California Attorney General Announces $11 Million Settlement With AutoZone
AutoZone facilities in 45 counties were found by the prosecuting offices to have committed
environmental violations, according to the Attorney General's Office.
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California Attorney General Xavier Becerra Tuesday announced an $11 million settlement with AutoZone Inc.
over allegations that the retailer violated state laws governing hazardous waste, hazardous materials and
confidential consumer information.
The lawsuit -- filed against the 600-store auto parts chain by the Attorney General's Office, the Los Angeles
City Attorney's Office and the district attorneys of 10 California counties, including San Diego and Riverside -stemmed from 56 inspections of trash bins at 49 AutoZone facilities between August 2013 and September 2015.
Those inspections "found numerous instances of unlawful disposal of hazardous waste including batteries,
aerosol cans, electronic devices, and hundreds of discarded bottles and other receptacles containing automotive
fluids and other regulated hazardous waste," according to a statement released by Becerra's office, which said
the investigation "revealed that AutoZone allowed its customers to deposit hazardous automotive fluids and
other waste items into regular trash containers in AutoZone stores' parking lots throughout California."
AutoZone facilities in 45 counties were found by the prosecuting offices to have committed environmental
violations, according to the Attorney General's Office, which estimated that AutoZone "illegally disposed of
over five million hazardous waste items in California."
he settlement, under which AutoZone did not admit wrongdoing, requires the company to pay $8.9 million in
civil penalties, $1.35 million for supplemental environmental projects and $750,000 for reimbursement of
investigative and enforcement costs.
AutoZone will receive a $1 million credit against the penalties if it undertakes at least $2 million in
environmental enhancement work not required by law.
The settlement also requires the company to undergo a compliance audit and a trash receptacle audit to ensure
that hazardous waste and confidential consumer information is properly disposed of at all of its facilities, and
comply with 23 requirements involving environmental protection and confidential consumer information
protection laws, according to the Attorney General's Office.
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Hi Michelle,
I am sending this email to all Planning Commissioners and City Council members individually so as
not to have a potential Brown Act violation.
In essence, the attached document is about the recent $11 million settlement by AutoZone to the
State of California for illegal disposal of hazardous materials. They didn’t have to claim fault/guilt,
but they did agree to the settlement.
This is yet another reason why having AutoZone in our community is a bad idea. While the Planning
Department is doing their job, what needs to change at the City Code level is language surrounding
companies that want to set up shop in Fort Bragg. I don’t know exactly what that is yet, but certainly
something needs to be added.
AutoZone is only coming to our community because of their major competitor, O’Reilly’s Auto Parts.
They are not interested in serving our community because they’d realize there is no economic
benefit to the community to bring in another auto parts store. If we were to let AutoZone in, they
would not only have a devastating impact on a local business that has been here for 40 years, they’d
also cut into existing locally run businesses who carry auto parts and supplies.
There are other reasons to prevent AutoZone from building in Fort Bragg, but I think what’s of
significance also is spelled out in the attached article. Do we really want a business with known
environmental negligence to be on our coastline?
Thank you for your time and consideration of this serious issue.
Sincerely,
Jamie Peters-Connolly
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
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Joanna,
Please distribute this email and the attached comment letter from the Coastal Commission
staff about the proposed Auto Zone application as a general public comment on non-agenda
items for the Planning Commission's meeting this week. This comment should also be
included as a public comment on the draft Mitigated Negative Declaration ("MND") for this
project that is current out for public review so I have copied Sarah.
The Community Development Department prepared a draft MND for the proposed Auto Zone
project. The points raised by the Coastal Commission staff in their letter relate to the proposed
project's inconsistency with the City's Coastal Local Coastal Program as well as the necessary
breadth of the analysis in the environmental review. In my opinion, these issues are not
adequately addressed in the draft MND and a new CEQA document should be prepared and
circulated for public review and comment, which should be a revision of the draft MND or a
full EIR depending on the results of the additional analysis.
Moreover, the draft MND defers necessary analysis in some areas (e.g., requiring future
landscaping plans and visual analysis), including analysis concerning topics raised by the
Coastal Commission staff in their letter. In my opinion, these issues need to be analysed at this
time or the environmental review will be incomplete. This indicates improper deferral of
necessary environmental analysis without establishing clear criteria or objective thresholds by
which the potentially significant impacts can be evaluated. It also suggests that the CEQA
review is being improperly segmented (aka "piecemealing") and the potentially significant
impacts of the development on both proposed new lots should be analyzed now, including
concerning traffic, visual impacts, impacts to biological resources and the like.
Best regards,
--Jacob

