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them! <<
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Ruth Cooper •
Friday, July 22, 2022 9:49 AM
Ci,ty Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lo rrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
I am writing as a .County citizen and as a city

of Ventura business person.

SoCalGas' GRC applicat ion, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes,
an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and where
children spend their days learning in California, and to our knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use t he CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of t his size, controversy, and known
threats posed on the health and safety of our comm unity. GRC's have a limited ability to explore project necessity and
environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and
weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By
intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for
a Certificate of Public.Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, t he CPCN process provides a hard look at both
purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet
the City's long standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated
location. I
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside their
community and became an intervener in the CPUC hea rings on the project.
Although the City Council does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence
the outcome of this project at t he state level.
Sincerely,
Ruth Cooper

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening tt,em! <<
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Christopher Gross
Friday, July 22, 2022 10:20 AM
City Clerk
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the Ventura
Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California Public Utilities
Commission (CPUC) approve $233 m illion in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well
knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers w ill have to bear.
SoCalGas continues to spin this proj ect as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to more than
double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose
the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club.
No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California,
and to our knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of t his size, controversy, and known
threats posed on the health and safet y of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore project necessity and
environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and
weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station. By
intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for
a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both
purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. lfthe Commission requires a CPCN, this w ill meet
the City's long standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated
location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City Council stood alongside their
community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council does not have local
control over this project, you still have t he ability to do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level.

Sincerely,
Chris
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:

To:
Cc:
Subject:

Alex Karie
Friday, July 22, 2022 10:26 AM
City Clerk
Doug Halter; Jim Friedman; Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown;
Mike Johnson; Sofia Rubalcava
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the Ventura
Compressor Stat ion with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California Public Utilities
Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well
knowing the total cost for t he project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear.
SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to more than
double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose
the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club.
No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California,
and to our knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, cont roversy, and known
threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore project necessity and
environmental impacts and alternatives.
The City of Ventura needs t o intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for
alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for
this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience
and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If t he Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing demand
for an EIR and provi de a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is necessary,
mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in t he City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside their
community and became an intervener in the CPUf hearings on the project. Although the City Council does not have local
control over t his project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level.
Sincerely,
Alex Karie
Alex Karie
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:

Subject:

Chris Lopez
Friday, July 22, 2022 10:28 AM
City Clerk
kristian@causenow.org
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Importance:

High

To:
Cc:

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to mov~ forward with
replacing the Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is
requesting the California Public Utilities Comm ission (CPU() approve $233 mi llion in the General
Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, wel l knowing the total cost for the
project will be closer to $464 mill ion, ultimately a cost ratepaye rs will have to bear. SoCalGas
continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compresso r station is planned to
more than double the horsepower of the existrng compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas'
GRC appl ication, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across
from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station
situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learn ing in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCa lGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size,
cont roversy, and known threats posed on the hea lth and safety of our commun ity. GRC's have a
limited abi lity to explore project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City
of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to
push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety r isk from the compressor station.By
intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and requ ire SoCalGas
to fi le an application fo r a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC,
the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requ ires environmental
review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this w ill meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as
re locating to a less populated locat ion.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxna rd City council
stood alongside their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project.
Although the City Council does not have local control over this project, you still have the ab ility to
do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level.

Sincerely,
1

Chris Lopez
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:

To:
Cc:
Subject

Liza (Friday, July 22, 2022 10:29 AM
City Clerk
Doug Halter; Jim Friedman; Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown;
Mike Johnson; Sofia Rubalcava
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the Ventura
Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California Public Utilities
Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the Genera l Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well
knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear.
SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to more than
double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose
the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club.
No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and where children spend t heir days learning in California,
and to our knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to stream line a project of t his size, controversy, and known
threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore project necessity and
environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and
weigh in on t he project to push for alternatives that reduces loca l harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By
intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for
a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both
purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEOA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this w ill meet
the City's long standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, m itigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated
location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside their
community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the proj ect. Although the City Council does not have local
control over this project, you stil l have the ability to do more to influence the out~ome of this project at the state level.
(your name here)
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sammy Gonzalez
Friday, July 22, 2022 10:34 AM
. City Clerk .
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with
replacing the Ventura Compressor Stati on with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is
requesting the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General
Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the
project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas
con tinues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to
more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas'
GRC application, they fail to d isclose th e project is located in a residential neighborhood, across
from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station
situated so close to homes and where chi ldren spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use t he CRG as a mechanism to streamline a proj ect of this size,
controversy, and known th reats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a
limited ability to explore project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. Th~ City
of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to
push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By
intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas
to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC,
the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires environmental
review under CEQA. If the Commission requ ires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long stan ding
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as
relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council
stood alongside their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project.
Although the City Council does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to
do more to influence the outcome of t his project at the state level.
Samuel Gonza lez
Sincerely,
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

Taylor Umbrell < _
Friday, July 22, 2022 10:35 AM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
- EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: _Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity_ In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across .from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girts Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC , and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local hanns and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an El R and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
Taylor
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Amelia Shank •
Friday, July 22, 2022 10:36 AM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the Ventura
Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California Public Utilities
Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well
knowing t he total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear.
SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to more than
double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose
th~ project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club.
No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and where children spend t heir days learning in California,
and to our knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy, and known
threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore project necessity and
environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and
weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By
intervening, t he City can push for this project to be pulled out of t he GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for
a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both
purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If t he Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet
the City's long standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated
location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside their
community and became an intervener in t he CPUC hea rings on the project. Although the City Council does not have loca l
control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level.
Respectfully,
Amelia Shank
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Tracy Oehler
From:
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To:

Cc:
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Joy Lewis
Friday, July 22, 2022 10:38 AM
City Clerk
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-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the Ventura
Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California Public Utilities
Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well
knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear.
SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a " modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to more than
double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose
the project is located in a residentia l neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club.
No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in california,
and to our knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy, and known
threats posed on the hea lth and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore project necessity and
environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and
weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By
intervening, the City can push for t his project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for
a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both
purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If t he Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet
the City' s long standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity i s necessary, m itigation for project impacts, and alt ernatives such as relocating to a less populated
location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside their
community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council does not have local
control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level.
Sincerely,
Heather Lewis
Ventura County Resident
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From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject

Andra
Friday, July 22, 2022 10:44 AM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposit ion from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing t.he Ventura
Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. At a time when we're already experiencing the impacts

of the climate crisis in the form of wildfire and extreme heat, the expansion of a GHG-intenslve methane compressor
station in a historically underserved community is dangerous, irresponsible and morally wrong.
SoCalGas is requesting the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case
(GRC) to replace t he existing compressor station, well knowing t he total cost for the project will be closer to $464
million, ultimately a cost rat epayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a " modernization" but
the new compressor station is planned to more than double t he horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across
from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station sit uated so close to homes
and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use t he CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of t his size, controversy, and known
t hrea ts posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore project necessity and
environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and
weigh in on the project to push for alternatives t hat red uces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By
intervening, t he City can push for t his project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to fil e an application for
a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, t he CPCN process provides a hard look at bot h
purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If the Comm ission requires a CPCN, t his will meet
the City's long standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity i s necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated
location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside t heir
community and became an intervener in the CPUC hea rings on the project. Although t he City Council does not have local
control over this project, you stil I have the ability to do more to influence t he o utcome of this project at the state level.
Andra Belknap
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Shady Hakim
Friday, July 22, 2022 10:49 AM
City Clerk
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: lnteivene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Counci l Members,
I am writing to you from Patagonia, where I lead our company's Justice, Equity and Antiracism work. We are situated in
West Ventura, not far from this compressor station, and our neighbors are the residents who live daily with the direct
danger to their public health and safety that this facility poses.
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the Ventura
Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the
project is located in a residentia l neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No
other gas compressor station is situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California,
and to our knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy, and known
threats posed on the health and safety of our community. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at
the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the
compressor station. By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoC~IGas
to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process
provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission
requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the
proposed doubling of compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as
relocating to a less populated location.
As a company, you may know that we are in business to save our home planet. This m isguided expansion only continues
the fossil fuel addiction that is causing global warm ing and contributing to increasingly unsafe and severe weather every
year. Worse, the polluting and unsafe infrastructure-like t he SoCalGas compressor-that processes and delivers fossil
fuels has long impacted t he most historically marginalized communities who have suffered the disproportionate
environmental burdens and health impact s.

When a poll uting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard'City Council stood alongside their
community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on t he project. Although the City Council does not have local
control over this project, you stil I have the ability to do more to influence t he outcome of this project at the state level.
We cannot stand by while our neighbors on Ventura Ave., at E.P. Foster Element ary School, at the Boys and Girls Club,
have to live with continued environmenta l racism in the form of this proposed expansion. They are at the forefront of
this st ruggle to save our planet, right in our backyard.
Sincerely,

Shady Hakim (he/him/h is)
Global Justice, Equity & Antiracism
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Sarah Hayes ·
Friday, July 22, 2022 10:56 AM
City Clerk
-EXT- Closed Session Agenda Item 2: lnteivene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with
replacing the Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is
requesting the California Public Utilities Commission (CPU() approve $233 mi llion in the General
Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the
project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas
continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to
more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's:capacity. In SoCalGas'
GRC appl ication, they fa il to disclose the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across
from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station
situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learn ing in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size,
controversy, and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a
limited ability to explore project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City
of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to
push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety r isk from th~ compressor station. By
intervening, the City can push for thi,s project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas
to fi le an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC,
the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requ ires environmental
review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the Citys long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a fo rum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as
relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxna rd City Council
stood alongside the ir community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project.
Although the City Council does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to
do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level.

Sincerely,
Sarah Hayes

1

Tracy Oehler
Tessa Byars •
Friday, July 22, 2022 10:56 AM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

From:

Sent:

To:
Cc:
Subject

Dear Ventura City Counci l Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the Ventura
Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California Public Utilities
Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well
knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear.
SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to more than
double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose
the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club.
No other gas compressor station situated so dose to homes and where children spend their days learning in California,
and to our knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a proj ect of this size, controversy, and known
threats posed on the hea lth and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore project necessity and
environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and
weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By
intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for
a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity (''CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both
purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet
the City's long standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating t9 a less populated
·
location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside their
community and became an int ervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council does not have local
control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level.
Thank you,
Tessa Byars

Tessa Byars

I she/her/ hers
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Damien Etchaubard
Friday, July 22, 2022 11 :00 AM
City Clerk
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the.SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with rep lacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing
compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost
ratepayers will have to bear. SoCa lGas continues to spin this project as a ''modernization" but the new
compressor station is plan ned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential neighborhood,
across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station situated
so close to homes and where children spend their days learn ing in California, and to our knowledge, the entire
country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy, and
known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore project
necessity and environmental impacts and a~ternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas
GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk
from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project t o be pulled out of the GRC and
require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a
GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires environmental review
under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing demand for an EIR and
provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation
for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City Council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over t his project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level . .
Sincerely,
Damien Etchaubard
Ventura Resident

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise ca.ution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them I <<
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Tracy Oehler
Bernardo Salce
Friday, July 22, 2022 11: 11 AM
City Clerk
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

From:

Sent
To:
Subject:

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing
compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost
ratepayers will have to bear.
SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to
more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application,
they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary
school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and where
children spend their days learning in California, and to our knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy, and
known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.

By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an
application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"}. Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process
provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If the
Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to
look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts,
and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City Council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at th.e state level.

Sincerely,

Bernardo Salce H,:, Htm, t1
Digital Asset Manager• Photo Business Affairs
·.' •• · :·· ::..

... .. .

~

I Patagonia Photo

... .·; .' :. ,. .. :' . :.:,, . .. ·: .' ·:

1

Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:

To:
Cc:
Subject:

Frances Lee ,
Friday, July 22, 2022 11 :1 2 AM
City Clerk
Doug Halter; Jim Friedman; Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown;
Mike Johnson; Sofia Rubalcava
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members, Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to
move forward with replacing the Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is
requesting the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to
replace the exist ing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million,
ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a " modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned t o more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In
SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes,
an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and where
children spend their days learning in California, and to our knowledge, the entire country. We cannot allow SoCalGas to
use t he CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy, and known threats posed on the health
and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore project necessity and environmental impacts and
alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the proj ect to
push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can
push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public
Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need,
and requires environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long
standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for proj ect impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location. When a
polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City GOuncil stood alongside their community
and became an intervener in t he CPUC hearings on the project: Although the City Council does not have local control
over this project, you still have t he ability to do more to influence fhe outcome of this project at the state level.
Thank-you,
Frances Lee

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent
To:

Subject:

Alejandra Belalcazar •
Friday, July 22, 2022 11 :14 AM
City Clerk
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: lnteivene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with
replacing the Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is
requesting the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General
Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the
project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas
continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to
more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas'
GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located iri a residential neighborhood, across
from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station
situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size,
controversy, and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a
limited ability to explore project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City
of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at t he CPUC, and weigh in on the project to
push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By
intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas
to fi le an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC,
the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires environmental
review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as
relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council
stood alongside their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project.
Although the City Council does not have local contro l over this project, you still have the ability to
do more to influence t he outcome of this project at the state level.

Sincerely,
Alejandra Belalcaza r

1

Alejandra Belalcazar

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Amy Simon-Weiner
Friday, July 22, 2022 11:16 AM
City Clerk
Doug Halter; Jim Friedman; Jeannette Sanchez- Palacios; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown;
Mike Johnson; Sofia Rubalcava
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: lntervene,in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members, Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to
move forward with replacing the Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is
requesting the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to
replace the existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million,
ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCa lGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In
SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential n~ighborhood, across from homes,
an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and where
children spend their days learning in California, and to our knowledge, the entire country. We cannot allow SoCalGas to
use t he CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy, and known threats posed on the health
and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore project necessity and environmental impacts and
alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to
push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can
push for this project to be pulled _out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public
Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at bot h purpose and need,
and requires environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long
standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location. When a
polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside their community
and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the proj ect. Although the City Council does not have local control
. over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level.
Sincerely,
Arny Simon-Weiner

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them I <<
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Torey Rubrecht
Friday, July 22, 2022 11 :16 AM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN»). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City Council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
Thank You,
Torey Rubrecht
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them! <<
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Trag Oehler
From:

Sent
To:

Cc:
Subject:

K Rodriguez <
Friday, July 22, 2022 11 :21 AM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
The Socal Gas compressor needs to be SHUT DOWN ... The GREED that is being sought is only going to DAMAGE our city'
beautiful reputation as well as make MORE FAMILIES who live and/or work near this facility SICK, SOME WILL EVEN DIE
cause of this so called profit. We need t he city to join as an intervenor to protect children.
Do what is right for your citizens and SHUT it down. It is also a CRUCIAL time to think of my ancestors homeland, a land
that has giving you beyond BILLIONS of dollars. If you continue to neglect and disrespect this land your profit will
become ZERO sooner than you fail to rea lize. You can not keep raping our land of her natural resources and not face
consequences.
KC Rodriguez...
Ventura Chumash

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

George Walish
Friday, July 22, 2022 11:21 AM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez- Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
0

Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, S0Ca IGas has decided to move forward with replacing the Ventura
Compressor Station wit h a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California Public Utilities
Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well
knowing the total cost for t he proj ect will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear.
SoCalGas continues to spin this proj ect as a "modernization" but the new compressor stat ion is planned to more than
double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC a pp Iicat ion, they fail to disclose
the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club.
No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California,
and to o ur knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a m echanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy, and known
threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore project necessity and
environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and
weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from t he compressor station. By
intervening, the City can push for t his project t o be pulled out of t he GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for
a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN" ). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both
purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If t he Commission requi res a CPCN, this will meet
the City's long standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated
location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in t he City of Oxnard, Oxnard City Council stood alongside their
community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council does not have local
control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level.
George Walish
Ventura Resident & Community Member

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<

Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Friday, July 22, 2022 11:25 AM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenienc~ and Necessity
t CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN , this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
- Noah

Sent from my iPhone
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, e specially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them! <<
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Margot Davis
Friday, July 22, 2022 11:35 AM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in t he SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization• but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application , they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN , this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
(your name here)

Sent from Margot's iPad
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:

To:
Cc:
Subject:

Chad Christensen
Friday, July 22, 2922 11:45 AM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Jolinson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Unfortunately, Ventura County is experiencing heightened climate change impacts caused by fossil fuel
emissions and it is our duty, as citizens and stewards of our environment, to immediately reduce fossil fuel
extraction and fossil fuel use within our community.
Our city council has few opportunities to make the necessary and hard decisions to begin the immediate draw.
down of fossil fuels required to ensure local agriculture can continue produce high value commodities like
strawberries and avocados, protect local air quality from fugitive emissions to prevent asthma and other health
impacts, and begin the transition away from fossil fuels towards solar, wind and other renewable energy
sources.
Yes, this transition will require local industries that support petroleum to become local industries that support
solar and wind generation, on-peak storage and off-peak distribution, transmission infrastructure, building reinsullation, and a host of other "green" jobs. In essence, the sooner we transition away from the relatively few
oil industry jobs in our area to the many jobs that support renewable energy and energy efficiency, the.sooner
more local people will have better jobs and make Ventura a better place for all.
Despite what SoCalGas may claim, there is no "modernizing" fossil fuels. Change must begin somewhere.
Please have the courage and conviction to demand the CPUC require a full and complete EIR process. Even if
the council considers this demand as merely symbolic, please know that even symbolic stands against a
longtime extractive industry in our neighborhood will be supported by your constituents.
Thank you for your time and consideration, Chad Christensen

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:
To:

Subject:
Attachments:

Haley Ehlers
Friday, July 22, 2022 12:23 PM
City Clerk
- EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in t he SoCalGas GRC
CFROG_Closed Agenda Item 2_072522.pdf

Hello,
Please find a comment letter from CFROG pertaining to 7/25/22 Closed Session Agenda Item 2.
Thank you for t he opportunity,
Haley
Halev EhlAr~ l~hAlhArl

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them! <<
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July 22, 2022
Ventura City Council

Sent via email cityclerk@cityofventura.ca.gov

501 Poli Street
Ventura, CA 93001
Re: CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Councilmembers,
Climate First: Replacing Oil & Gas (CFROG) is a grassroots environmental nonprofit dedicated to
combating the climate crisis by working to shape the transition from fossil fuels to a carbon-free
economy in Ventura County. We are committed to the establishment of an economy that is
sustainable, inclusive, and promotes renewable energy. To this end, CFROG was a founding
member of the Westside Clean Air Coalition, a group of concerned community members and
organizations opposing the expansion of Southern California Gas Company's (SoCalGas) Ventura
Compressor Station. CFROG strongly urges the City of Ventura to formally intervene in
SoCalGas' General Rate Case application to ensure the demands and concerns of your
constituents are represented.

For over a year, the West Ventura community has been diligent in their fight to prioritize their
health and safety over SoCalGas profits. Despite clear and strong opposition from those living,
learning, and working near the facility, SoCalGas has included the natural gas compressor
station replacement and expansion project in their General Rate Case (GRC) to the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC). In addition to underestimating the ultimate project cost to
ratepayers in said GRC application, SoCalGas fails to note the sacrifice zone their project creates;
located in a residential neighborhood, across the street from homes, an elementary school, and
Boys & Girls Club.
We would like to thank you for your support for more investigation into the impacts of the
compressor expansion - with your May 2021 resolution - and call on you to ensure the CPUC has
all the necessary information to do just that.

PO Box 114 • Ojai, California 93024 • 805.794.0282 Ii> ed@cfrog.org • www.cfrog.org
CFROG is a 501/c/{3) tax-exempt organization

ID# 46-2660066
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By including this risky, major, unique, and controversial project in their GRC, SoCalGas will more
easily be able to streamline the approval and review process. By nature, GRC applications are
broad and do not allow a high level of analysis of environmental impacts and project
alternatives. To respect the concerns, health, and safety of your constituents, it is essential the
City of Ventura intervene in the GRC. This will provide you the opportunity to weigh in on the
project, push for alternatives that reduce local harm and safety risk, and push for a Certificate of
Public Convenience and Necessity (CPCN). This type of application requires analysis of purpose
and need and requires an environmental review under CEQA - a long-standing demand of your
City Council.
Removing the Ventura Compressor Station expansion plans out of the GRC and requiring a CPCN
is a very reasonable ask; as the CPUC has required this for compressor station replacements in
the past, most notably for the Aliso Canyon facility (before the major leak in 2015-16). The City's
intervention will increase the likelihood this modification is considered.
Over the last year, you have heard from countless community members, scientists and experts,
and organizations with concerns about this compressor station. It is clear this is not a
run-of-the-mill operation and interventions like this work. The City of Oxnard's intervention in
the CPUC hearings on the Puente Power Plant was instrumental in the closing of these major
polluting sources located in an environmental justice coastal area.
As a small, nonprofit organization currently intervening in a separate legal case involving fossil
fuel corporations, CFROG recognizes and empathizes with your likely concerns about cost and
capacity. But, we urge you to be brave and bold in the protection and representation of your
constituents. Please take this opportunity to influence the outcome of this project at the state
level.
Thank you for your consideration.
With urgency,
Haley Ehlers,
Associate Executive Director
Climate First: Replacing Oil & Gas (CFROG)

Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject

Greg Fite<
Friday, July 22, 2022 12:46 PM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station. By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
· GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCNn). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN , this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
(your name here)

Greg Fite
Havward, CA 94541-4328

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject

Rich Crowder
Friday, July 22, 2022 12:46 PM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the Ventura
Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California Public Utilities
,
Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well
knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear.
SoCalGas continues to spin t his project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to more than
double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In. SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose
the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club.
No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and wher,e children spend their days learning in California,
and to our knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to stream line a project of this size, controversy, and known
threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore project necessity and
environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and
weigh in on the project to push for alt ernatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By
intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for
a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, t he CPCN process provides a hard look at both
purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this
meet
the City's long st anding demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, m itigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated
location.

will

When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in t he City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside their
community and became an intervener in the CPUC hea rings on the project. Although the City Council does not have local
control over this project, you still have t he ability to do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level.

RICH CROWDER

I PHOTOGRAPHY EDITOR - PATAGON IA I :

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Rebecca Emigh
Friday, July 22, 2022 1:40 PM
City Clerk
·EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward w ith replacing the .Ventura
Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. socalGas is requesting the California Public Utilities
Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor Sti!ltion, well
knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will. have to bear.
SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to more than
double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose
the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club.
No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California,
and to our knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy, and known
threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore project necessity and
environmenta l impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and
weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By
intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for
a Certi ficate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both
purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet
the City's long standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated
location.
W he n a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City Council stood alongside their
community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council does not have local
control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level.

Rebecca Jean Emigh
Professor·
Sociology, UCLA

Los Angeles, CA 90095-1551

How Everyday Forms of Racial Categorization Survived Imperialist Censuses in Puerto Rico (with Patricia
Ahmed and Dylan Riley), Cham, Switzerland: Palgrave Macmilliam, 2021.
https://link.springer.com/book/10 .1007 /978-3-030-82518-8
1 '

Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:
To:

Subject:

Seana-Marie Sesma·
Friday, July 22, 2022 1:45 PM
City Clerk
. -EXT- Protect ALL residents of Ventura from So Cal Gas !

To: City Clerk of City of Ventura
Subject: CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members and Staff,
As a resident and business owner on the Westside of Ventura I have many concerns. Despite
strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has .decided to move forward with
replacing the Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is
requesting the California Public Utilities Commission (CPU() approve $233 million in the General
Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the
project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas
continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to
more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas'
GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential neighborhood - MY
Neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas
compressor station has been situated so close to homes and where children spend their days
learning in California, and to our knowledge, the entire country. This would never be allowed or
approved, if this was being proposed in a more prominent area of the city or the county. I feel
this is another way for our community to be subjected to a form of discrimination, based on a
lack of concern for our health and well being.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size,
controversy, and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a
limited ability to explore project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City
of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to
push for alternatives thafreduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By
intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas
to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"}. Unlike a GRC,
'
the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires environmental
review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as
relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City Council
stood alongside their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project.
1

Although the City Council does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to
do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level. Please take a stand for us,
ta ke a stand for the future of our community. Please do NOT ignore the needs or negate the
value of who we are on the westside of Ventura. We all have value as humans and deserve a safe
and healthy place to live.
Sincerely,
Seana-Marie Sesma
Founder I Creative Opportunity Specialist

Your PR Girls
Your 3.60 degree Promotional Resources team

~--~~-----------------NAweo-vc I President I Membership
National Association of Women Business Owners, Ventura County

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Juanita Vega •
Friday, July 22, 2022 1:SO PM
City Clerk
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC - Protect Seniors
and Residents

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Subject: CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members and Staff,
As a senior citizen and long time resident on the Westside of Ventura I have many concerns.
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with
replacing the Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is
requesting the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in t he General
Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the
project will be closer to $464 million, ult imately a cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas
continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to
more than double the horsepower of t he existing comp ressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas'
GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential neighborhood - MY
Neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas
compressor station has been situated so close to homes and where children spend their days
learning in California, and to our knowledge, the entire country. This would never be allowed or
approved, if this was being proposed in a more prominent area of the city or the co unty. I feel
this is another way for our community to be subjected to a form of discrimination, based on a
lack of concern for our health and w;ell being.
l

We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size,
controversy, and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a
limited ability to explore project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City
of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to
push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By
intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas
to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC,
the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires environmental
review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as
relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting power plant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City Council
stood alongside their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project.
Although th e City Council does not have loca l control over this project, you still have the ability to
1

do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level. Please take a stand for us,
take a stand for the future of our community. Please do NOT ignore the needs or negate the
value of who we are on the westside of Ventura. We all have value as humans and deserve a safe
and healthy place to live.
Sincerely,
Juanita Vega
Your PR girls - Your Promotional Resource Team
Promotional Resources~ Creative Event Producer~ Custom Team Apparel ~ Promotional Products~ Advertising
Specialties ~ Trade Show Booths~ Field Marketing~ Office Printing~ Custom Signage

FB: Your PR girls

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them! <<
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent
To:
Subject:

Nora Coyle
Friday, July 22, 2022 2:45 PM
City Clerk
-EXT- Environmental issues

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the Ventura
Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California Public Utilities
Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to,r.~place the existing compressor station,
well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimate'iy a cost ratepayers will have to bear.
SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to more than
double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose
the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Gir1s Club.
No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, •
and to our knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy, and known
threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore project necessity and
environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and
weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk f rom the compressor station.By
intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a
r Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both
purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet
the City's long standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor
capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
\/Vhen a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside their
community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council does not have local
control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level.
(your name here)
Sincerely,

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:

To:
Cc:
SUbject:

Katie Davis
Friday, July 22, 2022 2:50 PM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Mayor Rubalcava and Ventura City Council Members,
The Sierra Club agrees with CAUSE, the Westside Coalition, and the many other Ventura residents and organizations that
the City of Ventura needs to intervene in t he SoCalGas GRC in order to get the attention of t he CPUC. We have lawyers
and allies including Earthjustice who can help, but we need the city to be involved as well if we are to prevail in getting
alternatives considered and the health and safety of Ventura residents to be taken seriously.
There are alternatives. The new compressor station could be moved. It could also be much smal.ler and instead of
investing hundreds of millions of dollars in more fossil fuel infrastructure and locking in higher gas costs for consumers,
we could encourage reductions in gas usage in the areas served by the compressor, prim~rily Santa Barbara and Ventura
counties. The compressors could also be electric to reduce pollution, and SoCalGas could install as much solar and
batteries as they can to reduce the impact to our grid.
Despite strohg opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward w ith replacing the Ventura
Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is request ing the California Public Utilities
Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace t he existing compressor station, well
knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear.
SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to mo,re t han
double the horsepower of the exist ing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to 'd isclo se
the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club.
No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California,
and to our knowledge, the entire country.
·
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy, and known
threats posed on the health and safet y of our community. GRC's have a limited ability t o explore project necessity and
environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and
weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compresso,r stat ion.By
intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for
a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN" ). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both
purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, t his w ill meet
the City' s long standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated
location.
When a pollut ing powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City Council stood alongside their
community and became an intervener in t he CPUC hearings on the project. Although t he City Council does not have local
control over this project , you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level.
Sincerely,
Katie Davis
1

Chair, Sierra Club Santa Barbar a-Ventu ra Chapter
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:
To:

Subject:

Maya Nerenberg <
Friday, July 22, 2022 4:44 PM
City Clerk
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Please protect our commun ity!

i
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCa lGas has decided to move forward with
replacing the Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded faci lity. SoCalGas is
requesting the Ca lifornia Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General
Rate Case (GRC) to rep lace the existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the
project will be closer to $464.million, ultimately a cost ratepayers wi ll have to bear. SoCalGas
continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to
. more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas'
GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across
from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station
situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a proj ect of this size,
. controversy, and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a
lim ited ability to explore project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City
of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to
push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By
interven ing, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas
to fi le an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC,
the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires environmental
review under CEQA. If the Commission requ ires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as
re locating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council
stood alongside their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. ·
Although the City Council does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to
do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level.

Sincerely,

1

Maya Nerenberg

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<

2

Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Francis Mercier ·
Friday, July 22, 2022 4:59 PM
City Clerk
-EXT-Apposition to expansion of GAS Compressor Station

Dear Ven tura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to m ove forward with
replacing the Ventu ra Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded faci lity. SoCalGas is
requesting the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General
Rate Case (GRC) to repl ace the existing compressor station, well knowing the tota l cost for the
project w ill be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCa lGas
con tinues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to
more than double th e horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas'
GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across
from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station
situated so close to homes and where child re n spend their days learni ng in Californ ia, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
J
We ca nnot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamli ne a project of this size,
controversy, and known threats posed on the health and safety of ou r commu nity. GRC's have a
limited ability to explore project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City
of Ventura needs to in tervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPU C, and weigh in on the project to
push for altern atives that reduces local harms and safet y risk from the compressor sta ti on.By
intervening, the City can push for th is project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas
to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC,
t he CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires environ mental
review under CEQA. If the Comm ission requires a CPCN, t his w ill meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR an d provide a forum to look into whet her the proposed doubling of
compressor ca pacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as
re locating to a less popu lated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City co uncil
stood alongside th eir community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project.
Although the City Council does not have local contro l over this project, you still have the ability to
do more to influence the outcome of th is project at the state level.
Sincerely
Francis Mercier
Ventura, Ca. 93001
1

Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject

Kris Ohlenkamp
Friday, July 22, 2022 5:13 PM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the Ventura
Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California Public Utilities
Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well
knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear.
SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to more than
double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose
the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club.
No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California,
and to our knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy, and known
threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore project necessity and
environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and
weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk f rom the compressor station.By
intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application tor
a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both
purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEOA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet
the City's long standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated
location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside their
community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council does not have local
control over this project, you stil I have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level.
Kris Ohlenkamp
Ventura, CA 93003

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them I<<

Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Lilach Mendelovich
Friday, July 22, 2022 6:01 PM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in t he SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCNn). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
. environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN , this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.

Best,
Lilach Mendelovich
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<

1

Tracy Oehler
From:

Mitchell Johnson ·

Sent
To: ·

Friday, July 22, 2022 6:03 PM
City Clerk
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Subject:

Dear Ventu ra City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from res idents in Ventu ra, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with
replac ing the Ventu ra Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded fac ility. SoCalGas is
requesting the California Pub lic Uti lities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 mil lion in t he General
Rate Case (GRC) to rep lace the existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the
project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers wi ll have to bear. SoCalGas
continues t o spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is pl anned to
more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas'
GRC applicatio n, they fai l to disclose the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across
from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station
situated so close to homes an d whe re ch ildren spend their days learning in Califo rnia, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of t his size,
controversy, and known t hreats posed on the health and safety of our commun ity. GRC's have a
lim ited ability to explore project necessity an d environmental impacts and alternatives. The City
of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCa lGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to
push for altern atives that reduce s local harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By
intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas
to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC,
the CPCN process provi des a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires environmenta l
review under CEQA. If the Commission requi res a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into w hether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as
relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City counc il
stood alongside their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project.
Although the City Council does not have local co ntrol over this project, you still have th e ability to
do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level.

Best,
Mitchell

1

Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent

To:
Subject:

Maria Navarrete ·
Friday, July 22, 2022 6:26 PM
City Clerk
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Counc il Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with
replacing the Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facil ity. SoCalGas is
requesting the California Publ ic Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate
Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project w ill
be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin
th is proj ect as a "modernization" but the new compressor stat ion is planned to more t han double the
horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fai l t o
disclose the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary
schoo l and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and
where ch ildren spend their days learn ing in Ca liforn ia, and to our knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size,
controversy, and known threats posed on the health and safety of ou r community. GRC's have a
limited abil ity to exp lore p roject necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of
Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and we igh in on the project to push for
alternatives t hat reduces loca l harms and safety risk from the compresso r station.By interven ing, the
City can push for this project to be pul led out of t he GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application
for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process
provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and re qu ires environmental review under CEQA. If
the Commission requires a CPCN, this wi ll meet t he City's long stand ing demand for an EIR and
provide a forum t o look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is necessary,
mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as re locating to a less popu lated location.
When a polluting powerp lan~ was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City counci l stood
alongside their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although
the City Council does not have loca l control over th is project, you still have the abi lity to do more t o
influence the outcome of t his project at t he state leve l.

Sincerely,
Maria Navarrete

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them! <<
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:
To:

Subject

Dylan Pritchard ·
Friday, July 22, 2022 7:19 PM
City Clerk
-EXT- Closed Session Agenda Item #2: Intervene in t he So Cal Gas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California Public
Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 milHon in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing
compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost
ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor
station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas'
GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an
elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and where
children spend their days learning in California, and to ou r knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy, and
known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore project
necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas
GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from
the compressor station .By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require
SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the
CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If
the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to
look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and
alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside their
community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council does not have
local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state
level .

Sincerely,
Dylan Pritchard
East Ventura

.CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them! <<

Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent
To:

Subject:

Kristen Kessler ·
Friday, July 22, 2022 7:40 PM
City Clerk
-EXT- Closed Session Agenda Item 2: Intervene in So Cal Gas' General Rate Case

Dear Council Members,
Please intervene in So. Cal. Gas' General Rate Case (GRC) by expressing your concerns to the CPUC about the compressor
station. Residents on the west side have made it clear that they do not want the compressor station to be expanded in
t heir neighborhood. It is a danger to public safety and a super emitter of methane. The compressor station should either
be moved to a less populated location, or abandoned. At the very least, a full Environmental Impact Report should be
done before any other decisions are made. Please urge the CPUC to ho ld So. Cal Gas accountable by requiring them to
conduct an EIR.
Sincerely,
Kristen Kessler
East Ventura

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Ann Dorsey <
Friday, July 22, 2022 8:44 PM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Vent ura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the Ventura
Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California Public Utilities
Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well
knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear.
SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to more than
double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose
the project i s located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club.
There are no other gas compressor stations situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in
California, and possibly, the entire country.
SoCalGas should not be allowed to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy, and
known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore project
necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at
the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduce local harms and safety risk from the
compressor station. By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas
to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN" ). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process
provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission
requires a CPCN, t his will meet the City's long-standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the
proposed doubling of compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as
relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City Council stood alongside their
community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council does not have local
control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level.

Thank you,
Ann Dorsey

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent

Diana Kubilos
Saturday, July 23, 2022 10:09 AM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; M ike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

To:

Cc:
Subject

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward w ith replacing the Ventura
Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the california Public Utilities
Comm ission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well
knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear.
SoCa lGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to more than
double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose
the project is located in a residential neighborhood, ~cross from homes, an e lementary school and Boys and Girls Club.
No other gas compressor station is situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California,
and to our knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to stream line a project of t his size, controversy, and known
threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore proj ect necessity and
environmenta l impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at t he CPUC, and
weigh in o n the project to push for alternatives that reduces loca l harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By
intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for
a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both
purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet
the City's long standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated
location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside their
community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council does not have local
control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level.
Thank you and in community,
Diana Kubilos
Ventura, CA

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them! <<
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

·caryn Bosson ·
Saturday, July 23, 2022 10:20 AM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannett e Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
I find this to be outrageous. Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to
move forward with replacing the Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility.
SoCalGas is requesting the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General
Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost_for the project will be
closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as
a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the
existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is
located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No
other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in
California, and to our knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City qf Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
·

a

VVhen a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard , Oxnard City Council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Altho1.:1gh the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence t~e outcome of
this project at the state level.
·Sincerely,
Caryn Bosson
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Aileen Ottenweller ·

Sent:

Sat urday, July 23, 2Ua l U:l~ AM
City Clerk
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

To:
Subject:

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
I am upset. Despite the clear and strong opposition from myself and so many of my neighbors on the
Avenue and beyond, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the Ventura Compressor
Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California Public' Utilities
Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing
compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately
a cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but
the new compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing
compressor station's capacity;
As if that wasn't problematic enough that they are lying about the cost, in SoCalGas' GRC application,
they FAILED to disclose the project is located in my neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary
school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and
where children spend their days learning in California, and to our knowledge , the entire country. I
mean really, this is why setback rules are so important. How could anyone ignore that logic today?
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size,
controversy, and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a
limited ability to explore project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of
Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to
push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station. By
intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC.and require SoCalGas to
file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN") . Unlike a
GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires environmental
review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN , this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor
capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less
populated location.
When a polluting power plant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City Council stood
alongside their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although
the City Council does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to
influence the outcome of this project at the state level.
Please listen to your neighbors. This is our community. We have to look out for one another and do
the right thing.
Sincerely,
Aileen Ottenweller

1

Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:
To:

Matt Millette •
Saturday, July 23, 2022 10:41 AM
City Clerk

Cc:

Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Subject:

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station. By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
Matt & Kelly Millette
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Jack Adam Weber ·
Saturday, July 23, 2022 11:20 AM
City Clerk
Sofia Ru ba lcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
I live in Ventura County and DO NOT APPROVE of spending this kind of money on a new gas compressor.
We have to go 180 degrees the other direction and get off of polluting fossil fuels, especially because Ventura
County is the fastest warming region in the lower 48 states and because this compressor is in a vulnerable
area to children,, schools and other families. Invest the money in clean energy!
Thank you, Jack Adam Weber
Ventura County
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them! <<
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Tracy O~hler
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject

Lynn Creighton
Saturday, July 23, 2022 11:29 AM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,

STOP STOP STOP STOP STOP
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing
the Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the
California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace
the existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million,
ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but
the new compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor
station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residentia l
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our communi

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them I<<
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent
To:

Cc:
Subject:

lori bates
Saturday, July 23, 2022 11:56 AM
City Clerk
.
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy, ·
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN»). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
Lori Bates

Sent from my iPad
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them! <<
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-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station ; well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
(your name here)

John Oda
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<
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Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
.compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
·("CPCN"}. Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard , Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
Jamie Cherry
Concerned Mother and Constituent
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them! <<
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Subject:

Jayne Turcotte
Saturday, July 23, 2022 1:45 PM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez- Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Please intervene on behalf of the Westside residents. Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCa IGas has
decided to move forward with replacing the Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility.
SoCalGas is requesting the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case
(GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464
million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but
the new compressor station is planned to more than double t he horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. Most if not all of the gas is being sent to Santa Barbara county, so why should the westside of Ventura bear all
of the costs. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to d isclose the proj ect is located in a residential neighborhood,
across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station situated so close to
homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our knowledge, the entire count ry.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy, and known
threats posed on the hea lth and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore project necessity and
environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and
weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By
intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for
a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity {"CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both
purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside their
community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council does not have local
control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level.
Also, since the gas is going to Santa Barbara residents, perhaps t he City of Ventura can reach out to the Santa Barbara
City Council to ask them to join forces with us.
Sincerely, Jayne Turcotte
Ventura CA 93003

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
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Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move foiward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the P,roposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does· not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
Thank you,
Shain Herbert
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them! <<
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Dear Ventura City Council Members,

Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has deci ded to move forward with
replacing the Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded fa cility. SoCalGas is
requesting the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 mlll io n in the General
Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the
project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas
continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to
more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas'
GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across
from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station
situated so close to homes and where children spend t he ir days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire co untry.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size,
controversy, and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a
limited ability to explore project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City
of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to
push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the 1 compressor station.By
intervening, the City ca n push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas
to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC,
the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires environmental
review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as
relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxn ard, Oxnard City council
stood alongside their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project.
Although the City Council does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to
do more to influence t he outcome of this project at the state level.
Sincerely,
Alyssa Ball

1

Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:
To:
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Grace Bueti Malloy ·
Saturday, July 23, 2022 2:56 PM
City Clerk
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from reside nts in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with
rep lacing the Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded faci lity. SoCa lGas is
requesting the California Public Uti lities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General
Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the
project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers w il l have to bear. SoCalGas
continues to spin th is project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to
more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas'
GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across
from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station
situated so close to homes and where ch ildren spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size,
controversy, and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a
limited ability to explore project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City
of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCa lGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to
push for alternatives that reduces loca l harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By
interven ing, the City can push for th is project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas
to file an application for a Certificat e of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Un like a GRC,
t he CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requi res environmental
review under CEQA. If the Commission requ ires a CPCN, this wi ll meet the City's long standing
demand fo r an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as
relocating to a less populated location.
When a po lluting power plant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City Council
stood alongside their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project.
Although the City Council does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to
do m ore to influence the outcome of this project at the state level.
Sincerely,
Grace Malloy
Ojai,CA
1

Grace Bueti Malloy
Program Director, Poco Farm

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
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Dear Ventura City Council Members, Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to
move forward with replacing the Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is
requesting the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 mill.i on in the General Rate Case (GRC) to
replace the existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million,
ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this proj ect as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double t he horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In
SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes,
an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor stat ion situated so close to homes and where
children spend their days learning in California, and to our knowledge, the entire country. We cannot allow SoCalGas to
use the CRG as a mechanism to stream line a project of this size, controversy, and known threats posed on the hea lth
and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore project necessity and environmental impacts and
alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to
push for alternatives t hat reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor st ation.By intervening, the City can
push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public
Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need,
and requires environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the Cit y's long
standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alt ernatives such as relocating to a less populated location. When a
polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside their community
and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council does not have local control
over this proj ect, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level.
Kind Regards
-Vanessa Klein

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them I<<
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Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with
replacing the Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facil ity. SoCalGas is
requesting the Ca lifornia Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate
Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, wel l knowing t he tota l cost for the project will
be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers wi ll have to bear. SoCalGa s continues to spin
this project as a "modernization" but the new comp ressor station is planned to more t han double t he
horsepowe r of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fa il to
disc lose the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary
school and Boys and Girls Clt..ib. No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and
where children spend their days learning in Cal ifornia, and to our knowledge, the entire count ry.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism t o streamline a project of this size,
controversy, and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a
limited ability to exp lore project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of
Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for
alternatives that reduces local harms and safety ris k from the compressor station.By intervening, the
City can push for this project to be pulled out of t he GRC and require SoCalGas t o file an application
for a Certificate of Publ ic Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Un like a GRC, the CPCN process
provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requi res enviro nmental review under CEQA If
the Commission requ ires a CPCN, this wi ll meet the City's long standing demand for an EIR and
provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is necessary,
m itigation for project impacts, and alternat ives such as relocating to a less populated loca tion.
When a pol luting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City Counci l stood
alongside thei r community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although
the City Cou nci l does not have local con t ro l over this project, you still have the ability to do more to
influence the outcome of this proj ect at the state level.

Sincerely,
Izzy de la Meme

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise cau.tion when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them! <<
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Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with
replacing the Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded fac ility. SoCalGas is
requesting the Ca lifornia Public Utilities Comm ission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate
Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will
be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers wil l have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin
this proj ect as a "modern ization" but the new compressor station is planned to more than double the
horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fai l to
disclose the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary
school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and
where children spend their days learning in Ca lifornia, and to our knowledge, the ent'ire count r.y.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a proj ect of th is size,
cont roversy, and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a
limited ability to explore proj ect necessity and envi ronm ental impacts and alternatives. The City of
Ventura needs to int ervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for
alternatives that reduces local harm s and safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the
City ca n pus h for this proj ect to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application
for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process
provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If
the Commission requires a CPCN, this wi ll meet t he City's long standing demand for an EIR and
provide a fo rum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is necessary,
mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerp lant was being proposed in t he City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood
alongside their comm unity and became an intervener in t he CPUC heari ngs on the project. Although
the City Council does not have local control over th is project, you stil l have the ability to do more to
influence th e outcome of this project at t he state level.
Sincerely,
Charles Bosson

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
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Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The.City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC , and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station .By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
·
Genevieve Barrere

Sent from my iPhone
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
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Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General.Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SaCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known thre.ats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
· does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
Monica Demetry

Sent from my iPhone
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
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From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dea r Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with
re'placing t he Ve ntura Compressor .Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is
requesting the California Public Ut ilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the Genera l
Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well know ing the tota l cost for the
project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas
continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to
more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas'
GRC application, they fai l to disclose the project is located in a residential neighborh ood, across
from homes, an elementary sch ool and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station
situated so close to homes and where ch ildren spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We ca nnot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size,
controversy, and known threats posed on the health and safety of our comm unity. GRC's have a
limited ability to explore project necessity an d environmental impacts and alternatives. Th e City
of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCa lGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to
push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By
intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas
to fi le an application fo r a Certificate of Public Conveni ence and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC,
the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires environmental
review under CEQA. If the Commission requ ires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a fo rum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitiga tion fo r project impacts, and alternatives such as
relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council
stood alongside the ir community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project.
Although the City Council does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to
do more to infl uence the outcome of th is project at the state level.
Sincerely,
Summer Dalton
Ventura

Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:

Subject

Lisa Myers
Saturday, July 23, 2022 4:57 PM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard , Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
Lisa Myers

Sent from my iPhone
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them! <<
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Tracy· Oehler
From:

Sent
To:

Subject:

Katherine Carmichael ,
Saturday, July 23, 2022 7:14 PM
City Clerk
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Counc il Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with
rep lacing the Ventura Compressor Station with a much la rger and expanded facil ity. SoCalGas is
requesting the Ca lifornia Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 mill ion in the General Rate
Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, wel l knowing the total cost for t he project will
be closer to $464 mill ion, u lt imately a cost ratepayers wil l have to bear. SoCalGas cont inues to spin
this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to more than double the
horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fa il to
disclose the project is located in a residentia l neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary
school and Boys and Girls Cl ub. No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and
where children spend the ir days learning in California, and to our knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot al low SoCalGas to use t he CRG as a mechanism to streaml ine a project of th is size,
controversy, and known t hreats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a
limited ability to explore project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of
Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for
alternatives that reduces loca l harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the
City can push for this project to be pul led out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to fi le an application
for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process
provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If
the Comm ission requ ires a CPCN, th is will meet the City's long standing demand for an EIR and
provide a forum to look into whet her the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is necessary,
mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less popu lated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood
alongside their commun ity and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although
the City Council does .not have local control over th is proj ect, you still have the ability to do more to
influence the outcome of th is project at the state level.
Sincerely,
Katherine Carmichael

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Tiffany Trunz
Saturday, July 23, 2022 8:18 PM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition f rom residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the Ventura
Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California Public Utilit ies
Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well
knowing the total cost for t he proj ect will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear.
SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to more than
double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose
the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club.
No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and where children spend t heir days learning in Ca lifornia,
and to our knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of t his size, controversy, and known
threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRCs have a limited ability to explore project necessity and
environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and
weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station. By
intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for
a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both
purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If t he Comm ission requires a CPCN, t his will meet
t he City's long standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
com pressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated
location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City Council stood alongside t heir
community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although t he City Council does not have local
control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence t he outcome of this project at the state level.
Sincerely,
Tiffany Trunz

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<

1

Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Gabriella Sanchez ·
Saturday, July 23, 2U22 8:42 PM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda ltein 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council M~mbers,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a 'mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
rcPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location ..
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
(your name here)

Sent from my iPad
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them! <<
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Aran Darling
Saturday, July 23, 2022 9:26 PM
City Clerk
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with
replacing the Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is
requesting the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General
Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the
project will be closer to $464 mill ion, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas
continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to
more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas'
GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across
from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station
situated so close to homes and where chi ldren spend thei r days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechan ism to streamline a project of this size,
controversy, and known threats posed on the health and safety of our commun ity. GRC's have a
limited ability to explore project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City
of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to
push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By
intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and req uire SoCalGas
to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC,
the CPCN process p rovides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires environmental
review under CEQA. If the Comm ission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as
relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council
stood alongside their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project.
Although the City Council does not have local contro l over this project, you still have the ability to
do more to inf luence the outcome of this project at the state level.

Sincerely, .
Aran Darling
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:
To:

Subject:

Saturday, July 23, 2022 9:55 PM
City Clerk
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
I am writing as a 28-year VC resident to urge you to intervene with the CPUC to protect our
community from the health and climate dangers posed by SoCalGas's compressor station
expansion.
Listed by the Cal EPA as a disadvantaged community already facing some of the highest pollution in
all of California, residents on the Westside of Ventura suffer from unacceptable negative health
outcomes due to pollution from the oil and gas industry. Fossil gas produces health-damaging toxins
including nitrogen oxides, carbon monoxide & particulates. It also releases methane (CH4) which,
pound for pound, is 104 times more potent than carbon dioxide (CO2) at heating our atmosphere over
a 10-year period - the timeframe in which scientists warn we must cut greenhouse gas pollution 43%
to have any hope of limiting Global Heating enough to avoid irreversible impacts (including less
snowmelt, and more aridification, wildfires, and tree die-offs) that will trigger cascading, selfreinforcing feedback loops, speeding catastrophic Climate Breakdown.
The compressor station in question has been identified as a methane super-emitter by NASA, has a
bad track record of leaks and violations, and represents a clear case of environmental injustice. To
add insult to injury, it is located directly across the street from EP Foster Elementary School and an
adjacent Boy and Girls Club, near hundreds of homes with small children -- releasing methane into
the air that is sickening these families and fueling runaway Climate Chaos at a time when Ventura
County already represents the fastest heating county in the continental U.S. -- with the extreme
drought and wildfire conditions to prove it. Expanding this project will also increase the risk of
explosion, further endangering students and other residents in the surrounding neighborhood.
IPCC's "Mitigation of Climate Change" Report, released this past April, urges "immediate and deep"
emissions cuts across all sectors. It warns that existing and planned fossil fuel projects already
exceed what our climate can handle. Our community, and our county, simply can not afford anymore
fossil fuel pollution or its outsized harms to our public health and safety.
Despite these facts, and strong and persistent opposition from Ventura residents, SoCalGas has
decided to move forward with replacing the Ventura Gas Compressor Station with a much larger
and expanded facility. SoCalGas is even requesting that the California Public Utilities Commission
(CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor
station, knowing full well that the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million - a cost
ratepayers will ultimately have to shoulder.
SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization", but the new compressor station is
planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In
SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the fact that the project is located in a residential
neighborhood. No other gas compressor station in all of California is situated so close to homes
1

and near where children spend their days learning or, to our knowledge, anywhere in our entire
country.
As our representatives, you cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to
streamline a project of this size, controversy, and known threats to sidestep the health and safety
impacts on our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore project necessity and
environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura must intervene in the SoCalGas GRC
at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduce local harms and
safety risks from the compressor station. By intervening, the City can push for this project to be
pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public
Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at
both purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission
requires a CPCN, that action will meet the City's long standing demand for an EIR and provide a
forum for exploring whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is necessary,
mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating the station to a less populated
location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, the Oxnard City Council
stood alongside their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project.
While we understand the City Council does not have local control over this project, you do still
have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level.

As a student of biology, the dangers of breathing cancer-causing chemicals, like the
formaldehyde, benzene, toluene, ethyl-benzene and xylene routinely emitted from fossil
gas facilities, was drilled into me from my first days of lab work. As the parent of a child
with gas-pollution-triggered asthma, I've anxiously watched my own daughter struggle
to breath. It is unconscionable to knowingly allow SoCalGas to site their dangerous,
polluting infrastructure anywhere near where children congregate daily, exposing them
to the constant danger of respiratory health issues and life-threatening explosions.
Parents shouldn't have to worry whether our kids are safe in our own homes and
schools. Please stand up for our residents and community.
Sincerely,
Rose Ann Witt
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:

To:
Cc:

Summer Staeb •
Sunday, July 24, 2022 12:1 2 AM

City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios

Subje,t

-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard , Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
·
Summer Staeb

Sent from my iPhone
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:

To:
Cc:
Subject:

Wade Carr
Sunday, July 24, 2022 7:15 AM
City Clerk
Doug Halter; Jim Friedman; Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown;
Mike Johnson; Sofia Rubalcava
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members, Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to
move forward with replacing t he Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is
requesting t he California Public Utilit ies Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in t he General Rate Case (GRC) to
replace the existing compressor station, w ell knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million,
ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin t his project as a " modernizat ion" but the new
compressor station is planned to more t han double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In
SoCalGas' GRC applicat ion, they fail to disclose t he project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes,
an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and where
children spend their days learning in California, and to our knowledge, the entire country. We cannot allow SoCalGas t o
use the CRG as a mechanism to st reamline a project of t his size, controversy, and known threats posed on the health
and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explo re p roject necessity and environmental impacts and
alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in t he SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to
push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can
push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificat e of Public
Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN") . .Unlike a GRC, t he CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need,
and requires environmental review under CEQA If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long
standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor ca pacity is
necessary, ,mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location. When a
polluting powerplant was being proposed in t he City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside their community
and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings o n the project. Although the City Council does not have local control
o ver this project, you still have t he ability to do more to influence t he outcome of t his project at the state level. (your
name he re)

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them I<<

Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Mackenzie Warner
Sunday, July 24, 2022 7:22 AM
City Clerk
.
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder, Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
· Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC)\ approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community . GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN") . Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN , this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the st ate level.
(your name here)

Sent from my iPhone
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
> > Please verify all links and attachments before opening them! <<
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:

To:
Cc:
Subject:

susan chapin ·
Sunday, July 24, 2022 7:36 AM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despfre strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our'community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
Susan Chapin
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:

To:
Cc:

Subject

Marsha Jamison
Sunday, July 24, 2022 7:44 AM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case {GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's ·
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to .intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
Marsha Jamison
Sent from my iPhone
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:

To:

Gordon Clint
Sunday, July 24, 2022 8:00 AM
City Clerk

Subject:

-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with
replacing the Ven'tura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas Js
requesting the California Public Utilities Commission (CPU() approve $233 million in the General
Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the
project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas
continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to
more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas'
GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across
from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station
situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow ~oCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of thi"s size,
controversy, and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a
limited ability to explore project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City
of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to
push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By
intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas
to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity {"CPCN"). Unlike a GRC,
the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires environmental
review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as
relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council
stood alongside their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project.
Although the City Council does not have local contro l over this project, you still have the ability to
do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level.
·Sincerely,
Gordon Clint
Newbury Park, CA 91320
1

Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent
To:
Subject:

Sunday, July 24, 2022 8:00 AM
City Clerk
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with
replacing the Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCa lGas is
requesting the California Public Uti lities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the Genera l
Ra te Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, wel l knowing the total cost for the
project will be closer to $464 mil lion, ultimately a cost ratepayers wil l have to bear. SoCalGas
continues to spin this project as a "modernization", but the new compressor station is planned to
more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas'
GRC application, they fai l to disclose the project is in a residential neighborhood, across from
homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station situated
so close to homes and where ch ildren spend their days learning in California, and t o our
knowledge, the entire country
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size,
controversy, and known threats posed on the health and safety of our commun ity. GRC's have a
lim ited ability to explore project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City
of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCa lGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to
push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station. By
intervening, the City can push for this project to be pul led out of the GRC and requ ire SoCalGas
to file an appl ication for a Certificat e of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC,
the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires environmental
review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubl ing of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as
relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxna rd, Oxnard City Council
stood alongside their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the proj ect.
Alt hough the City Council does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to
do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level.
Sincerely,
Kevin C. Cannon
Santa Rosa Valley

Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Lupe Anguiano
Sunday, July 24, 2022 8:01 AM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. S0Ci9IGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project. you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
Lupe Anguiano

Sent from my iPhone
CAUTION : This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:

To:
Cc:
Subject:

Sunday, July 24, 2022 9:51 AM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in. Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the.General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horse'power of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
VVhen a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
I urge you to step up for the citizens of Ventura, stop the steamroll of public utilities over citizens. Please do the
right thing for all of us
Respectfully,
Jim Day
Ventura 93003

Sent from my iPhone
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:
To:

Subject:

Kristen Kessler •
Sunday, July 24, 2022 10:23 AM
City Clerk
. -EXT- Updated comment for Agenda Items #2

Hello, l am updat ing my previously sent comment on the So. Cal Gas Compressor station because it contained
inaccurate information. Can you please use t his comment instead of my first one?
Thank you,
Kristen Kessler
Dear Council Members,
Please intervene in So. Cal. Gas' General Rate Case (GRC) by expressing your concerns to the CPUC about the compressor
station. Residents on t he west side have made it clear that they do not want the compressor station to be expanded in
t heir neighborhood. It is a danger to public safety. The compressor station should either be moved to a less populated
location, or abandoned. At the very least, a full Environmental Impact Report should be done before any other decisions
are made. Please urge the CPUC to hold So. Cal Gas accountable by requiring them to conduct an EIR.
Sincerely,
Kristen Kessler
East Ventura

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Jim Wilson
Sunday, July 24, 2022 10:49 AM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station. By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.

R/ Jim Wilson, Oxnard 93036
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
·
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:

To:
Cc:
Subject:

Michael Briley
Sunday, July 24, 2022 11 :04 AM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in t he SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts ano alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC , and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting power plant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City Council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
(your name here)
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<

Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent
To:

Cc:
Subject:

donna freiermuth
Sunday, July 24, 2022 11:16 AM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the .
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as.a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.

a

\Nhen a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
donna freiermuth
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<

Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Krist a M agallo n
Sunday, July 24, 2022 11:18 AM
City Clerk
So fia Rubalcava; Joe Schroed er; Lo rrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED S_
ESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more .than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential ·
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an El R and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
\Nhen a polluting powerplant was beihg proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
(your name here)
Krista Magallon

Sent from my iPhone
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
·
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them! <<
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:
To:

Cc:

Subject

Frieda Gough
Sunday, July 24, 2022 8:46 AM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: lnteivene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
(your name here)

Katharine Pond

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Angela Ocone
Sunday, July 24, 2022 12:36 PM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
· Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization• but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station. By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
Angela Ocone
CAUTION: This email originated from outs.ide the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject

Dulanie La Barre
Sunday, July 24, 2022 12:50 PM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Jo hnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Counci l Members,
Just say NO.... to the Southern California Gas Co. expansion of the Ventura Compressor Station w ithout conducting and
passing a CEQA process. This project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school
and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and where children spend t heir
days learning in California, and to our knowledge, t he entire country. It's another shameful example of the systemic
racism and environmental injustice perpetuated against lower income communities. Just say no.
We cannot allow SoCalGas t o use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy, and known
t hreats posed on t he health and safety of our community. GRC' s have a limited ability to explore project necessity and
environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Vent ura needs to intervene in t he SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and
weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By
intervening, t he City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas t o file an application for
a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both
purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet
the City' s long standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated
location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City o f Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside their
community and became an intervener in t he CPUC hearings on t he project. Although the City Council does not have local
control over t his project, you still have the ability to do more to influence t he outcome of this project at the state level.
Dulanie Ellis-La Barre CAUTION: This

email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise
caution when opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:

To:
Cc:

Subject

Paula Munoz .
_
Sunday, July 24, 2022 1:13 PM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
(your name here)

Sent from my iPhone
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Gail Furillo •
Sunday, July 24, 2022 1:47 PM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT-. CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in t he SoCalGas GRC
·'

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas ~RC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station. By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City' s long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
(your name here)

Sent from my iPad
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent

To:
Cc:
Subject:

Gene Zubrinsky
Sunday, July 24, 2022 2:07 PM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez- Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization• but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application , they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, acr0ss from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.

a

We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety\ of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station. By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an El R and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not hav~ local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
·
Gene Zubrinsky
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<<
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:

Tricia Keen
Sunday, July 24, 2022 2:42 PM

To:

City Clerk
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: lnteivene in the SoCalGas GRC

. Subject

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California Public
Utifities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 millfon in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing
compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the proj ect will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost
ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernizatio n" but the new compressor
station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas'
GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an
elementary school and Boys and G irls Club. No other gas com pressor station situated so close to homes and where
children spend their days learning exists in California, o r, to our knowledge, in the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism lo streamline a project of this size, controversy, and
known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore project
necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives.
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~c at.the CPUC,5IDd weigh in.off th~roject to push.for alternatives that reduces_local harms and ·safetyrisk.from

~!Je. 9.Qm.r,?ressor:'statiqnC
:J~y}ilterveiling ,Ttl.i9.i.!Y_can push'for th(iP.f9.1EE9tt9. P~Ulled .Q1Jf.9.fl~e~G8.Q:~-n,fr ~
!S•c~R ~as fo_ni~:~~b eP.JJT!catfon f.oFaQ~r!jficate of Public-C9_ny~r,i.~12~.e and l'iecessJ.tY.-f'.~~p_cN~)] Unlike a GRC, the
CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If
the Commission requires

a CPCN, this will meet t he C ity's long standing demand for an ElR and p rovide a forum to

look into w hether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project im pacts, and
alternatives such as relocating to

a less

populated location .

When a polluting p owerplanl was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City Council stood alongside their
community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council does not have
local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of this project at the s1ate
level. Please stand up for our Westside community.

Sincerely,
Tricia Keen
ntura 93001
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:
To:

Subject:

To dd Collart
Sunday, July 24, 2022 3:02 PM
City Clerk; Council
-EXT- So Cal Gas General Rat e Increase

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
You will likely receive the two last paragraphs of this email from many Venturans who
are opposed to the Compressor Plant's expansion. I want to add my own remarks to
the well thought out critique in the. last two paragraphs. I am a ratepayer like all of
you. I believe the CPUC is suffering from Stockholm syndrome based on its decisions
relative to the SCG request. How the CPUC accepted the project as rate increase item
and not a new project is infuriating. In doing so, the CPUC steered the project out of
the usual evaluative process, one that would have given the City the power to review
the compressor plant's 1988 Conditional Use Permit with a comprehensive EIR. We
are all being shortchanged by the present CPUC process. I urge the Council to
vigorously challenge the proposal and put into the Certificate of Public

Convenience and Necessity (CPCN) class of projects.
The CPUC asked SCG to provide alternative sites for the compressor and it produced a
report with elaborate cost/benefit tables to justify keeping the plant where it is currently,
while expanding its capacity. I reviewed this report, and as far as I can tell, SCG never
factored into its calculations the cost of maintaining adequate liability insurance to
cover the community losses following a major explosion or leak/release. SCG did not
estimate the cost of a possible worst case incident, nor the potential value of its
property should it be residentially developed. These costs and potential benefits
should have led to a decision to move the plant to a different location . But these
factors were not considered .
Gas consumption must decrease and eventually end if we are to reach Green House Gas
(GHG) emission levels set by the State and science. Curtailing gas usage must also be a
significant part of Ventura's Climate Action and Resilience Plan (CARP). To this end the
Ventura Climate Goalition (VCC) has urged the Council to promptly enact an ordinance to
disallow gas connections in virtually all new construction. There is no reason to wait until
a CARP is adopted to take this action. A commitment to enact curtail new gas
connections would send a strong signal to the CPUC that the City is turning away from
SCG's product and its efforts to further entrench itself in our power system for decades to
come - all at ratepayer expense. Every new petroleum-based piece of equipment has a
life span that standard economic analysis says must be exhausted before it is
cost effective to replace it with an alternative that does not doom our future with decades
of GHG emissions. SCG's business model is fundamentally at odds with
1

a livable future. SCG plans to cling to that business model as the planet dies and decision
makers facilitate our collective demise. Do not be a party to SCG's business plan.

Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas
has decided to move forward with replacing the Ventura
Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility.
SoCalGas is requesting the California Public Utilities Commission
(CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to
replace the existing compressor station, well knowing the total
cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost
ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this
project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is
planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing
compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application,
they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and
Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station situated so
close to homes and where children spend their days learning in
California, and to our knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of
this size, controversy, and known threats posed on the health and safety of our
community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore project necessity and environmental
impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC
at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local
harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for
this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for
a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN
process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires environmental
review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long
standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed
doubling of compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and
alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City
council stood alongside their community and became an intervener in the CPUC
hearings on the project. Although ttie City Council does not have local control over this
project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of this project at
the state level.

2

Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:
To:
subject:

Erik Fruth ·
Sunday, Ju ly 24, 2022 3:33 PM
City Clerk
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: lnteivene in the SoCalGas GRC
(

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the Ventura
Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting t he California Public Utilities
Commission {CPUC) approve $233 million in t he General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well
knowing t he total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear.
SoCalGas continues to spin this proj ect as a "modernizat ion" but t he new compressor station is planned to more than
double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCa IGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose
the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club.
No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California,
and to our knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy, and known
threats posed on the health and safety of our communi ty. GRC's have a limited ability to explore project necessity and
environmental impact s and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and
weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station. By
intervening, t he City can push for t his project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to f ile an application for
a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both
purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If t he Commission requires a CPCN, t his w ill meet
t he City' s long st anding demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed do ubling of
1
compresso r capacity i s necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated
location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside their
community and became an intervener in t he CPUC hearings on t he project. Although t he City Council does not have local
control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the o utcome of this project at the state level.

Erik Fruth (he/ him)

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them I <<
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

1694online - Rubinbl
Sunday, July 24, 2022 3:49 PM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
I would like to add some additional comments:
* I would strongly support a project to upgrade and fix the existing issues at the SoCalGas site, which is one of
the worse methane polluters in the area, to reduce health risks to the community including children attending
the nearby elementary school and Boys and Girls Club.
* How can SoCalGas justify expanding the capacity of the Ventura Compressor Station? California already
generates about 50 percent of electrical power using natural gas and this is probably a high point as more
renewable energy sources come on line. The 2022 California Building Energy Efficiency Standards will push
the preferred residential energy source from natural gas to electricity which will also reduce capacity for new
natural gas supplies.
* I am a resident of Camarillo, but strongly support any Ventura County residents helping to improve our
environment. I am also fortunate to live in Leisure Village which had the foresight to be an all electric
community from the inception in the early '70s.
Brian Rubin
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Kathryn Seim
Sunday, July 24, 2022 3:52 PM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million , ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an El R and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
Kat Seim
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them! <<
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:

To:
Cc:
Subject:

Thomas McCormick
Sunday, July 24, 2022 4:03 PM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
I am in agreement with the following statements:
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernizationn but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station .By intervening, the City can push for this project to be ·pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEOA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City Council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
·
Tom McCormick
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

elisabeth lamar
Sunday, July 24, 2022 4:08 PM
City Clerk
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION.Agenda Item 2: lnteivene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with
re pla ci ng the Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facil ity. SoCa lGas is
requesting the Californ ia Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 mill ion in the Genera l
Rate Case (GRC) to re place the existing compresso r station, we ll knowing the total cost fo r the
project wi ll be closer to $464 mi llion, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas
continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but t he new compressor station is planned to
more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor st ation's capacity. In SoCalGas'
GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a resident ial neighborhood, across
from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station
situ ated so close to homes and where ch ildren spend their days lea rning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire co untry.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use t he CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of th is size,
controversy, and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRCs have a·
li mited ability to explore project nec~ssity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City
of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCa lGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to
push fo r alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station . By
interven ing, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and requi re SoCa lGas
to file an application for a Certificate.of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC,
the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requ ires environmental
revi_ew under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this w ill meet the City's long-standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation fo r project impacts, and alternativE;?s such as
re locating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplan t wa s being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City Council
stood alongside their commun ity and became an intervene r in th e CPUC hearings on the project.
Although the City Council does not have loca l contro l over this project, you still have the ability to
do more to infl uence the outcome of this project at the state level.
Sincerely,
Elisabeth Lamar
Chair of the Ventura Sierra Club
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Kathleen Wheeler
Sunday, July 24, 2022 4:15 PM
City Clerk
Doug Halter; Jim Friedman; Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown;
Mike Johnson; Sofia Rubalcava
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the Ventura
Compressor Station w ith a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California Public Utilities
Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well
knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 m illion, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear.
SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to more than
double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose
the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club.
No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California,
and to our knowledge, the entire country. We cannot allow SoCalGas t o use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a
project of this size, controversy, and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a
limited ability to explore project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to
intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms
and safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC
and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC,
the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If the
Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into
whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives
such as relocating to a less populated location. When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard,
Oxnard City council stood alongside their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project.
Although the City Council does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence
the outcome of this project at the state level. (your name here)

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent
To:

Subject

Suzanne Harvey·
Sunday, July 24, 2022 5:33 PM
City Clerk
-EXT- Closed Session: Agenda Item #2, SoCalGas Item 2 - GRC Intervention

Dear Members of the Ventura City Council;
Against clear opposition from the Community, Southern California Gas Company has made the decision to
proceed with its plans to greatly expand its existing compressor station in Ventura. The station is located in a
high-density area, a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school, and a Boys and Girls
Club.
.
The Company has asked the California Public Utilities Commission to approve $233 million in a General Rate
Case to cover a portion of the costs of the expansion. Estimates are that the project will in fact, end up costing
closer to $450+ million. Obviously, if approved, the cost of the rate increase will be passed on to r:ate payers.

Our natural environment is already under siege, please do not allow Southern California Gas Co. to use its rate
case request as a means of bypassing thorough project review including, most importantly, environmental and
safety review. General Rate Case applications have limited ability to require review of the actual necessiry of
projects or, their environmental impacts. Applications of this type can be used as a way to avoid thorough
project scrutiny. The scientific literature is dear on the environmental and safety impacts of compressor
stations.
Please assert your authority and require the Company to file an application for a Certificate of Public
Convenience and Necessity instead ofa General Rate Case. This project begs for further review. Is a doubling of
compressor capacity even necessary? What are the environmental impacts of the expansion? What, if any>
mitigation strategies are proposed? Have other altemative sites been considered, sites in less populated areas?

It would be in the best interests of residents of the City of Ventura, not to mention others outside of the City
who would be negatively impacted by the environmental impacts of an expanded compressor station, not to
mention safety concerns, to intervene in the Company's current request before the California Public Utility
Commission.
While the Ventura City Council does not have control over this project, it does have the authority to weigh in
at the state level on the project and influence its ultimate outcome. Please exercise that authority.
Respectfully,
Suzanne Harvey

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject

judee hauer
Sunday, July 24, 2022 8:09 PM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despit e strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward w ith replacing the Ventura
Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California Public Utilities
Commissi.on (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well
knowing the total cost for t he project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear.
SocalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to more than
double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose
the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club.
No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California,
and to our knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy, and known
threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore project necessity and
environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and
weigh in on the project to push for alternatives t hat reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By
intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for
a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN''): Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both
purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet
the City's long standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated
location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside t heir
community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council does not have local
control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level.

Judee Hauer, grandmother, teacher, concerned Venturan
Just me

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

Jeannette Welling
Sunday, July 24, 2022 8:52 PM
City Cieri<
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the Ventura
Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is request ing the California Public Utilities
Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well
knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear.
SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to more than
double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose
the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club.
No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and where children spend t heir days learning in California,
and to our knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy, and known
threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore project necessity and
environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and
weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By
intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for
a Certifrcate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, t he CPCN process provides a hard look at both
purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet
the City's long standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated
location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside their
community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council does not have local
control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level.
Jeannette Welling

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Mark Mendelsohn
Monday, July 25, 2022 6: 19 AM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOS~D SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the Ventura
Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California Public Utilities
Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well
knowing the total cost for t he project will be closer to $464 mil lion, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear.
SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to more than
double the horsepower of the existing compressor station' s capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose
the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club.
No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and where children spend t heir days learning in California,
and to our knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy, and known
threats posed on the hea lth and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore project necessity and
environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in t he SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and
weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By
intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for
a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, t he CPCN process provides a hard look at both
purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If t he Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet
the City's long standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives·such as relocating to a less populated
location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside their
community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on t tie project. Although the City Council does not have local
control over this project, you still have t he ability to do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level.
Sincerely,
Mark Mendelsohn

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:

To:
Cc:
Subject:

Mac Faul
Monday, July 25, 2022 8:09 AM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez- Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

'

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the
existing compressor station, well knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million; ultimately a
cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new
compressor station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's
capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential
neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor
station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy,
and known threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore
project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the
. SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alte.rnatives that reduces local harms and
safety risk from the compressor station.By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the
GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires
environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is
necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard , Oxnard City council stood alongside
their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council
does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of
this project at the state level.
~Mac
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders..
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them !<<
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Tracy Oehler
From:

Sent:
To:

Subject

Lauren Bigelow
M onday, July 25, 2022 8:10 AM
City Clerk
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: lnteNene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Counci l Members,
Despite strong opposition from resident s in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with rep lacing the
Ventura Compressor Station with a much la rger and expanded fa cility. SoCalGas is requesting the Ca lifornia Public
Utilit ies Commission {CPUC) approve $233 mil lion in t he Genera l Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor
station, well knowing t he to~al cost for the project will be closer to $464 mill ion, ultimately a cost ratepayers wi ll
have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this proj ect as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is
planned to mo re than double the horsepower of the existing compressor statio n's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC
application, t hey fail to disclose the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an
elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and where
ch ildren spend their days learn ing in California, and to our knowledge, the entire co untry.

We can_n~t allo~ SoCalGas to use t he CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of t his size, conlroversy, and
known threats posed on the health and safety of ou r community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore proj ect
necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC
at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the
compressor station. By interveni ng, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require
SoCa lGas t o file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unl ike a GRC, the
CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and req uires environmen tal review under CEQA. If t he
Commission requires a CPCN, t his will meet the City's long standing dem and for an EIR and provide a forum to look
into whether the proposed doubling of compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and
alternatives such as relocating to a less populated location.
W hen a pol lut ing powerplant was being proposed in t he City of Oxnard, Oxnard City counci l stood alongside their
commun ity and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council does not have
local control over th is project, you still have the ability to do more to influence t he outcome of this project at the
state level.
Thank you,
Lauren

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:

Diana Kubilos
Monday, July 25, 2022 9:20 AM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

To:

Cc:
Subject:

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCa lGas has decided to move forward with replacing t he Ventura
Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the california Public Ut ilities
Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (G RC) to replace the existing compressor station, well
knowing the tota l cost for t he project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear.
SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to more than
double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose
the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club.
No other gas compressor station situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in California,
and to our knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCa lGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy, and known
threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC' s have a lim ited ability to explore project necessity and
environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and
weigh in on t he project to push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By
intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for
a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at bot h
purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet ·
the City's long standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated
locat ion.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside their
community and became an intervener in t he CPUC hearings on the project. Alt hough t he City Council does not have local
control over this project, you stil l have the ability to do more to influence t he outcome of this project at the state level.
Sincere t hanks for taking a vital stand for climate justice in our beloved city,
Diana Kubilos
Ventura, CA

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Monday, July 25, 2022 9:23 AM
City Clerk
kristian@causenow.org
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Despite strong opposition from res idents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with
rep lacing the Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded fac ility. SoCalGas is
requesting the Ca lifornia Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 mill ion in the General
Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing comp ressor station, we ll knowing the total cost for the
project wi ll be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepaye rs will have to bear. SoCalGas
continues to spin this project as a "modern ization" but the new compressor station is planned to
more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas'
GRC application, they fa il to disclose the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across
from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station
situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning in Ca lifornia, and to our
knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size,
controversy, and known threats posed on the hea lth and safety of our commun ity. GRC's have a
limited ability to explore project necessity and environmenta l impacts and alternatives. The City
of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and weigh in on the project to
push for alternatives that reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By
intervening, the City can push for this project to be pu lled out of the GRC and requ ire SoCalGas
to fi le an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Un like a GRC,
the CPCN process provides a hard look at both purpose and need, and requires environmenta l
review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's long-standing
demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as
re locating to a less populated location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council
stood alongside their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project.
Although the City Council does not have local contro l over th is project, you stil l have the ability to
do more to infl uence the outcome of this project at the state level.
Francisco H Tap ia
Sincerely,
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Tracy Oehler
From:
Sent:

Friday Gretchen ·
Monday, July 25, 2022 9:32 AM
City Clerk
Sofia Rubalcava; Joe Schroeder; Lorrie Brown; Jim Friedman; Doug Halter; Mike Johnson;
Jeannette Sanchez-Palacios
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in t he SoCalGas GRC

To:
Cc:
Subject

Dear Ventura City Council Members,
Please do what is necessary for our residents in this critical moment.
Most simply put by Greta Thunburg:
·
The climate crisis is both the easiest and the hardest issue we have ever faced . The easiest
because we ~now what we must do. We must stop the emissions of greenhouse gases. The hardest
because our current economics are still totally dependent on burning fossil fllels, and thereby
destroying ecosystems in order to create everlasting economic growth.
Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the Ventura
Compressor Station With a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California Public Utilities
Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, well
knowing the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 m illion, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear.
SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor station is planned to more t han
double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to disclose
the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school and Boys and Girls Club.
No other gas compressor station situated so close t o homes and where children spend their days learning in California,
and to our knowledge, the entire country.
We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the CRG as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy, and known
threats posed on the health and safety of our community. GRC's have a limited ability to explore project necessity and
environmental impacts and alternat ives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in t he SoCalGas GRC at the CPUC, and
weigh in on the project to push for alternatives t hat reduces local harms and safety risk from the compressor station.By
intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for
a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides a hard look at bot h
purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet
the City's long standing demand for an EIR and provide a forum to look into whether the proposed doubling of
compressor capacity is necessary, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as relocating to a less populated
location.
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City council stood alongside their
community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the City Council does not have local
control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of this project at the state level.
Friday Gretchen
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