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A. WHAT’S NEW THAT YOU NEED TO KNOW

1. The SLO County Planning Commission’s Public Hearings - 
 Here’s What Happened And What Will Now Occur

a. The Public Has Spoken - Repeatedly, Logically & Loudly

a The Planning Commission held Public Hearings on February 4th, 5th, 25th and March 11th.  
After P66 presented their crude-by-rail proposal, and after the Commission’s staff 
recommended the project be rejected, more than 500 people stepped to the podium to voice 
their opinions.

a Citizens, government officials and attorneys from throughout SLO County and California 
presented dozens of well-researched, logical, defensible reasons for the Commission to 
deny the project.

a Of those who spoke in favor of the project, 99% were those who directly profit monetarily 
from P66 and Big Oil ... i.e., their employees, suppliers, recipients of P66’s donations, and 
United Steelworker Union members (see “Mystery Bus Ride” below).  And 99% of their 
comments related either to “save jobs at the refinery” or how opponents are seeking to 
destroy the oil industry ... both of which are totally bogus arguments meant to misdirect 
decision makers.

 http://www.sanluisobispo.com/news/local/article65463482.html
 http://www.ksby.com/story/31452032/phillips-66-oil-by-rail-plan-concludes-public-comment
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b. The Deliberations Have Begun

a Public comments concluded mid-afternoon on March 11th.  Commissioners then began 
their deliberations.  They’ve begun reviewing approximately a dozen critical areas ... such 
as federal preemption, land use, hazards, emergency response, air quality, etc.  

a The deliberations will continue at public meetings on April 15th and May 12th. But the 
depth and breadth of the topics may cause discussions to extend into the future.

a Then the commissioners will vote to accept or deny the P66 proposal.  That decision will 
likely be appealed to SLO County’s Board of Supervisors.  The Supervisors’ decision will 
then likely be reviewed by the California Coastal Commission.  And as Commissioner Jim 
Irving predicted, the issue may wind up in the Supreme Court Of California.  All in all, the 
process which started in mid-2013, may take additional years to play out. 

c. P66 Admits There Are Significant Crude Oil Supplies On California’s Central Coast

Prior to the deliberations, P66’s Maintenance Superintendent Jim Anderson spoke to 
Commissioners about the plant’s need for crude oil.  He discussed that due to the Refugio oil 
spill, some pipelines that supply crude have been temporarily shut down.  He used that as an 
excuse for seeking approval of crude-by-rail.  

At the very same time he said “The supply is in 
the ground, but we don’t have transportation for 
it now” ... meaning pipeline transport is currently 
halted.  So, P66 knows “the supply is in the ground” 
here on the Central Coast, and will be available 
again after the pipelines are repaired.  

But they’d rather change their business model 
from pipeline to rail, so they can import cheaper, 
more profitable tar sands from Canada.  And 
that’s what they’ve been seeking since 2013, 
well before the Refugio pipeline issue.

(Also item #11 below - “An Abundance Of Crude.”)

“The supply is in the ground.” - Jim Anderson, Phillips 66

5



d. P66 Packs The Hearings 
    Using A “Mystery” Bus Ride 

At the hearings, many P66 Nipomo refinery 
employees spoke about the need to “protect jobs.”  
Apparently that wasn’t sufficient.  On Feb. 25th, P66 
pulled a fast one by busing in United Steelworker 
union members from the LA area.  

First the union posted an online announcement (see 
below at the right).  It had drawings of two buses 
and promoted a “Mystery” bus ride.  It read ...

a “Brothers and sisters, it’s time for another 
Mystery Action!  Feb. 25th, 4:30AM to 7PM.  

Where to meet the bus - Carson, CA.
Breakfast and lunch will be provided.”

Interestingly - it said nothing about why they were 
being called into action, where they were going, nor 
what they would be asked speak about.  After all, it 
was a “mystery”!

Without the workers having previous knowledge 
about the issues, dozens proceeded to pack the 
Chambers and read statements at the podium about 
“jobs”, thereby wasting the commissioners’ time and 
elongating the hearings.

And again on March 11th, despite the Chair’s plea to 
stop repetitive testimony, yet another loaded coach 
bus arrived, and dozens more Steelworkers read 
statements about “protecting jobs.” 

This is yet another example of P66’s attempts to 
falsify the size of their support, delay the process 
and cause officials and citizens to believe that 
bringing crude oil trains here is a “jobs” issue.  

Simply put, P66’s motivation is no mystery -- it’s 
about importing cheaper crude oil by rail so they can 
generate far more profits.  No matter how many 
times they say it, it’s not about running out of crude 
oil and it’s not about jobs.
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e. Key Issues Discussed So Far During The Commissioners’ Deliberations

1) Federal Preemption: The County’s Deputy Counsel, Whitney McDonald (see photo), 
discussed the highly confusing issue of whether SLO County can protect itself from the 
impacts of crude oil trains along the mainline, given that the railroads are federally regulated.  
She stated that such a preemption against local regulations exists.  

 However, she was asked whether the Commissioners could take into 
account the concerns of the dozens of cities and counties along the 
mainline who are requesting denial of the project.  

 Her response was that the County must abide by state/local laws 
and policies.  Therefore, it can properly evaluate the impacts along 
the mainline as it makes its decision.  She said -- “We are required to 
look at the trickle environmental effects of a project we are 
evaluating and if we approve it, what may happen as a result.”

Ms. McDonald also stated that what P66’s 
attorney claimed about preemption 
“goes too far. We need to consider federal 
law, but also need to apply CEQA, the 
county’s General Plan, etc.  CEQA requires 
you to look at all significant impacts 
including the mainline.  (The 
Commissioners) must thread a needle 
between all these laws.”

___________________________________________________________________________________

2) The Rail Terminal Site Contains An Environmentally Sensitive Habitat: During the EIR 
process, it was discovered that the area where P66 wants to build their rail terminal contains 
“unmapped ESHA” (i.e., it contains an Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Area).  The Planning 
Commission staff stated that, according to California Coastal Commission regulations, a 
project such as the rail terminal cannot be built on land containing sensitive species of plants 
and vegetation.  The terminal would have to be moved elsewhere on the property.

 The only caveat that would leave the site as is, 
is whether the project falls under “Coastal 
Dependent Use” (i.e., that for the project to 
succeed it must be near the ocean).  

 Counsel Whitney McDonald replied that 
“finding the project to be coastal dependent 
would be difficult to prove.”
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f. Quotes From Citizens Who Spoke At The Hearings

a Mike Davis - Availability Of Crude: “In the last decade, California’s overall crude 
production declined by 10%, but that’s not the case here on the Central Coast, which has 
nearly doubled over the same period (see page 19). And output from the Nipomo refinery has 
been growing steadily via pipeline delivery over the five-year period up through early 2015.  
There’s been no sign of decline until the Refugio oil spill. And once the industry fixes its 
pipelines, the refinery will be back to capacity.”

______________________________________________________

a Nora Lee - Paradise Lost: “Their plan is an irreversible 
disaster.  The effects will be felt instantly with poisonous air 
pollution. And longer-term there will be an accident ... the EIR 
warns us of that repeatedly.  SLO County has been called 
‘paradise.’  And it’s been true.  But please don’t allow this 
generation of officials to be those who allowed our County to 
become paradise lost.”
______________________________________________________

a Gary Lester - Why We Object: “Imagine if you bought a 
home in a quiet neighborhood for your spouse and children to 
live in safety.  But then, someone proposed building a 25-acre 
major league baseball stadium on open land just 3,000 feet 
from your home ... complete with 30,000 roaring, rowdy fans 
each evening, 15,000 cars polluting your air, stadium lights in 
your face, etc.  Would you object?  Of course you would.  

 “Our group is not objecting to (the) refinery or calling for its closure.  We’re objecting to the 
construction of a loud, polluting, dangerous, highly invasive crude oil rail terminal just 3,000 
feet from our homes.”

______________________________________________________

a Linda Del - Buffer Reduction: “This project would 
introduce a rail terminal and crude oil unloading facility 
into what is now a 1.4 mile buffer zone between industrial 
and residential land uses.  

 “This not only turns passive industrial use into a highly 
active, invasive industrial use, but it reduces the buffer 
zone by 60%.  Changing passive use to active use should 
logically require a larger buffer zone – not a smaller one.”
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2. A Personal Message To SLO County Officials From A Lac-Mégantic Survivor

The most horrific of the many crude-by-rail disasters occurred July 6, 2013 in Lac-Mégantic, 
Quebec.  A 72-car crude oil train crashed and exploded, killing 47 people and incinerating the 
center of their town (see photo).  

A survivor, Marilane Savard, recorded a message specifically for SLO County officials.  It was 
shown at the February 25th Public Hearing.  Click here to watch the 2.5 minute video -- http://
veeds.com/i/gHTVL4BHsIEpzdAw/mindfulliving/.  Marilane advised ...

“There are two things you need to know.  First is that your decision is about securing safety for 
the people in this room and their families.  There is nothing abstract about an oil train disaster.”

“The second thing you need to know is that once an oil train derails and catches fire, you and 
your town will never totally recover.  We lost 47 people that night, and since then we have lost 
many more who have struggled with the consequences of that terrible night.  Can you imagine 
how many people it could be in your own community?”

”Our downtown was destroyed.  Forty buildings. The rest that didn’t burn was highly 
contaminated and was razed to the ground.  Nothing left.  

“There’s no emergency response for an oil train fire, except to move the survivors away, and wait 
as the crude oil burns totally out of control.  Afterwards the railroad moves quickly to rebuild the 
track, but your town remains a shadow of itself.  Lac-Mégantic was beautiful and peaceful, 
just like San Luis Obispo.  I think that’s all you need to know before you make your decision.”

“I will never, ever forget the sound and the smell of the explosion, and trying to comfort 
my three year old son, while not knowing if my friends were dying downtown.”
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3. One Year After The Gogama Tar Sands Oil Train Explosion - What’s The Progress?

On March 7, 2014 a train loaded with diluted tar sands 
crude from Alberta (the same cargo P66 wishes to ship 
here by rail) exploded in a wall of flames 1.9 miles 
outside Gogama, Ontario.  Tankers burst open and 
spilled tar sands into the Makami River.  

One year later, a Member of Parliament, Ms. France 
Gelinas (see photo), spoke to Ontario’s officials:

"The (government) has been extremely quiet while 
the people of Gogama are seeing their real estate 
prices tank.  They are concerned about their 
environment, their food and the water quality. The 
situation is bleak. 

“This is the biggest train derailment in the history 
of Ontario, yet no amount of trouble or suffering 
seems to trigger a response from this government.

"The people want to know when will the 
(environment) minister stand up for them and 
answer a simple question: Are the fish caught in 
the Makami River safe to eat? Yes or no?”

The minister didn’t answer. Instead he offered to share 
the most recent lab data on the fish contamination.

The railroad was ordered to repay government 
expenses of $350,000. But the people of Gogama are 
still waiting for assistance and continue to press the 
railroad for compensation. 

That’s the reality of tar sands-by-rail disasters.  The oil 
company says it’s the railroad’s responsibility.  The 
railroad drags their feet on cleanups and payments.  

Is this what SLO County and California should be 
embracing?

http://www.northernlife.ca/news/localNews/2016/03/07-
gelinas-speaks-on-gogama-sudbury.aspx
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4. How Long Does It Take To Clean Up After A Derailment?  Try 10 Years Or More!

In 2006, in New Brighton, PA, 23 rail cars carrying ethanol fell off a trestle and plunged 100 feet, 
leaking contents into a river and a park below.  There was a huge explosion and a fire that 
burned for days.  Hundreds of residents were evacuated.

It took 10 YEARS for the Norfolk Southern railroad to properly reconstruct the area and 
remediate the polluted river and park from the half million gallons that spilled.

Of special interest to SLO County is the 120-year-old Stenner Creek trestle (see above) on which 
P66’s trains would travel.  It sits on spindly legs, 85-feet off the ground, precariously positioned 
adjacent to SLO City’s water treatment plant.  Should that be taken out, part of the city’s water 
supply would vanish.  How long that would take to remedy is anyone’s guess.

http://us.geosnews.com/p/us/pa/lawrence-county/ellwood-city/site-of-norfolk-southern-train-derailment-contamination-
fully-remediated-report-says_3495084
http://polyland.calpoly.edu/topics/technology/studentsites/2006b/Past/History%20of%20the%20Trestle.htm

14



5. The Federal Transportation Department Reports That 
 When It Comes To Safeguarding Us From Crude-By-Rail, 
 The System Is Broken In Multiple Ways

The U.S. Dept. of Transportation’s Inspector General has described how the Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA) is failing to protect citizens from crude oil train disasters. 

a The audit indicates that although rail 
shipments have escalated, the FRA has 
failed to conduct detailed evaluations of 
the risks ... including the condition of a 
railroad’s infrastructure and how close the 
rails are to population centers.

a “Effective oversight requires thorough, timely 
inspections as well as the application of 
deterrent penalties.”  However, this is failing 
to happen.

We expect our federal agencies to protect us.  
Yet, repeatedly, there are rail disasters.  Only then do the agencies figure out that their 
regulations are insufficient.  We neither need nor want this chain of failures in SLO County or 
California.

https://www.oig.dot.gov/sites/default/files/FRA%20Oversight%20of%20Hazmat%20by%20Rail_Final%20Report%5E2-24-16.pdf
http://www.post-gazette.com/opinion/editorials/2016/03/01/Trouble-on-the-rails-The-U-S-needs-better-oversight-of-crude-oil-cargo/stories/201603010021

_____________________________________________________________________________________

6. Neighbors Sue Over The Refining Of Tar Sands: Detroit citizens have filed a class action 
against their neighbor.  Local conditions became intolerable following Marathon Oil's move to 
process tar sands oil, which generates more pollution than traditional heavy crude.

The suit alleges that the refinery's 
fumes harms their lives.  It requests 
that Marathon cease the release of all 
contaminants and remove them from 
residents’ properties.

Citizens will testify that they’ve “been 
subjected to noise, odors, vapors and 
fumes on (their) property, causing 
damage to property and personal 
finances, loss of use of property; 
significant annoyance; and destruction 
of (the) community."  The citizens’ 

attorney stated - “The time has come for people to stand up for their clean air and their own health and 
safety."  Sound familiar?

http://www.freep.com/story/news/local/michigan/detroit/2016/02/22/refinery-neighbors-sue-marathon-over-pollution-impacts/80764434
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7. What Was Found To Have 411 Defects?  The Railroad Tracks In A Single State!

You likely know that North Dakota has become a major area for “nouveau” types of crude oil.  
They’ve subsequently had their share of catastrophic oil train derailments/explosions (e.g., 
Casselton and Heimdal, ND).

So, the state government hired a certified track 
inspector who started work in August, 2015.  
In the subsequent 7 months he’s documented 
411 defective track conditions and 13 
violations in one section of North Dakota.

P66 wants to make SLO County and California 
a center for crude-by-rail ... same as North 
Dakota.  Unfortunately, there’s absolutely no 
evidence that the rails in California are any 
safer than they are elsewhere (see page 20).  
P66’s plan -- it too has extreme defects.

http://www.thedickinsonpress.com/news/north-dakota/3982920-nds-first-rail-
inspector-now-certified-more-400-violations-found-august

____________________________________________________________________________________

8. More Opposition From California Cities And Organizations -- 
 Newly-Submitted Letters Sent To SLO County Officials

a. From “Margarita Proud” (Santa Margarita): “(We are) dedicated to livability, safety and 
quality of life.  The highly explosive rolling pipeline proposed would introduce far reaching 
impacts to public safety.  Many residents have expressed concerns.  The entire town, 
including the elementary school, lie within the ‘blast zone.’  All activity in 

 Santa Margarita occurs less than 1/3 mile from the rail.

 “The County (has a) well established authority to regulate land 
use and a duty and responsibility to deny a permit when 
hazards outweigh benefit.

 “This project is the poster child for such an action.  Denial is the 
only reliable pathway to protect the communities along the rail 
corridor.  Because of the glaring inconsistencies with the General 
Plan, we (urge) you to deny the (P66) application.”

________________________________________________________________________________

b. The City Of Gilroy: “Trains arriving at the refinery 
from the north would travel directly through our City.  
The hazards, particularly in densely populated areas, 
are significant.  The safety and health of our residents 
would be threatened.  Our Council strongly opposes 
this project and requests that it be denied.”
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c. The San Luis Coastal Teachers’ Association: 
 “The Dept. of Transportation predicts as many as 10 oil 

train accidents per year.  In the city of San Luis Obispo 
alone there are eight schools in the 1 mile blast radius. 
(And) the NIH and EPA warn against increase of 
respiratory illness due to diesel exhaust.  Take the safety of 
students, teachers and staff seriously.  Reject the project.”

       _____________________________________________________

d. Cal Poly University - Associated Students, Inc.: “The rail line 
that passes through campus and within 500 feet of classrooms 
will be utilized by this project.  The DOT evacuation zone is one-
half mile and the zone encompasses (the) campus (and) 95,000 
residents of SLO County.  The ASI Board of Directors opposes the 
project and encourages the Planning Commission to reject this 
proposal.”
_____________________________________________________

e. The Gaviota Coast Conservancy: “The Gaviota Coast is 
recognized for its extraordinary ecological importance, 
unique beauty, and agricultural and cultural heritage.  
(The EIR and staff report) make clear that the 
transportation of hazardous crude by rail poses a serious 
threat to (these) unique resources, and to the people who 
live and recreate adjacent to the mainline. We request 
that you deny the Phillips 66 Rail Spur Project.”

       __________________________________________________

f. The City Of Carpenteria: “Carpenteria is 
bisected by the railroad.  Thousands of 
Carpenterians live, work and go to school 
adjacent to this line.  An oil train 
derailment poses a significant risk of loss 
of life in our community.  Regulation of rail transportation has proven to be inadequate to 
effectively address the risks. (It) has resulted in a dangerous void in oversight.  This 
inadequate system should not be relied upon as the basis for a local development permit.”

     ________________________________________________________________________________

g. The City Of Morgan Hill: “Air quality 
in our City would be adversely affected 
by emissions from the rail operations.  
This is exacerbated by the lower speed 
at which trains move through highly 
populated areas, which includes a significant portion of our City.”

          http://www.mesarefinerywatch.com/letters.html
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9. The Federal Government’s Department Of Commerce Weighs In --
 The Impact From P66’s Crude-By-Rail Plan “Could Be Disastrous”

 SLO County officials have received official 
notificationion from the U.S. Department of 
Commerce.  It pointed out that spills from P66’s 
crude oil trains would severely damage the 
federally protected Elkhorn Slough marine 
sanctuary in Monterey County ...

 “The rail line through Elkhorn Slough (shown 
here) rests upon an earth and gravel dike just a 
few feet above low water.  During high flood 
tides, portions of the railway are covered with 
water.  Trains often operate under such 
conditions.  The risk will grow as rising sea 
levels exacerbate flooding of the train tracks.

 “The Union Pacific segment presents the highest risk of spill.  Several million gallons per week of 
crude will pass through.  The transport will markedly increase the risk of harm.     

 “The sanctuary is home to endangered sea otters (which are) particularly sensitive to oiling.  Harbor 
seals breed in the slough. Many key fish species (are) within the sanctuary.  (And) migratory birds 
must feed in the slough before continuing their journeys.

 “A spill from even one tank car could be disastrous. (Tides) are very strong and a spill would be 
quickly transported into marshes and tide flats.  Since some oil would sink in the water, there would 
be no effective cleanup remedy.”

 So, the federal government is saying that one of our invaluable sanctuaries is in danger of irreparable 
damage if the rail terminal is built.  Fortunately there’s is a way to protect it - reject the P66 plan.

     http://www.mesarefinerywatch.com/letters.html
 ____________________________________________________________________________________________________

10. P66 -- Drowning In Inventories Of Crude Oil & Gasoline: P66 keeps telling us there are 
“diminishing” supplies of crude to feed their Nipomo plant.  Yet, in early March their Chairman/CEO, 
Greg Garland, reported that the company had recently refined so much crude that they “took offline 
about 400,000 barrels a day of crude processing.  We ran max gasoline in the fourth quarter (2015)” 
and built up too much inventory.

He continued - “Generally, when we look in the 
mirror, we find the enemy.  We had to work through 
that overhang in the first quarter (2016).” 

So when P66 wants you to think that their Nipomo 
plant is in danger due to diminishing supplies, think 
again. Our nation, and P66, is drowning in crude oil.

http://fuelfix.com/blog/2016/03/03/phillips-66-cut-
fuel-production-in-february-ceo-says/
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11. The Evidence - There’s An Abundance Of California Crude For P66 To Process

 P66’s basic premise for requesting crude-by-rail is that they’re running out of California 
crude to refine.  But they’ve offered no credible proof. 

 On the other hand, documented research proves the opposite. Yes, in the last decade, 
California’s overall crude oil production declined by 10%. However, that’s not the case right 
here on the Central Coast in Oil and Gas District #3.  Here, crude oil production has 
nearly doubled over the same period (+99%).  The increase (+79%) is huge even after 
excluding production from the San Ardo oil field, which is not refined in Nipomo.

 And the Final EIR clearly agrees -- “There is adequate crude supply for the Santa Maria Refinery 
even without the Rail Spur Project.”   

Source:Annual Reports of the State Oil and Gas Supervisor (Final 2009 report and Preliminary 2013 reports): http://
www.conservation.ca.gov/dog/pubs_stats/annual_reports/Pages/annual_reports.aspx 
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12. It’s Non-Stop -- More Derailments, More Spills

a. March 1, 2016, Ripley, 
NY: Sixteen tankers 
derailed near Lake Erie, 
with three of them 
releasing a total of 5,000 
- 10,000 gallons of 
ethanol.  A state of 
emergency was 
declared.  More than 50 
homes were evacuated; 
other residents were 
urged to stay in their 
homes.  Schools were 
closed. The local fire chief remarked - “It could have been a lot worse.”

http://www.observertoday.com/page/content.detail/id/634665/2-30-p-m--update--5-000-10-000-gallons-of-ethanol-released-in-train-
derailment.html?nav=5047
http://www.canadianbusiness.com/business-news/the-latest-50-plus-homes-evacuated-after-train-derailment/
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/wires/ap/article-3473024/Crews-work-clear-NY-tracks-16-freight-cars-derailed.html
______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

b. March 9, 2016, Sunol, CA (East of San Francisco): 
A crowded commuter train worked its way along Union 
Pacific-owned tracks in Niles Canyon.  It’s believed that 
heavy rain caused mud and water to flow onto the tracks.  
With them came a large tree which fell onto the rail bed.

The train was traveling under the speed limit.  Yet when it hit 
the tree, the front car plunged 40 feet into a swollen creek 
with one side submerged. Passengers broke open windows 
and crawled out.

A sheriff’s office spokesperson remarked “it’s miraculous” 
that no one died.  However, nine passengers were hurt and 
taken to the hospital, four with serious injuries.

P66 tells us how safe Union Pacific’s rail system is.  Yet, time 
and again accidents occur involving their trains and/or 
tracks.  Whether it’s due to rain, mud, defective tracks or 
human error, sending P66‘s crude oil trains through our 
communities will very likely result in disaster.

http://sanjosemercurynews.ca.newsmemory.com/publink.php?shareid=0cc750e21
http://www.usatoday.com/story/news/2016/03/08/mudslide-may-have-caused-san-
francisco-area-train-derailment/81480574/
http://www.latimes.com/local/lanow/la-me-ln-bay-area-commuter-train-
derailment-20160308-story.html
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13. What Citizens & The Experts Are Saying: 

. Fire Chief Mark Brown, Kingston, NY - Regarding What Would Happen During A 
Crude Oil Train Disaster (Feb. 28, 2016)

 “This would be a big event, a really big event.  There would be chaos and we would have to 
manage that chaos.” Brown also said -- the derailment and explosion (in the middle of 
Kingston) would likely involve the evacuation of 3,000 people within a 0.5-mile radius of 
the accident.  Nearby buildings would be set aflame, hundreds of rescue workers would 
swarm into midtown while temporary shelters open throughout the city.

_________________________________________________________________________________

.Robert Weatherford Of San Luis Obispo, In A SLO Tribune Letter To The Editor  
(March, 2016) 

 Regarding oil trains: “We are assured there is virtually no risk of an accident. How are we to 
know the risk? Does Phillips 66 have insurance for these trains? (If so) Phillips 66’s insurance 
carrier knows the risk. Let us see the carrier’s assessment of the risk. (And) what are the policy 
limits for this potentially multibillion-dollar loss?

 “If Phillips 66 has no insurance for these trains (they) should post a multibillion-dollar bond for 
the potential losses. If the oil trains are so safe, the bond will be inexpensive.”

_________________________________________________________________________________

.Capt. Jerry Apodaca, Sacramento Fire Department  (February, 2016) 

 Referring to crude-by-rail accidents -- “You have that huge column of toxic smoke that’s 
billowing out from that fire, so you have to take into contingency: where is that smoke going, how 
toxic is it, are there targets downrange from that smoke that could potentially be exposed?  

 This means the materials pose significant fire risk if released from the package in an accident.”
_________________________________________________________________________________

.Yvonne Williams, Nipomo - SLO Tribune Letter To The Editor  (February, 2016): 

 “During the hearings, a Phillips 66‘s representative touted core values, including ‘honor.’  
Nevertheless, (their) attorney attempted to lecture, admonish, even threaten SLO planning 
commissioners, saying that if they deny the project, oil will arrive via trucks. 

 “(This) was followed by refinery employees whose testimony showed they truly believe their jobs 
are in jeopardy.  Would an honorable employer allow employees to believe their jobs are in danger 
when the facts show otherwise?  The final EIR concludes, ‘There is adequate crude supply for the 
Santa Maria Refinery even without the rail spur project.’

 “Why are Phillips 66’s corporate executives using employees as tools in their quest to further 
nationwide crude-by-rail objectives?”

http://www.dailyfreeman.com/general-news/20160228/kingston-fire-department-devises-plans-in-case-of-catastrophic-oil-train-accidents
         http://www.sanluisobispo.com/opinion/letters-to-the-editor/article63734952.html
         http://www.kcra.com/news/fire-crews-plan-for-proposed-increase-of-crude-oil-transport-in-norcal/37957816
         http://www.sanluisobispo.com/opinion/letters-to-the-editor/article61014317.html
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B. WHY YOU SHOULD CARE ABOUT WHAT PHILLIPS 66 INTENDS 
 FOR SLO COUNTY & ALL OF CALIFORNIA

• Phillips’ Motivation: Phillips claims they are running out of California crude to process, and 
therefore jobs at their Nipomo refinery are at risk.  This is false.  Phillips’ corporate executives have 
stated in writing that they want their entire company to process lower-cost crude oil in order to 
generate higher profits.  That crude would come by rail from out of the country - from Canada.  

 They call it “taking a classic company in a new direction” ... i.e., it’s their self-proclaimed “crude-by-rail 
strategy.”  The issue is about higher profits by switching to rail delivery, not about protecting jobs.

• Phillips’ Proposal For SLO County: For 60 years, their refinery has received crude oil by pipeline ... 
not one drop by rail. Under their proposal, Phillips for the first time would bring in 20,000 rail 
tankers per year, fully loaded with Canadian “tar sands” crude.  Every year, 250 trains, each a mile 
long, would travel into the county.  Then the same 250 trains would depart (500 trains in total).*

 Along with the loaded tankers would come, for the first time, the construction of a rail terminal -- 
including a “railcar unloading facility”, a pumping station, and a new pipeline to move the crude 
within the refinery.  This would be accompanied by trucks and other vehicles to service the facility.

• The Negative Impacts Of Conducting Business In An Entirely New Way: This represents an 
entirely new business model for Phillips - it’s a dramatic transformation in  the way they operate in 
SLO County and all of California.  This is not a benign “rail spur.” The issue is the new intensity of 
their operations and what they intend to bring in on those rails.  The impacts ...

- Shipments throughout California of highly flammable, diluted “tar sands” (“one of the world’s 
dirtiest and most environmentally destructive sources of fuel” - U.S. Sen. Barbara Boxer).

- Air pollution from diesel exhaust, the refining of tar sands and the resulting petroleum coke dust.

- Noise pollution from blaring whistles and track noise throughout SLO County & California.

- Light pollution from 15-30 foot tall light towers surrounding the rail yard.

- Statewide visual pollution of mile-long trains laden with graffiti, each hauling 80 oil tankers.

- The potential for derailments and oil spills anywhere in SLO County & California.

- The potential for fires, explosions and toxic smoke anywhere in SLO County & California.

- The potential for severe property damage anywhere in SLO County & California.

- The potential for injuries and deaths anywhere in SLO County & California.

- The potential to damage the reputation of SLO County as a place to live, work and visit.

- And the potential to damage the economic well-being of our homeowners and businesses.

 Of special note is that SLO County and California officials will be preempted from protecting their 
citizens about anything related to the mainline railroad and the contents of the tank cars -- Federal 
law will not allow our local governments to safeguard us.  Local governments would be impotent.

• What SLO County Officials Must Do: Therefore, given all of the above impacts and the issue of 
“preemption” -- SLO County’s Planning Commissioners and Supervisors must reject Phillips’ “rail 
spur” plan.  If the terminal is not built, the trains will not be targeting California and SLO County.

*On Feb. 1, 2016 P66 reduced their proposal to 150 trains arriving per year (300 arriving/departing).
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C. REFERENCES - RECENT VIDEOS & NEWS ARTICLES
     (Stay current with news, articles and videos in-between newsletters at MesaRefineryWatch.com.)

 Selected Items Discussed In Previous Newsletters ...

 • The National Academy Of Sciences Spells Out Why Tar Sands Spills Are So Disastrous
 http://www.fwweekly.com/2015/12/30/danger-in-dilbit/
 http://www.nap.edu/read/21834/chapter/1

 • Scientists Link Cancer To The Petcoke Piles Generated By Tar Sands
 http://www.nationalobserver.com/2016/02/04/news/scientists-trace-cancer-linked-pollutant-oil-sands-stockpiles
 http://www.nrdc.org/energy/tar-sands-health-effects.asp

 • Benicia’s Planning Commission Just Told Big Oil - “Keep Your Trains Out Of Our City!”
 http://www.sacbee.com/news/local/transportation/article59969201.html

 • The Planning Commission’s Public Hearings - Feb. 4 - 5, 2016

- KSBY - Day 1: http://www.ksby.com/story/31145147/hearing-begins-for-phillips-66-rail-spur-project-proposal

- SLO Tribune Day 2: http://www.sanluisobispo.com/news/local/article58661968.html#

 • Cal Poly Student Government, Representing 20,000 Students, Opposes P66 Plan
 http://mustangnews.net/students-oppose-oil-train-project/

 • Can Big Oil’s Rail Terminals Be Stopped?  Citizens Just Did It In Northern California!
http://www.contracostatimes.com/breaking-news/ci_29220910/pittsburg-proposed-wespac-oil-by-rail-shipping-terminal

 • Final Environmental Impact Report (click on “Phillips 66 Rail Spur Extension Project”)
 http://www.slocounty.ca.gov/planning/environmental/EnvironmentalNotices/Phillips_66_Company_Rail_Spur_Extension_Project.htm

 • Washington Allowed Oil Train Terminals;  It Now Has Buyer’s Remorse 
http://ecowatch.com/2015/11/05/portland-opposes-oil-trains/
http://www.thenewstribune.com/news/local/politics-government/article46607600.html
http://www.kgw.com/story/news/2015/10/13/firefighters-vancouver-oil-train-terminal-would-put-too-many-lives-risk/73889928/

 
 • Almost Half The Bridges Crossed By Oil Trains Are At Risk Of Failure

http://waterkeeper.org/cms/assets/uploads/2015/11/Deadly-Crossing-Web-Version.pdf

 • Additional Crude-Via-Pipeline May Be Available For P66’s Nipomo Refinery
 http://lompocrecord.com/news/local/article_da6da571-a37f-5cc7-b90d-db3d9c03edd8.html

 • Which Railroad Has More Accidents Than The Industry Norm?  It’s Union Pacific!
 Safety Calculator: http://safetydata.fra.dot.gov/OfficeofSafety/publicsite/Query/rrchart.aspx
 http://www.mesarefinerywatch.com/newsletters-docs2.html

 • U.S. DOT Confirms It -- Towns Have Insufficient Resources To Fight Oil Train Fires
 https://www.hdiac.org/islandora/object/hdiac%3A312757/datastream/OBJ/view
 http://www.goanacortes.com/news/article_271951c6-2fe1-11e5-b57d-6bb9ca8280ff.html?mode=image&photo=0

 • Oil Trains Crash Because Heavy Tankers Are Affecting The Rails
 http://www.latimes.com/nation/la-na-crude-train-safety-20151007-story.html

 
 (continued)
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 • New Regulations Make Oil Pipelines Even Safer In California
 http://www.theglobeandmail.com/report-on-business/industry-news/energy-and-resources/shipping-oil-through-pipelines-safer-than-

by-rail-report-says/article25943221/
 http://www.santamariasun.com/news/13766/california-governor-signs-series-of-pipeline-safety-and-oil-spill-response-bills/

 • Fire Chief Confirms -- Diluted Tar Sands Is More Flammable Than San Ardo Oil
 http://www.sanluisobispo.com/opinion/letters-to-the-editor/article41250099.html

 • LA Times Comes To Nipomo -- Why Citizens Are Fighting Crude-By-Rail
 http://www.latimes.com/local/abcarian/la-me-abcarian-oil-train-20151023-column.html

 • Rail Oil Spills & Violent Rail Accidents Are Accelerating, Not Stable Or Declining
 http://necir.org/2015/05/20/rail-safety-fact-check/

 • The Tribune’s Official Position - P66’s Crude Oil Trains Are “A Bad Idea”
 http://www.sanluisobispo.com/2015/09/06/3793783_routing-oil-trains-through-densely.html?rh=1

 • In P66’s Future - A New Source Of Crude Via Pipeline 
 http://www.pacbiztimes.com/2015/09/04/oil-company-wants-to-expand-orcutt-drilling-despite-pipe-closures/

 • Union Pacific Tells Us “All Is Safe” -- The Numbers Tell Us Differently
 http://www.theeagle.com/news/local/union-pacific-officials-exploring-possible-link-between-derailments-in-robertson/

article_633d4d3b-1053-504a-9c66-9132931bce1d.html?mode=jqm

 
 • “EMPTY” Crude Oil Rail Cars -- They’re As Explosive As FULL Cars

 http://fox2now.com/2015/08/23/first-responders-concerned-about-possible-oil-train-derailment-in-st-louis/
 http://eaglefordtexas.com/news/id/150833/oil-trains-put-local-emergency-officials-on-alert/
 http://www.forbes.com/sites/jamesconca/2015/04/06/senators-try-to-stop-the-coming-oil-train-wreck/

 • New Analysis --  Shipping Oil By RAIL Is Far More Dangerous Than Via PIPELINE
 http://www.theglobeandmail.com/report-on-business/industry-news/energy-and-resources/shipping-oil-through-pipelines-safer-than-

by-rail-report-says/article25943221/
 http://www.newsoptimist.ca/opinion/columnists/pipelines-are-the-safest-way-to-ship-oil-1.2037721

 • Union Pacific - Lagging Well Behind On Adopting Safety Requirements 
 http://abcnews.go.com/Politics/wireStory/railroads-meet-deadline-safety-technology-32945711

 • New Proof Emerges -- Tar Sands Is An Extreme Danger To The Earth & Its Inhabitants 
 http://summitcountyvoice.com/2015/06/28/environment-tar-sands-oil-releases-20-percent-more-greenhouse-gas-pollution-than-

conventional-crude-oil/
 http://pubs.acs.org/doi/abs/10.1021/acs.est.5b01255

 • High Gasoline Prices In California? Don’t Blame A Lack Of Crude Oil
 http://www.latimes.com/business/la-fi-gas-profits-20150722-story.html#page=1

 • “Viewpoint” Article Explains Why Oil-By-Rail Is Both Unnecessary & Wrong For CA
 http://www.sanluisobispo.com/2015/08/05/3749645/phillips-66s-oil-rail-project.html

 • P66’s Trains Would Travel Over A Crumbling Bridge In Arroyo Grande
 http://www.slocounty.ca.gov/Assets/PL/Santa+Maria+Refinery+Rail+Project+Comments/Organizations+and+Schools/Coastal+San

+Luis+Resource+Conservation+District.pdf
 http://www.sacbee.com/news/local/article2621371.html

 • Two State Teachers Associations Say P66 Puts Students In Harm’s Way
http://www.indybay.org/newsitems/2015/06/19/18773724.php
http://www.cta.org/en/About-CTA/News-Room/Press-Releases/2015/06/20150609.aspx

 (continued)
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 • State Nurses Association Diagnoses P66’s Plan As Hazardous To Our Health
http://www.santamariasun.com/news/13189/california-nurses-association-speaks-out-against-phillips-66-refinery-rail-spur/

 • Rejecting The Government’s New Rules, Industry Says Profits Trump Safety
       http://www.wsj.com/articles/rail-executive-blasts-oil-train-rules-1430860808
       http://www.grandforksherald.com/news/crime-and-courts/3743582-oil-industry-challenges-us-train-safety-rules-court

 • “New Rules” From The Fed Allow Lethal Tankers To Keep Rolling
             http://www.mcclatchydc.com/2014/01/27/215650/railroad-tank-car-safety-woes.html

 • Twenty-Nine Fact-Based Reasons To Reject The Rail Terminal 
            http://www.mesarefinerywatch.com/newsletters-docs2.html

 • Diluted Tar Sands - New Proof That Shipments Are Extremely Flammable
           http://www.railwayage.com/index.php/safety/why-bitumen-isnt-necessarily-safer-than-bakken.html

 • Future Crude-By-Rail Disasters - Now Guaranteed By The DOT
     http://www.dailykos.com/story/2015/02/23/1366308/-Get-used-to-it-Dept-of-Transportation-predicts-10-oil-train-derailments-a-year#

• A Member Of Congress Warns Of Terrorist Attacks Against Crude Oil Trains:
 http://blogs.rollcall.com/the-container/new-yorker-sees-risk-of-terrorists-using-oil-trains/

 • A New Record!  More Railroad Oil Spills Than Ever:
     http://www.nbcnews.com/news/investigations/oil-train-spills-hit-record-level-2014-n293186

• What The Rail Terminal Will Sound Like:
 https://soundcloud.com/katie-lannan/3-51-a-m-11-07-14?in=katie-lannan/sets/linden_oil_trains

• “New Times” Cover Story Confirms - The P66 Project Is NOT About Protecting Jobs:
     http://www.newtimesslo.com/cover/11850/a-crude-proposal-the-pros-and-cons-of-a-controversial-phillips-66-oilbyrail-project/

• Article In “New Times” Reaffirms Air Quality Problems On The Nipomo Mesa:
              http://www.newtimesslo.com/news/11776/dust-bust-even-as-stakeholders-make-small-advances-air-pollution-is-still-a-problem-on-the-nipomo-mesa/

• What’s 102 Times More Dangerous Than Normal Crude Oil? Tar Sands!:
    http://beniciaindependent.com/wp-content/uploads/2014/10/2014-10-02-AGO-Valero-CBR-Project-DEIR-Comment-Letter-OCR.pdf

• How Far Would SLO County Have To Evacuate?: http://explosive-crude-by-rail.org

• Video - Listen To A Survivor Of The Lac-Mégantic Oil Train Disaster:  
 http://sanfrancisco.cbslocal.com/2014/03/06/explosion-survivor-warns-of-fracked-oil-trains-newer-safety-regulations-delayed/

• Video - What Oil Trains Would Look & Sound Like In SLO County: 
 http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=11DTf6CYzHM&index=47&list=PL7A2C41AC7F231BD4

25



D. STEERING COMMITTEE MEMBERS; LOGISTICS OF THIS NEWSLETTER

1. Mesa Refinery Watch Group Steering Committee: Contact one or more of our members with 
your comments or to learn about upcoming committee meetings.

 • Linda Reynolds (Founder): lreynolds151@gmail.com
 • Eunice King (Chief Administrator): MRWCoord@gmail.com
 • Martin Akel: akelassoc@earthlink.net
 • John Anderson: johnanderson33@hotmail.com
 • Kevin Beauchamp: kevin.beauchamp@kw.co
 • Steve DuBow: sfdubow@charter.net
 • Gayle Hurlburt (MRWG Website Administrator)
 • Gary McKible: gary@mckible.com
 • Mike Nelson: miken0105@gmail.com
 • Tom Ryan: whitneyhiker888@yahoo.com
 • Sam Saltoun: ssaltoun@verizon.net
 • Laurance Shinderman: lshinderman@sbcglobal.net

2. List Coordinator/Newsletter Distributor: If you would like to add names for receipt of this 
newsletter, or if you would like to stop receiving it, kindly contact Steve Dubow -- 
sfdubow@charter.net.
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